




















































































FWS 2008 SPP LIST.xls: ELLIOTT Page 1 of 1 Updated July 30, 2008

Group Species Common name Legal* 
Status

Known** 
Potential Special Comments

Mammals Myotis grisescens gray bat E K
Myotis sodalis Indiana bat E K
Corynorhinus 

townsendii viginianus Virginia big-eared bat E P

NOTES:

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
330 West Broadway, Rm 265 

Frankfort, KY  40601 
Phone: 502-695-0468  

Fax: 502-695-1024

Endangered, Threatened, & Candidate                                                                 
Species in _____ELLIOTT___________ County, KY

* Key to notations: E = Endangered, T = Threatened, C = Candidate, CH = Critical Habitat
**Key to notations: K = Known occurrence record within the county, P = Potential for the species to occur within the county based upon historic range, proximity 
to known occurrence records, biological, and physiographic characteristics. 



FWS 2008 SPP LIST.xls: ROWAN Page 1 of 1 Updated July 30, 2008

Group Species Common name Legal* 
Status

Known** 
Potential Special Comments

Mammals Myotis sodalis Indiana bat E K
Myotis grisescens gray bat E K

Corynorhinus 
townsendii viginianus Virginia big-eared bat E K

Mussels Epioblasma torulosa 
rangiana Northern riffleshell E K

Lampsilis abrupta pink mucket E K

Birds Haliaeetus 
leucocephalus bald eagle Delisted K species was delisted July 9, 2007

NOTES:

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
330 West Broadway, Rm 265 

Frankfort, KY  40601 
Phone: 502-695-0468  

Fax: 502-695-1024

Endangered, Threatened, & Candidate                                                                 
Species in _______ROWAN_________ County, KY

* Key to notations: E = Endangered, T = Threatened, C = Candidate, CH = Critical Habitat
**Key to notations: K = Known occurrence record within the county, P = Potential for the species to occur within the county based upon historic range, proximity 
to known occurrence records, biological, and physiographic characteristics. 
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Project: KY 32, Rowan and Elliot Counties 
Item No. 9-192.00 
Purpose: Coordination meeting with KDFWR re: Ed Mabry Laurel Gorge WMA 

Place: KY Department of Fish and Wildlife Resources (KDFWR) Headquarters, Frankfort, KY   

Meeting 
Date: November 22, 2010 

Prepared By: Jane Wehner  (12-21-10) 

Attendance: Joseph Zimmerman      KDFWR  
Doug Dawson              KDFWR  
Darrin Eldridge            Kentucky Transportation Cabinet (KYTC) – District 9 
Karen Mynhier             KYTC – District 9 
Dave Harmon              KYTC – Department of Environmental Analysis (DEA) 
Kevin Dant                  URS 
Tom Springer               Qk4 
Jane Wehner                 Qk4               

The purpose of the meeting was to coordinate with KDFWR regarding potential impacts, including Section 
4(f) use, to the Ed Mabry Wildlife Management Area (WMA) as a result of the proposed KY 32 project.     

The following issues were discussed: 

General discussion 

 The 2009 “KY 32 Alternatives Study” included substantial public involvement to identify a project 
corridor.  The identified corridor is along existing KY 32 and will be the corridor evaluated for the KY 
32 project. 

 A map of the proposed project corridor showed the WMA boundary and other features.  

 The intention is to identify Sections of Independent Utility (SIUs) within the corridor so sections having 
critical safety problems could be evaluated for environmental impacts and mitigation for such (if 
needed), and let for construction in a timely manner, i.e., without having to wait for environmental 
approval of the entire project.  

 It is anticipated that an Environmental Assessment (EA) would evaluate overall impacts within the 
entire corridor, while Categorical Exclusions (CEs) are developed for the SIUs. This approach would 
allow the flexibility to identify, obtain environmental clearance for, and move ahead with fixes to critical 
spots needing remedies for unsafe conditions while dealing with other sections that have difficult issues 
that require more time to solve. 

 A “Red Flag Report” has been prepared to identify environmental issues such as the presence of 
cemeteries, historic properties, streams, threatened/endangered species, critical/protected habitat, 
recreation areas, etc. 

 The intention is to stay up on the ridges as much as possible to avoid impacts, particularly to streams.   

 The proposed corridor is located in the Big Caney Creek and Laurel Creek watersheds.  These streams are 
classified as Cold Water Aquatic Habitats, Exceptional Waters, and Reference Reach Streams.   Design 
options should be aware of areas where runoff can enter the streams.  
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 Some officials want a road on new alignment rather than fixes to the existing road. New road and 
improving existing KY 32 options will be evaluated, and reasons for the recommendation of a preferred 
option will be documented. 

Ed Mabry WMA 

 The WMA is publicly owned in fee simple and was purchased using USACE “in lieu fee” funds.  Both 
KDFWR and U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) have jurisdiction.  

 Uses of the WMA include hunting, fishing, and hiking. There are no trails as yet; only logging roads. The 
terrain is very rugged and not easily accessed. 

 Habitat preservation is a goal. Try to avoid the WMA and if can’t, then mitigate for impacts to obtain a 
“no adverse effect” determination and Section 4(f) de minimis impact determination.   

 If “adverse effect” is determined, might be able to prepare a Programmatic Section 4(f) Evaluation, but 
must show a “net benefit.”    

 In addition to potential Section 4(f) involvement, stream impacts along the entire corridor would require 
separate mitigation: impacts to USACE jurisdictional streams would require USACE Section 404 and 
KY Division of Water (KDOW) Section 401 permits.  

 Many of the streams are ephemeral; therefore, a jurisdictional determination may be required from the 
USACE regarding 404 applicability. Also, KDOW may not be involved if a milepost-to-milepost 
identification of “outstanding” stream sections is used and there is no impact to a section(s) of the 
stream that is not designated as outstanding.   

 Mitigation might involve elevated mitigation ratios, or the purchase of land contiguous to the existing 
WMA.  

 Avoidance of impacts and Section 4(f) use of WMA property may be possible; however, in case of such 
or use impact, mitigation options could be explored now and include obtaining suitable land to replace 
that affected by the project.  This may be feasible for mitigation of both Section 4(f) and 404-related 
impacts. 

 KDFWR has identified several properties.  Two property owners have expressed interest in selling. One 
property would not require restoration, but could be acquired for the purpose of preservation of the 
Laurel Creek Gorge.  This would result in preservation credits, only. The other property, at the end of 
Big Stone Road, is heavily grazed by cattle and has restoration potential—reforestation and grade 
control structures. Restoration receives more credit than preservation.  

 KDFWR prefers KYTC to do the mitigation (i.e., buy and restore property) for impacts to the WMA 
and transfer the property to KDFWR.  

Next Steps 

 Doug Dawson will handle contact with USACE to arrange a meeting. 

 Dave Harmon will pursue with KYTC the possibility of advanced mitigation and options for same. 

 Kevin Dant will provide KDFWR with stream location data from the ecological baseline study 
conducted by Redwing for the project. 

END OF MINUTES 
 
JAW/jaw 
cc: Attendees 
File No. U:\10403 - KY 32\Docs\Environmental\Agency Coord 
File ID: 2010-12-21_KDFWR Coord Mtg Mins - To All.doc 



Project: KY 32 Reconstruction, Rowan and Elliott Counties, KYTC Item No.: 9-192.00   
Purpose: Kentucky Division of Water - Early Coordination Meeting  
Place: KYTC Central Office, Room 503 
Meeting Date: April 21, 2011   1:30 p.m. (EDT) 
Prepared By: Tom Springer 
In Attendance: Adam Jackson DOW  

Dave Harmon KYTC, DEA  
Derek Adams KYTC, DEA 
Darrin Eldridge KYTC, District 9 
Karen Mynhier KYTC, District 9 
Ted Withrow Kentuckians For The Commonwealth-(KY 32 Stakeholder) 
Doug Doerrfield Kentuckians For The Commonwealth (KY 32 Stakeholder) 
Neil Guthals Redwing Ecological Services 
Kevin Dant URS 
Mitch Thomas URS 
Tom Springer Qk4 
 
 

 The meeting began with an overview of the project.  The proposed reconstruction of KY 32 

is a 14 mile long project starting in Elliottville in Rowan County and ends at Newfoundland 

in Elliott County.  Existing KY 32 runs along a ridge top that separates two Exceptional 

Waters—Laurel Creek and Big Caney Creek.  In addition, both streams have been identified 

as Cold Water Aquatic Habitat Streams. The streams are within the Little Sandy Watershed.  

In addition, KY 32 near KY 173 drains into Laurel Fork which then drains into Craney 

Creek. Craney Creek is identified as an Exceptional Water and Cold Water Aquatic Habitat 

stream and is in the Licking River Watershed.  

 Due to the location of the project and because KYR 10, the General Permit for Stormwater 

Discharges associated with Construction Activities, has a focus on  Exceptional Waters and 

Cold Water Aquatic Habitat streams, and Individual KPDES permit may be required for this 

project.  Projects which discharge to these Special Use Waters (SUW) are excluded from 

coverage under KYR 10 and require an Individual KPDES permit to meet the 

antidegradation requirements of the Division of Water (DOW).  Although the project does 

not directly discharge to these resources KYTC has decided to take a proactive approach to 

erosion and sediment control for the project. 

 Based on past KYTC experience incorporation of temporary or permanent erosion 

prevention and sediment control (EPSC) measures has been found to be beneficial early in 



project development rather than at completion of final design.  These measures should be 

incorporated within the existing or proposed right of way. 

 The purpose of the project is to improve existing geometric deficiencies of KY 32.  The 

proposed roadway will be two lanes.  Consideration of scenic qualities and implementing the 

recommended spot improvements of the planning study were requested by the KY 32 

stakeholders in attendance.  Incorporation of a bicycle facility was requested for 

consideration. 

 The possible identification of a state endangered mussel in Caney Creek by the Kentucky 

State Nature Preserves was discussed.  Further information will be provided by the KY 32 

stakeholders in attendance. 

 An example of a potential sediment control pond was provided to meeting attendees.  It was 

requested by the KY 32 stakeholders consideration be given for using native vegetation and 

potential for making ponds have natural wetland characteristics. 

 The KYTC typical process for erosion and sediment control plans on projects was 

discussed.  Typically, design drainage areas are provided with generic erosion and sediment 

control quantities provided in the plans.  The resident engineer and contractor work to 

develop a storm water pollution prevention plan for the project.  District 9 noted the 

development of specific erosion prevention and sediment control plans for this KY 32 

project would be beneficial.  KDOW agreed this approach would help in achieving the goal 

preventing of any impact to the Exceptional Waters and their tributaries.  If this approach is 

followed KDOW did not believe extraordinary EPSC measures will be required for the 

project. 

 Discussion was had regarding future requirements possibly enacted by the Environmental 

Protection Agency (EPA) regarding antidegradation.  It is too early to assess the 

ramifications this legislation would have on the project moves closer to construction. 

 Other considerations include increased frequency for EPSC inspections, temporary 

mulching during construction, tree clearing and construction phasing. The Project Team will 

seek input from the KY 32 Stakeholders regarding monitoring standards after construction.  

These requirements may be included in the final permit. 

 For purposes of the NEPA document consideration of EPSC measures will be at a general 

level.  Such as enhanced EPSC measures will be considered for the project to minimize 

potential for sediment impacts to tributaries to Big Caney, Laurel Creek, and Craney Creek.  



The Aquatic/Terrestrial Baseline report can include EPSC recommendations to be included 

as part of the Administrative Record.   

 Redwing Ecological will be conducting water quality, fish and aquatic sampling on the 

tributaries near the roadway and a sample will be collected from Laurel and Big Caney 

Creeks.  A Biological Assessment, if required by USFWS/FHWA, will be conducted prior to 

construction. 

 The Kentucky Division of Water will be added to the KY 32 Stakeholders group and be sent 

minutes from previous meetings.  In addition, the KY 32 stakeholders in attendance noted 

the water quality and subsequent ecology of these two streams were some of the best in the 

state, and that is why they are interested in the KY 32 project and requesting KDOW and 

KYTC work to protect these resources while meeting the needs of the traveling public.   

 

END OF MINUTES 

 



 

 

Project: KY 32 Reconstruction, Rowan and Elliott Counties, KYTC Item No.: 9-192.00   

Purpose: Kentucky Division of Water, Kentucky Dept. of Fish and Wildlife Resources - Agency 
Coordination Meeting  

Place: KYTC Central Office, Room 512 

Meeting Date: February 29, 2012   1:30 p.m. (EDT) 

Prepared By: Kevin Dant 

In Attendance: Adam Jackson KDOW  
Doug Dawson             KDFWR 
Dave Harmon KYTC, DEA  
Tony Vinegar KYTC, DEA 
Darrin Eldridge KYTC, District 9 
Karen Mynhier KYTC, District 9 
Rachel Catchings         KYTC, District 9 
Greg Rawlings             FHWA – KY Division  
Ted Withrow Kentuckians For The Commonwealth-(KY 32 Stakeholder) 
Doug Doerrfield Kentuckians For The Commonwealth (KY 32 Stakeholder) 
Neil Guthals Redwing Ecological Services 
Kevin Dant URS 
Mitch Thomas URS 
Tom Springer Qk4 
 
 

  
� The meeting began with an overview of the project and an update of project development 

since the last coordination meetings (KDFWR – November 2010 and KDOW April 2011). 

Design alternatives with GIS developed fly-through videos were presented.  

� Currently, all design alternatives do not require the acquisition of right of way from the Ed 

Mabry-Laurel Gorge Wildlife Management Area.  It is the recommendation of KYTC Office 

of General Counsel to avoid this resource.  KDFWR has not acquired additional acreage in 

the project area but is continuing to seek opportunity to acquire property. 

� Fill and cuts were a main focus of the discussion.   Alternative 1A/1B and 2A due to their 

proximity to existing KY 32 will require extensive borrow material for construction.  

Alternative 3, which is off-alignment but within the planning study area balances the cuts 

and fills required for the project.   

� Currently, Alternative 3 has nearly double the stream impacts of the other two alternatives.  

However, discussion was had regarding the undetermined impacts of removing the borrow 

material required for Alternative 1A/1B and Alternative 2A and the potential impacts on 

streams, wetlands, cemeteries and cultural resources as a result. The project team will work 



 

 

with D-9 Geotech to develop a methodology for identifying areas and impacts for internal 

comparison and analysis purposes only.  It is anticipated impacts to streams and wetlands 

would be comparable to Alternative 3. 

� In the construction phase KYTC has limited control over a contractor and the methods used 

to acquire borrow for the project.   Past projects which identified borrow areas have not 

been successful as the contractor did not utilize the locations.  For this project, an effort to 

identify borrow locations would require geotechnical and environmental analysis and the 

cost associated is anticipated to be millions of dollars.   

� FHWA enquired about permitting for the project. All permitting for the project will be 

handled by KYTC-DEA.  It is anticipated the project would be permitted by segment.  

KDOW requested the project be permitted on a HUC-14 unit basis.  Projects with 250 acre 

drainage areas in the HUC-14 Watershed require mitigation. 

� An Environmental Assessment is the NEPA document at this time.  The project team will 

need to do sufficient design to ascertain the impacts of all alternatives.  This analysis will be 

challenging for borrow areas.  These areas may be within the Exceptional Waters. 

� Currently the project has no direct impacts to Exceptional Waters. Only the stream has the 

designation, not the drainage area.  Therefore an Individual KPDES is not required.  

However, KYTC will commit to mitigation and permitting as if the project is an Individual 

KPDES including post-construction BMP’s. This could have an overall benefit to water 

quality in the long term.   

� The project team should consider the time savings for the traveling public and benefits of 

the improvement in comparison to the impacts. 

� Bicycle use of the former road bed of existing KY 31 is still encouraged, should Alternative 3 

be advanced as the preferred alternative. 

 

END OF MINUTES 
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