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• I . LOCATION AND INTRODUCTION 

This Environmental Assessment examines the anticipated social, economic, and environmental effects 
of the widening of Covell Road also known as North 2D6th Street in Oklahoma COlmty The proposed 
project extends approximately 9.25 miles from roughly State Highway 74 to I-35. The I-35/Covell 
Road interchange was recently built as a result of a study that determined Covell Road would be the 
most appropriate and logical east/west arterial in the north part of the City of Edmond and in Oklahoma 
COlmty. The safety and operation of the I-35/Covell Road interchange will not be impacted by the 
proposed Covell Road project. The proposed project segment located within the Corporate Limits of 
the City of Edmond (7.25-miles) includes widening the existing two-lane Covell Road facility to a four
lane separated boulevard with ADA compliant multipurpose paths on both sides. The proposed project 

.1 segment located within the unincorporated area of Oklahoma County (2.D-miles) includes widening the 
existing roadway to a four-lane undivided curb and gutter facility. The proposed project location is 
illustrated in Figure I. 

• 

• 

This document was developed to assist in meeting federal program requirements and was completed by 
the Oklahoma Department of Transportation (ODOT) in conformance with DOT ORDER 5610.lC, 
DEQ REGULATIONS dated November 29, 1978 and the policy directives of the Federal-aid Policy 
Guide of the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA). Assessment of the social, economic and 
environmental effects of the proposed project was developed in consultation with FHWA and has been 
coordinated with other federal, state and local agencies or organizations . 
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Figure 1. Prc'posed t'r.,ie,ot 

I. NEED FOR PROJECT 

~ 
; 
• • 

In the late 1980's, ODOT studied several locations along the 1-35 corridor and determined Covell Road 
and 1-35 was the best location for construction of a new interchange based on needs of the traveling 
public, traffic patterns, forecasted traffic volumes, and the surrounding terrain. In the interchange 
justification study at Covell Road and 1-35 dated 1988, ODOT identified improved accessibility to 
Central State University (University of Central Oklahoma), north Edmond, and the downtown business 
district of Edmond as improvement considerations. ODOT also stated that upgrading Covell Road to a 
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4-lane, major east-west traffic facility will relieve traffic congestion problems on Edmond Road (SH 
66). Construction of the interchange was completed in the mid-1990's. 

In the mid-1990's, ODOT also identified SH 74 as a major north/south traffic corridor that would be 
improved to accommodate the increased traffic growth and need of the traveling public for mobility and 
local access due to continued growth and development in the north part of Oklahoma City and 
Oklahoma County. 

The City of Edmond along with Oklahoma County District 3 recognized the need for an east-west route 
that would connect 1-35 with SH 74. A major east/west corridor in the north part of Edmond and 
Oklahoma County is needed to provide a safe and efficient route to accommodate the existing traffic as 
well as the anticipated traffic growth in the area. Both entities reviewed many corridors before 
identifying Covell Road as the most logical corridor. A few of the issues that support Covell Road are: 
the new interchange at 1-35 and Covell Road; Cheyenne Middle School (Edmond Public School) on 
Covell Road; Mitch Regional Park on Covell Road; and the lack of residential, commercial, and 
industrial development on Covell Road. In addition, the Association of Central Oklahoma 
Governments (ACOG) identifies Covell Road in their Oklahoma City Area Regional Transportation 
Study 2025 (OCARTS) to be the main east/west route in this portion of EdmondiOklahoma County to 
facilitate anticipate future growth and development. 

In 1998, improvements to Covell Road began to be closely examined by the City of Edmond and 
Oklahoma County. A grade separation at the Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railroad crossing was 
proposed. A safe and efficient means of crossing the railroad, not only for the general public but also 
for emergency vehicles in this part of the City of Edmond and Oklahoma County had become a priority 
for local government officials. In February of2002, environmental clearance was given by FHW A to 
begin these improvements, which include an upgraded intersection with Broadway Avenue and a 
railroad underpass. 

Moreover, the safe and efficient movement of vehicles along Covell Road is a major concern offederal, 
state and local governmental authorities directing the future growth of this area. In the traffic study 
conducted in 2003, current traffic data along with projected traffic conditions were developed. Current 
traffic average daily traffic (ADT) on Covell Road ranges from 1300 to 6500 vehicles per day. The 
projected ADT for 2023 was 15,000 vehicles along the corridor. With the projected traffic applied to 
the existing two-lane Covell Road, a level-of-service of"E" is produced for each mile on the corridor. 
With the projected traffic applied to the proposed four-lane improvements on Covell Road, the 
projected traffic is expected to operate at a level-of-service of "C". A level-of-service of "E" is 
unacceptable while a level-of-service of"C" is acceptable. The proposed improvements of Covell Road 
will provide citizens traveling this roadway a much safer, more efficient transportation facility. 

In ODOT's 1988 Interchange Justification Study at Covell Road and 1-35, ODOT recognized improving 
Covell Road to a 4-lane facility. Construction of the 4-lane improvements to Covell Road will not 
adversely impact the operation and safety of the 1-35 and Covell interchange. 
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III. ALTERNATIVES 
A preliminary list of alternatives was developed along with the "No-Build" Alternative (Alternative 3) 
after the initial round of environmental review and interagency coordination (See Appendices A and D). 
The initial design concept for Alternatives 1, 2 and 4 was determined based on future traffic volumes 
and corridor continuity. Alternatives 1 and 4 meet the design requirements for a divided boulevard 
section with landscaped median and multiuse paths on either side of the alignment. Table m.l provides 
a matrix of impacts associated with each alternative. 

Eliminated Alternatives 
The following is a description of the three alternatives that have been eliminated from further 
consideration for the reasons cited. 

Alternative 1: Build along existing centerline. (Boulevard Section) 

This alternative consists of constructing a four-lane curb and gutter facility for 2.0-miles, from State 
Highway 74 to Pennsylvania A venue, with channelized intersections at each section line road. In 
addition, constructing four-lane separated boulevard with ADA compliant multipurpose paths on both 
sides for 7.25-miles, from Pennsylvania Avenue to approximately 1500' east of Sooner Road, with 
channelized intersections at each section line road. Within this alternative the boulevard section median 
width would vary. 

Benefits associated with this alternative: 
• This alternative allows for minimal impact to public areas as addressed in the attached 

Programmatic Section 4(f) Statement (Appendix I). 
• This alternative is consistent with the OCARTS long-range plan for projected improvements and 

growth in this area. 
• This alternative will provide a safe and aesthetically pleasing boulevard section facility with ADA 

compliant multipurpose paths in order to meet alternative transportation needs. 

Problems associated with this alternative: 
• Constructing the facility along this alignment would result in approximately forty (40) home 

relocation impacts. 

Alternative 2: Build along existing centerline. (Curb and Gutter Section) 

This alternative consists of constructing a four-lane curb and gutter facility throughout the entire 
corridor, with channelized intersections at each section line road. 

Benefits associated with this alternative: 
• This alternative allows for minimal impact to residential areas. 
• This alternative allows for minimal impact to public areas as addressed in the attached 

Programmatic Section 4(f) Statement (Appendix 1). 
• This alternative is consistent with the OCARTS long-range plan for projected improvements and 

growth in this area. 

Page 3 of 10 



Problems associated with this alternative: 
o This alternative is not consistent with the City of Edmond's desire to provide an aesthetically 

pleasing boulevard section facility with ADA compliant multipurpose paths in order to meet 
alternative transportation needs. 

o This alternative would result in approximately five (5) home relocation impacts. 

Alternative 3: No-Build 

The "No Build" alternative would maintain the roadway in the existing location with no improvements. 

This alternative was eliminated due to the following: 
o The existing road design is inadequate for 2023 forecasted traffic volumes, resulting in 

increased safety hazards, restricted traffic flow, and restriction of proj ected growth for the 
area. 

o This alternative is not consistent with long-range plans for this area of Edmond and Oklahoma 
County. 

Preferred Alternative 
Following the public meeting on April 10, 2003, a proposed alternative was studied in more depth and 
the environmental issues associated with this alternative are discussed in the remainder of this 
document. 

Alternative 4: Build along existing centerline with occasional horizontal shift to minimize 
impact to residences. 

This alternative consists of constructing a four-lane curb and gutter facility for 2.0-miles, from State 
Highway 74 to Pennsylvania Avenue, with charmelized intersections at each section line road. In 
addition, a four-lane separated boulevard with ADA compliant multipurpose paths on both sides for 
7.25-miles, from Pennsylvania Avenue to approximately 1500' east of Sooner Road, with charmelized 
intersections at each section line road would be constructed. Within this alternative the boulevard 
section median width would vary. 

Benefits associated with this alternative: 
o This alternative allows for minimal impact to residential areas. 
o This alternative allows for minimal impact to public areas as addressed in the attached 

Programmatic Section 4(f) Statement (Appendix 1). 
o This alternative is consistent with the Oklahoma City Area Regional Transportation Study 

(OCARTS) long-range plan for projected improvements and growth in this area. 
o This alternative is consistent with the City of Edmond's desire to provide a safe and aesthetically 

pleasing boulevard section facility with ADA compliant multipurpose paths in order to meet 
alternative transportation needs. 

Problems associated with this alternative: 
o This alternative would result in approximately six (6) home relocation impacts . 
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Table 111.1 
Matrix of Considered Alternatives 

Does this Does this Does this Does this Does this Estimated Impact to 
Alternative Alternative Alternative Alternative Alternative Project Section 4(1) 

Alternative 
match the create a create a create a create any Cost Resource 
~ror Traffic Wetland Cultural other 
Project? Noise Impact? Resource Impact? 

Impact? Impact? 
Alternative Yes Not No No Yes $54,795,000 Yes 

1 specifically Creates a 2.5 Acres of 
studied due greater parkland 

to potential for taken for 
infeasibility residential ROW 

of relocation. 
alternative. (Approx.40 

homes) 
Alternative Yes Not No No Yes $36,856,000 No 

2 specifically Creates a need 
studied due for some 

to residential 
infeasibility relocation. 

of (Approx.5 
alternative. homes) 

Alternative No No No No Yes $0.00 No 
3 Continues 

unsafe and 
inadequate 

road 
conditions and 
interferes with 

future 
development 
ofthe area. 

Alternative Yes Yes No No Yes $45,510,000 Yes 
4 (Preferred) Impacts on Creates a need 2.5 Acres of 

one for some parkland 
receiver. residential taken for 

relocation. ROW 
(Approx.6 

homes) 

IV. SOCIAL, ECONOMIC AND ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

Appendix 8 contains a list of the social, economic and environmental issues reviewed in the 
development ofthis project. Based on this review, the following areas are the major consequences of 
the Preferred Alternative. 
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Relocation Impacts and Right-of-Way 

On-site field review and aerial photo review were used to determine the location and habitation status of 
houses and mobile homes within the project area. Based on this review, there will be six (6) relocation 
impacts. Proposed right-of-way will be secured in accordance with the uniform Relocation Assistance 
and Real Property Acquisitions Policy Act of 1970, as amended. 

Noise Impacts 

A Traffic Noise Analysis Report (TNAR) was performed within the proposed corridor limits of 
approximately 200' both north and south of the existing centerline and an additional 800' north and 
south at all section line intersections. Noise impacts were determined by projecting future noise levels 
for the preferred alignment and comparing these levels with existing noise levels and the noise 
abatement criteria (NAC) established in 23 CFR 772 and the ODOTNoise Policy Directive "Highway 
Noise Abatement" Appendix A. The traffic noise analysis was accomplished by utilizing the FHWA 
approved Noise Model (TNM 2.0). According to the comparison between existing and future traffic 
levels, the identified traffic-induced noise level difference does not result in a substantial increase of 15 
dBA for any of the selected receivers. Additionally, the existing traffic condition noise levels obtained 
for the selected receivers do not exceed the NAC. However, levels derived from the proposed roadway 
design and future traffic volume indicate 1 of the 53 selected receivers, would experience future traffic 
induced noise levels that approach by 1 dBA, meet or exceed the NAC identified for Activity Category 
B. The 1 impacted selected receiver is representative of approximately 7 primary residential receivers. 

Mitigation of noise is considered for all impacted receivers. Mitigation that is determined to be feasible 
and reasonable will be recommended for inclusion in the project. According to the results of the sound 
barriers analysis, the installation of sound walls according or similar to the presented design meets the 
feasibility criteria specified in the ODOT Noise Policy Directive. However it does not meet the 
reasonable criteria specified in the ODOT Noise Policy Directive, due to the date of development, low 
overall magnitude of the noise levels and projected cost of mitigation. The Traffic Noise Impact 
Assessment is included in Appendix 3. 

Wetland and Waters of the United States Impacts 

Onsite investigations within proposed corridor limits of approximately 200' both north and south of the 
existing centerline and an additional 800' north and south at all section line intersections. These 
investigations were to identifY and demarcate all potential wetland and waterway areas located therein. 
Surveys were conducted during the months of May and June 2003, and were performed in an effort to 
identifY potentially sensitive aquatic ecosystems during the project-planning phase in order to avoid 
wetland and waterway impacts to the maximum extent possible. 

Each prospective wetland area was evaluated according to the National Academy of Science definition, 
the United States Army Cows of Engineers (COE) 1987 Wetland Delineation Manual, associated policy 
statements, and field indicator interpretation guidance. The scientific criterion specified by the National 
Academy of Science requires positive identification of three (3) onsite parameters. The criteria for 
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verification of wetlands are as follows: a dominance of hydrophytic vegetation, presence of hydric 
soils, and wetland hydrology. 

As a result of these project site investigations, no areas exhibited the required wetland parameters for 
inclusion in a wetland findings report. However, at least seven relatively large drainage systems andlor 
tributaries and main channel creeks traverse the corridor. Appropriate consideration during the project 
development and design phase is warranted in order to evaluate these channel crossings according to 
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act and secure all applicable permits through the COE. The project 
memorandum explaining these findings can be found in Appendix 2. 

Endangered Species Impacts 

According to the United States Fish and Wildlife Service's response to solicitation, dated April 17, 
2003; the proposed project will have no adverse affect on federally listed or proposed species or their 
habitats. 

Floodplain Impacts and Rechannelization 

The Federal Emergency Management Agency's Flood Insurance Rate Maps were reviewed to determine 
the locations of 100-Y ear floodplain areas within the project corridor. Stream crossings, utilizing 
reinforced concrete bridge boxes and culverts, will conform to COE requirements. Bridge and culvert 
design will comply with floodplain regulations and will not increase the base 1 OO-year flood elevation 
by more than one foot. All proper floodplain and Section 404 permits for channelization will be 
obtained prior to construction of any structures. 

Historic and Archaeological Resource Impacts 

A Phase I Cultural Resources inventory of the project site was completed and is included in Appendix 4. 
The inventory methodology included review of background files at the University of Oklahoma, 
Oklahoma Archaeological Survey State Archaeologist office. A preliminary windshield survey and 
detailed pedestrian survey with limited shovel probes were conducted for the project. The total 
inventory area width was 400ft. along the corridor with an additional 800ft at the section line roads 
beginning 200 ft east and ending 200 ft west of the intersection. 

No archaeological sites or significant cultural resources eligible for the National Register of Historic 
Places were located and recorded during the field survey that will be adversely affected by the preferred 
alignment. As part of the solicitation for comment process the Bureau of Indian Affairs suggested a 
letter be sent to the Wichita and Affiliated Tribes. No response was received from the tribe. A copy of 
the Cultural Resources Report was also provided to the Wichita and Affiliated Tribes. 

The findings of the Phase I study were concurred by the State Archaeologist on July 2, 2003 and the 
Oklahoma Historical Society, State Historic Preservation Office on July 21, 2003. The concurrence 
correspondence from these agencies is included in Appendix 4. 
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Hazardous Waste SitesfUnderground Storage Tanks 

Comprehensive research was completed to aid in the avoidance of any hazardous waste sites and lor 
underground storage tanks and ensure health and safety considerations. The sources examined include 
the National Priority List, Oklahoma RCRA Corrective Actions List, RCRA Permitted Treatment, 
Storage, and Disposal Facilities List, RCRA Violations and Enforcement Actions List, Oklahoma 
CERCLIS List, EPA's RCRA Registered Small or Large Generators of Hazardous Waste List and the 
Oklahoma Corporation Commission's Leaking Underground and Above Ground Storage Tanks List. 
This review provided no information sources that listed any known hazardous underground storage tank 
contamination issues as well as no hazardous waste disposal sites located within the extents of the 
preferred alternative and affected areas, nor does there appear to be any health or safety issues 
associated with this alternative. 

Air Quality 

Air quality impacts were also considered for this proposal. Micro-scale air quality analyses on similar 
arterial street improvements in the Oklahoma City metropolitan area indicate that no appreciable 
increase in carbon monoxide will result and Federal Ambient Air Quality Standards will not be 
exceeded. Therefore, no adverse air quality impacts are anticipated as a result of the proposed 
improvement. 

V. COMMENTS AND COORDINATION 

A letter, soliciting cornments related to the anticipated social, economic and environmental effects was 
mailed to 48 local, cities, county, state and federal agencies, organizations and individuals on February 
28,2003. (Appendix 5). Seven substantive replies were received with comments as follows: 

• Association of Central Oklahoma Governments (ACOG) indicated that the 2025 OCARTS Plan 
called for future development in this area of the City of Edmond as well as the unincorporated 
areas of Oklahoma County. ACOG did indicate the absence of three (3) miles of the proposed 
project length that was not included on the long-range plan. They articulated that it would be 
necessary for the sponsoring entity to request an amendment to the OCARTS Plan to include the 
missing 3 miles iffederal funds are to be expended on this project. 
Response: Both the City of Edmond and Oklahoma County will take the appropriate measures 
to ensure an amendment to the OCARTS Plan is completed for the missing three (3) miles. 

• United States Fish and Wildlife Service indicated the proposed project would have no effect on 
listed species, wetlands, or other important wildlife resources. 
Response: The comment is noted. 

• Department of the Army, Tulsa District, Coms of Engineers noted that construction activities 
within waters of the United States require a wetland determination and wetland permit. They 
also expressed that the project must not increase flood hazard and care should be taken to 
minimize hazards from local drainage to the subject properties. 
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Response: Bridge and culvert designs will comply with the flood plain regulations and will not 
increase the base I OO-year flood elevation by more than one foot. In addition, the proper section 
404 permits will be obtained for the project prior to construction. 

• Oklahoma Archaeological Survey noted that archaeological sites are recorded for the project 
area and additional sites are likely based on topographic and hydrologic settings. The Survey 
considers a field inspection necessary prior to project construction to identify significant 
archeological resources. 
Response: An initial archaeological field inspection of the corridor was conducted and it was 
determined that no cultural resources are present within the proposed project limits. The OAS 
concurred with these findings on July 2, 2003. Any archaeological resources uncovered during 
construction will be mitigated according to Department guidelines and consultation with the 
State Archaeologist, SHPO and other appropriate consulting parties. 

• Oklahoma Department of Tourism and Recreation indicated concern for any loss of public 
parkland that would occur as a result of additional right-of-way acquisition. 
Response: Mitch Park will be minimally affected as a result of the additional right-of-way 
acquisition. However, these concerns along with measures to minimize the impact to parkland 
are addressed in the attached Progranunatic Section 4(f) Statement (Appendix I) 

• Bureau of Land Management indicated, "No BLM interests will be affected by this proposed 
action. 
Response: The comment is noted. 

• Oklahoma State Water Resources Board stated that portions of the proposed project do fall 
within flood plain boundaries. The requested that the appropriate local flood plain 
administrators be contacted about the proposed project. 
Response: A solicitation for comment was sent to the two appropriate local floodplain 
managers (Oklahoma County and City ofEdrnond). Both parties expressed the requirement, by 
the Oklahoma County Floodplain Regulations and FEMA regulations, for a HEC II study of the 
area to be performed and reviewed by the governing bodies. 

• Bureau of Indian Affairs found that their office has no issues regarding the proposed project. 
However, they did suggest that the Wichita and Affiliated Tribes be consulted regarding any 
concerns they might have with the proposed project. 
Response: Solicitation for Comment was sent to the Wichita and Affiliated Tribes. No 
response was received from the tribe. 

• Oklahoma Historical Society requested that a Historic Preservation Resource Identification 
Form with appropriate documentation and photographs of structures that would be affected. 
Response: An initial field inspection ofthe corridor was conducted and it was determined that 
no significant historic resources are present within the proposed project limits. All appropriate 
documentation was supplied to the State Historic Preservation Office in order to comply with 
policies in order to ensure preservation of historic resources. The SHPO concurred with these 
findings on July 21,2003. 
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VII. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 

PUBLIC MEETING 

A public meeting to involve concerned citizens in the developoment of the proposed widening project 
was held at 7:00 pm, Thursday, April 10,2003 at Cheyenne Middle School in Edmond, Oklahoma. 
Representatives from the City, County, FHW A, ODOT and Triad Design Group were in attendance. 
Concerned citizens had the opportunity to comment on the potential social, economic, and 
environmental impacts associated with the project. Seventeen (17) people registered at the meeting. A 
summary of the meeting, copies of the letters and written comments are included in Appendix 7. 

Design considerations discussed at the Public Meeting: 
o Safe roadway design 
o Aesthetic roadway design 

Environmental considerations discussed at the Public Meeting: 
o Cultural Resource Impacts 
o Traffic Noise Impacts 
o Wetland Impacts 

Public Concerns stated at Public Meeting: 
o Funding of project 
o Safety concerns for neighborhoods 
o Relocation impacts 
o Neighborhood access impacts 
o Traffic Noise Impacts 

PUBLIC HEARING TO FOLLOW FUTURE HEARING DATE 
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PROGRAMMATIC SECTION 4(f) STATEMENT ON J. L. MITCH PARK, COVELL ROAD 
WIDENING PROJECT, CITY OF EDMOND, OKLAHOMA COUNTY 

NTRODUCTION 

;ection 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966 required special consideration ifland from 
my publicly-owned park, wildlife or waterfowl refuge, recreation area or significant historic site was to 
le used in federally-funded transportation projects. Since that time, Section 4(f) has been recodified 
presently 49 U.S.C. 303) but documents evaluating the effects of transportation projects on such lands 
tre still referred to as "Section 4(1) Statements". Section 4(f) states, in part: 

"the Secretary shall not approve any program or project which requires the use of any 
publicly owned land from a public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl 
refuge of national, state, or local significance as determined by the Federal, State, or 
local officials having jurisdiction thereof, .... unless; (l) there is no feasible or prudent 
alternative to the use of such land, and (2) such program includes all possible plarming 
to minimize harm to such park, recreational area, wildlife and waterfowl refuge, or 
historic site resulting from such use." 

<\. Section 4(f) Statement is required due to right-of-way involvement with 1. 1. Mitch Park from the 
:::ovell Road widening project. This park is publicly owned under the jurisdiction of the City of Edmond 
md merit special consideration under the Section 4(f) provision. This document presents effects of the 
Jroposed widening project on 1.1. Mitch Park and mitigation measures for these effects. 

IJESCRIPTION OF J. L. MITCH PARK 

[he Section 4(f) resource affected by the proposed Covell Road widening project is 1. 1. Mitch Park. 
[his park is located in the Northwest portion of Edmond (see Figure 1). The park constitutes a regional 
~ublic recreation facility available to the estimated 70,000 residents of the Edmond area. 

1. 1. Mitch Park is located on 280 acres north of Covell Road in Section 15, T14N, R3W, Oklahoma 
County. A list of facilities, uses and their locations are shown in Figure 2. Currently, it has been 
estimated that approximately 200 people per day utilize the park facility, with a future estimation of 
lpproximately 300 people per day. The primary entrance access point for the park is north off of Covell 
Road through two separate entrances. There is a secondary entrance east off of Santa Fe Road. 

This park was constructed with City of Edmond funds. Funds from the Land and Water Conservation 
Fund (L WCF) have not been used on the portion of the park adjacent to Covell Road. The skate park 
located in the northern half of Mitch Park was developed with assistance through the L WCF program. No 
impacts to this portion of the park will occur. 

PROPOSED ACTION 

The proposed project consists of widening the existing two-lane open section facility to a four-lane 
boulevard section with ADA compliant multi-use paths on both sides. Included in the proposed design 
will be a landscaped median and earthen berm on either side of the facility to separate the roadway from 
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the ADA compliant multi-use paths. Separation of roadway from the ADA compliant multi-use paths 
will create a safer trail for pedestrian and alternative transportation use. The Edmond Trails and Sidewalk 
Master Plan prepared in 1999 (see Figure 3) identified the Covell corridor as a linkage route to connect 
destinations and allow greater access to the overall Edmond trail system. The proposed project, which is 
consistent with the City's long range plan, will provide a safe and efficient transportation facility for 
current and future traffic volumes in this area of the City of Edmond in Northern Oklahoma County. 
Current traffic volumes in front of the park are 5,440 vehicles per day; future (2023) traffic volumes are 
projected to be 8,980 vehicles per day. 

The project is included in the City of Edmond's Mitch Park Master Plan and is consistent with the 
Oklahoma City Area Regional Transportation Study Plan 2025. Covell Road is a major east/west arterial 
road due to an interchange at Interstate 35. Traffic is projected to increase on Covell Road following the 
improvement of the Broadway Avenue intersection, which includes a grade separation at the Santa Fe 
railroad crossing. 

An Enviromnental Assessment has been prepared for this project and there is no significant enviromnental 
impacts anticipated from the proposed project. The project is sponsored by the City of Edmond utilizing 
Federal-aid highway funds administered by the Oklahoma Department of Transportation. Estimated 
project cost for the entire parkway is $45,510,000. 

IMP ACTS ON J. L. MITCH PARK 

The proposed Covell Road widening project will require approximately 2.51 acres or 0.89% of the 280 
acres parkland. No permanent park facilities such as restroorns, picnic tables, ball fields, etc. will be 
affected by the proposed project. Construction will require removal of the 4' wide sidewalk adjacent to 
Covell Road; however, the proposed project includes replacement and improvements of a 10' wide ADA 
compliant multi-use path in the same general location. There may be some temporary inconvenience 
imposed on the access to the park (Two existing access points along Covell Road shown on attached map 
as "Main Entrance" and Maintenance Entrance") during construction of the proposed project. However, 
steps will be taken through phasing and temporary paving materials to provide access to the park at all 
times and minimize this inconvenience. Once construction is complete, access will be provided by a four
lane, divided roadway including east-bound left turn lanes and an ADA compliant multi-use path 
providing better access for both vehicular and non-vehicular traffic. 

AVOIDANCE ALTERNATIVES AND THEIR IMPACTS 

A list of three alternatives was examined in the development of this Programmatic Section 4(f) Statement. 

Alternative 1 - "no-build" alternate: 

A "no build" alternstive has been considered to avoid any impacts to Mitch Park. This alternative would 
continue use of the existing amount of parkland and the current sidewalk facility adjacent to Covell Road 
by leaving the "existing" roadway section in front of the park. No impact to Mitch Park would occur 
under this alternate. However, other impacts could result from the no-build alternate. As traffic levels 
increase due to the Covell Road widening project, the existing roadway facility would become inadequate 
and create unsafe conditions due to the interruption in traffic flow from the rest of the boulevard facility. 
Also, the existing sidewalk facility adjacent to Covell Road would become inadequate for capacity of 
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pedestrian and alternative transportation use and possibly create unsafe condition. This facility will also 
eventually connect to and become part of the City's Trails and Sidewalk Master Plan. The Master Plan is 
presented in Figure 1. In addition, the "no-build" alternate would be inconsistent with the City's long 
range plan for safe transportation facilities. 

Alternative 2 - Avoidance alternate: 

An "avoidance" alternative has been developed which includes road improvements to help meet the 
transportation need and avoid any impacts to Mitch Park. This alternate would include constructing a 
four-lane curb and gutter section of Covell Road in front of the park, as well as shifting the centerline to 
the south in order to avoid taking any parkland. This alternate would not create impacts to parkland but 
would still potentially create some temporary disruption and inconvenience imposed on the access to the 
park during construction of the proposed project. However, steps will be taken through phasing and 
temporary paving materials to provide access to the park at all times and minimize this inconvenience. 

In order to accomplish this alternate the boulevard median and the earthen berm ranging from 4' to 16' in 
width separating the ADA compliant multiuse path from the roadway would need to be excluded from the 
section. Removing the earthen berm would potentially create unsafe conditions for pedestrian and 
alternative transportation use on the new ADA compliant multiuse alternative transportation path adjacent 
to Covell Road. By eliminating the boulevard median, eastbound traffic will not have a protected left 
turning lane into Mitch Park. Shifting the alignment further south also imposes significant right-of-way 
impacts on existing residential development south of the park along Covell Road. Ten existing 2500-
3000 S.F. residences would be impacted. The houses range from three years old to new. One additional 
house is under construction. The water feature/retention pond for the residential development would be 
impacted. As the alignment continues west to Santa Fe Road, the roadway requires a significant shift to 
the south. Due to the existing stream located at Santa Fe Road and Covell Road, roadway drainage 
improvements in this area dictate a significant southerly shift of the alignment. The engineering 
consultant for the City of Edmond has estimated a cost of$3,820,000.00 for this alternative. 

The following table presents comparison information for the alternatives discussed in this Section 4(f) 
Statement. 

Criteria Alternate 1 Alternate 2 ProDosed Action 

Low - (Temporary access Low - (Removal of existing 4' 
Impact to Park None sidewalk and replacement of 10' inconveniences) ADA compliant multi-use oath) 

Construction Costs $0 $3,820,000.00 $3,266,000.00 

Fulfills Transportation Need 
No 

Doesn't provide dedicated Yes for Project left turning lanes. 

Impacts 10 new 2500-3000 S.F. houses 
Adverse community 

None 
plus one under construction. Impacts None. impacts to adjacent homes. water feature/retention pond for 

neighborhood. 
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Due to roadway drainage requirements Park RlW required for roadway 
at Santa Fe Road, a significant shift in drainage improvements east of 

Unique engineering, traffic, 
Does not meet the need for roadway alignment to the south would Santa Fe with proposed alignment, 
protected left tum lane into be required. Would not adequately and safety issues. park. meet need for protected left turn lane Provides protected left tum lane 

into park for the senior citizen center into park for the senior citizen 
and ball fields. center (MAC) and ball fields. 

Substantial missed Yes 
No - Provides pedestrian trail 

opportunity to benefit Mitch Does not. provide 
Yes consistent with plarming for the 

Does not provide pedestrian trail. City's Trails and 
Park. pedestrian trail. Sidewalk Master Plan. 

MEASURES TO MINIMIZE HARM 

Selection of the proposed action as the most feasible and prudent alternative will result in a net loss of 
2.51 acres (0.89%) of parkland, removal and replacement of sidewalk and temporary access disruption 
along Covell Road. The temporary access disruption is not considered a major or permanent impact since 
the disruption will be temporary in nature and there are at least two other access points for the park. 

The impact to the park from the proposed project comes from reduction of 2.51 acres of parkland and the 
loss of the existing sidewalk along Covell Road on the south side of Mitch Park. The proposed proj ect 
will replace the existing 4-foot wide sidewalk with a 10-foot wide ADA compliant multipurpose path. 
The City of Edmond's Acting Park Director (see letter and map in appendix) stated that this project would 
actually improve the safety of bicycles and pedestrians trying to access the park and that the impacts 
stated above have been anticipated and incorporated into the Mitch Park Master Plan . 

COORDINATION 

The attached appendix presents conespondence between the Federal Highway Administration, Oklahoma 
Department of Transportation, City of Edmond and the City's consultant on this project on this project 
and effects on Mitch Park. 

CONCLUSIONS 

The City of Edmond has proposed a widening project for Covell Road from I-35 to Pennsylvania Avenue 
that will affect on publicly owned park, Mitch Park. Two altematives to this project have been evaluated 
which would avoid direct impacts to the park from any road construction. Due to increasing traffic, the 
do nothing approach in Alternate 1 is not prudent. Considering traffic issues, the elimination of left tum 
lanes in Alternate 2 is not prudent and does not meet the purpose and need of the proposed project. 
Alternate 2 significantly impacts ten (10) current residential properties. The proposed project, which is 
consistent with the City'S long range plan, will provide a safe and efficient transportation facility for 
cun'ent and future traffic volumes. The major impacts from this project will be a net loss of 2.51 acres of 
parkland (0.89% reduction) and the loss of the existing sidewalk along Covell Road on the south side of 
Mitch Park. In order to mitigate the loss, the proposed project will replace the existing 4-foot wide 
sidewalk with a 10-foot wide ADA compliant multipurpose path. This will create a safer trail for 
pedestrian and altemative transportation use. 

Based upon the above considerations, it is determined there is no feasible and prudent altemative to the 
proposed Covell Road widening project adjacent to Mitch Park and the proposed action includes all 
possible plmming to minimize harm to the park from the proposed project. 
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. May 6,2003 

Steve Manek, PE 
City Engineer 
City of Edmond . 
10 S. Uttler 
Edmond, OK 73034 

Re: Covell Road Widening Projecti Programmatic Section 4{f) Statement for Mitch 
Park. . 

Dear Mr. Manek: 

Preliminary project plans and design criteria indicate use of land from Mitch Park, a 
publldy owned park. .. Due to this involvement with parkland, a Programmatic Section 
4(f) Statement will be necessary for this project and considerable time will be requIred . 
for preparation and approval of this document. In order to begin preparation of the 4(f) 
Statement, the followIng Information Is needed. Triad Design Group will be supplying 
Information for the 4(f) Statement regarding design conSiderations and alternatives to 
using the parkland (item~ 1-4). . . 

1. Are there any alternatives to taking of parkland? Please provide data on an 
alternative to mIss the parkland. This data must contain Information on location, 
construction costs, any relocations Involved, special environmental problems, 
traffic characteristics and neighborhoods impacted. This alternative must be a 
reasonable alternative. 

2. What are the Impacts of doing nothing, Or the "no-build" alternative, to the 
existing Covell Road facility adjacent to the park? Information on the existing 
facility, such as traffic handling capacity, safety and alignment deficiencies Is 
required. Both short term· and long term Impacts should be addressed. 

3. Please provide the amount and location of parkland to be used for the proposed 
project. 

4. What are the measures to minImIze harm to Mitch Park from the proposed 
project as prelimInarily designed? 

5. What is the size, in acres, of Mitch Park? 

ARCHITECTURE ENGINEERING PLANNING 

14313 N. May Avenue • Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73134 • 405/752-1122 • Fax 405/752-8855 
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6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

Would you please provide a detailed map or drawing of Mitch Park noting park 
boundaries and where various park activities occur? 

Were any Land and Water Conservation Funds from the Department of the 
Interior used In Mitch Park? 

A description of the park's present and future land uses is required. 

What is the approximate number of present and future users? 

10. Who are the owners of record of the land and are there any deed or lease 
restrictions (clauses such as covenants or forfeitures)? 

11. A map or description of the existing access points to Mitch Park is needed. 
. . 

12: A written Statement from the offiCial havlng jurisdiction over the park .Is needed 
on the proposed project effects on the park. 

Should you desire additional information about the Programmatic Section 4(f) Statement 
or the project In general, please contact me at (405) 752-2266 ext. 223, or by email at 
nnaxey@triaddesigngroup.com. . .. 

Sincerely, 
Triad Design Group 

Randy Maxey 
Environmental Compliance Coordinator 

cc: E010.5 

rwm 
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June 24, 2003 . 

Randy Maxey - Environmental Compliance Coordinator 
Triad Design Group 
14313 North May Avenue 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73134 

RE: Impact of Covell Parkway on Mitch Park 

Dear Mr. Maxey: 

The construction of Covell Parkway will not impact Mitch Park operations 
because the proposed Parkway is incorporated into the Mitch Park Master Plan. Mitch 
Park has three access points from Covell Parkway and as the traffic increases it improves 
the safety of park patrons that are turning left into the park. 

The parkland adjoining the Parkway is a treed buffer area. Construction of the 
median will improve the safety 0 f bicycles and pedestrians trying to access Mitch Park 
since they will only have to cross two lanes of pavement. The inedian also will provide a 
visual buffer for park patrons and it will improve the aesthetics of Mitch Park. 

Sincerely, 

~ 
. Troy Powell 
Acting Park Director 
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PROJECT lVIEMORANDUM 

Date: July 24, 2003 

To: City of Edmond 
Mr. Steve Manek, City Engineer 
10 South Littler 
Edmond, OK 73034 

From: Triad Design Group 

Oklahoma County District #3 
Mr. Gerald Wright, Superintendent 
320 Robert S. Kerr, Suite 621 
Oklahoma City, OK 73102 

Randy Maxey, Environmental Compliance Coordinator 
14313 North May Avenue 
Oklahoma City, OK 73134 

Re: Covell Road Widening Project: Wetland Findings 

Dear Gentleman: 

The wetland investigation and potential waters of the United States identification service 
has been completed for the above referenced project in Edmond, Oklahoma, Oklahoma 
County. . 

I performed onsite investigations within the proposed corridor limits of approximately 200' 
both north and south of the existing centerline and an additional 800' north and south at all 
section line intersections. Surveys were conducted during the months of May and June . 
2003, and were performed in an effort to identify potentially sensitive aquatic ecosystems 
during the project-planning phase in order to avoid wetland and waterway impacts to the 
maximum extent possible. 

Each prospective wetland area was evaluated according to the National Academy of 
Science definition, the United States Army Corps of Engineers (COE) 1987 Wetland 
Delineation Manual, associated policy statements, and field indicator interpretation 
guidance. The scientific criterion specified by the National Academy of Science requires 
positive identification of three (3) onsite parameters. The criteria for verification of 
wetlands are as follows: a dominance ofhydrophytic vegetation, presence of hydric soils, 
and wetland hydrology. 

As a result of these project site investigations, no areas exhibited the required wetland 
parameters for inclnsion in a wetland findings report. However, at least seven relatively 
large drainage systems and/or tributaries and main channel creeks traverse the corridor. 
Appropriate consideration during the project development and design phase is warranted in 
order to evaluate these channel crossings according to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act 
and secure all applicable permits through the COE. 



If you have any questions regarding these findings or should require any additional 
information pertaining to the channel crossings please do not hesitate to contact my office. 

Sincerely, 

12-~~ 
Randy Maxey 

cc: Steve eilberg, ODOT Planning and Research / Environmental Studies 
Paul Goddard, ODOT Local Government Division 
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I. Introduction 

This Traffic Noise Assessment Report (TNAR) investigates the noise impacts that could result from 
the proposed reconstruction and widening of Covell Road from State Highway 74 to Interstate 35. 
This project consists of a four-lane divided boulevard style facility with multi-use paths on both sides. 
The proj ect location is depicted in Figure 1. The purpose for this document is to determine the noise 
impacts and the possible mitigation of these impacts from this roadway project. This will be achieved 
by field study, examining aerial photographs of the area, the conceptual plans and proposed grades for 
the project and computer modeling future noise levels given the traffic projections for the design year. 

This report relies on concepts provided by Traffic Engineering Consultants (TEC) and design traffic 
data from Triad Design Group. The noise analysis was performed using the Transportation Noise 
Model (TNM 2.0), a computer program produced for Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), and 
complies with the Oklahoma Department of Transportation (ODOT) Policy Directive "Highway Noise 
Abatement." 

n. Terminology and Sound Theory 

This noise analysis will discuss noise levels as Leq(h). Leq is the equivalent steady-state sound level 
that, in a stated period, contains the same acoustic energy as the time varying soUnd level during the 
same period. Leq(h), the hourly value ofLeq, is based on the more commonly known decibel (dB) and 
the "A-weighted" decibel unit (dBA). Sound consists of different frequencies, each of which is 
perceived differently by the human ear. Since human hearing is not sensitive to low and very high 
frequencies, the A-weighted scale is used to approximate the response of the human ear by 
compensating for high and low end frequency insensitivity and renders noise level readings more 
meaningful. The A-weighted decibel (dBA) unit measures perceptible sound energy and factors out 
the fringe frequencies. 

Decibels are logarithmic units as opposed to the more common linear units. For example, temperature 
units of Fahrenheit and Celsius are linear. A two-degree increase is twice as much as a one-degree 
increase. However, in decibels, a three-decibel increase from a noise source results in a doubling of 
sound energy, but not in the human perception of sound. Research shows that to an average listener, a 
10-dBA increase is perceived as twice as loud. One dBA is the smallest change in sound level that an 
average person can detect under ideal conditions. Usually an observer cannot detect an increase of 
three to four decibels if the increase takes place over several years. 

m. . Methodology 

Traffic noise analysis consists of a comparison of computer modeled noise levels for existing 
conditions with computer modeled noise levels for future conditions. FHW A's software, TNM 2.0, is 
used to model noise levels based on traffic data, roadway geometry, and receiver site locations. A 
receiver is a location, usually a residence, where exterior human activity occurs. Receivers are 
modeled for noise levels and evaluated for noise impacts. 

The FHW A has five noise activity categories based on land-use and sound levels, each of which has its 
own Noise Abatement Criteria (NAC). These levels are presented in Table 1. Noise Impacts are 
determined in two ways. A noise impact occurs when either the "absolute criterion" or the ''relative 
criterion" are met. Under the absolute criterion, a noise impact occurs when predicted future noise 
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levels approach by one dBA, meet or exceed the FHW A NAC at a given receiver for its activity 
category. Under the relative criterion, noise impact occurs when the future noise levels exceed 
existing noise levels by 15 dBA or more at a given receiver. For locations with no outside human 
activity (i.e., churches), interior noise levels can be determined by applying adjustment factors to 
predicted future exterior noise levels and compared with the NAC for Activity Category E to 
determine impacts. Once impact is identified, then noise abatement is considered for the impacted 
area. Only those areas for which abatement is determined to be feasible and reasonable as defined by 
ODOT Policy Directive "Highway Noise Abatement" will be recommended for inclusion in the 
project. 

Table 1. 
Federal Highway Administration Noise Abatement Criteria 

Activity Category Leg Noise Level Description of Activity Category 

A 57 Tracts of land in which serenity and quiet are of 
(Exterior) extraordinary significance and serve an important public 

need and where the preservation of these qualities is 
essential if the area is to continue to serve its intended 
purpose. 0 Such areas include amphitheaters, partiCUlar 
parks, open spaces, or historic districts which are dedicated 
or recognized by appropriate local officials for activities 
requiring special qualities of serenity and quiet. 

B 67 Picnic areas, recreation areas, playgrounds, active sports 
(Exterior) areas, and parks which are not included in Category A and 

residences, motels, hotels, public meeting rooms, schools, 
churches, libraries, and hospitals. 

C 72 Developed lands, properties or activities not included in 
(Exterior) Categories A or B above. 

D - Undeveloped lands. 

E 52 Residences, motels, hotels, public meeting rooms, schools, 
(Interior) churches, libraries, hospitals, and auditoriums. 

Source. F1IWA 23 CFRoPart 772 andFHP 7-3-7 
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IV. Identification of Receivers 

The existing and proposed transportation corridors were examined to identifY areas that may be 
affected by traffic noise. The noise sensitive areas were assigned representative receptors 
corresponding to individual dwellings adjacent to the identified roadways. 

Single receivers were placed in the appropriate exterior human use areas to determine the extent of 
traffic noise representative for these residences andior first row housing additions. Secondary 
receivers were not utilized during this initial assessment. In the event that construction of noise 
barriers is required, additional benefited receivers may need to be identified. Tbis information would 
be used in determining the cost per benefited receiver and utilized in the noise barrier justification 
analysis. 

Additionally, no churches, schools, or libraries were identified in the assessment area. The location of 
the receivers in the'transportation corridor is presented in Appendix D. 

V. Traffic Data 

A typical unit of measurement for traffic on a highway or roadway is the average daily traffic (ADT). 
ADT is defined as the total volume of vehicles during a given time period (greater than one day and 
less than a year), divided by the number of days in that time period. 

The design year ADT is the volume of traffic that is anticipated for the designed vehicular capacity of 
the subject roadway at the future date identified. The current ADT information was used to determine 
the traffic induced noise levels for the present roadway/intersection design at the selected receiver 
locations and was based on the data derived from the year 2003. The design year traffic information 
used to determine the traffic noise levels for the proposed realignment project is 2023. 

The traffic data provided for this noise impact assessment was expressed in terms of ''peak hour" 
traffic volumes for both the morning and the evening, when the traffic volume is at its highest flow. 
Tbis assessment report utilized data provided for the evening peak hour for traffic volume in view of 
the fact that this is the most likely time of day that human annoyance would occur. TNM utilizes the 
Design Hourly Volume (DHV) to determine the existing traffic noiselevels and calculate the future 
traffic noise impacts. DHV data is based on the percentage of hourly traffic present on the facility at 
the design capacity. 

Accurate modeling of roadway traffic requires the evaluation of traffic noise induced by cars, medium 
trucks, and heavy trucks according to the roadway speed limitations. Other vehicle types, such as 
busses andior motorcycles, can be potentially included in traffic noise assessments. 

Both the current posted and proposed-design speed limit utilized for this study was based on 45 miles 
per hour (mph) and was incorporated in the existing and future design modeling effort and the assUmed 
vehicle speed. Neither busses nor motorcycles were included in either of the traffic noise model 
evaluations. 

Existing Traffic Conditions 

Currently Covell Road serves as an east/west arterial facility for public traffic movement. There are 
several factors that lead to Covell Road serving as a major arterial collector, including the presence of 
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a city park, middle school, post office and an interchange at Interstate 35. The majority of traffic 
comes from passenger automobiles with a small percentage of heavy and medium truck traffic. This 
report applied a percentage rate of three percent for both medium trucks and heavy trucks for traffic 
movement on Covell Road as well as all the north/south section line facilities. The traffic volume 
breakdown according to vehicle type and corresponding number is presented in Appendix A, Tables 
Al andA2. 

Future Traffic Conditions 

For the year 2023 traffic noise impact assessment, the volume of traffic was increased based upon 
projected growth for the City of Edmond and the surrounding area. As with existing traffic conditions, 
the majority of traffic comes from passenger automobiles with a small percentage of heavy and 
medium truck traffic. This report applied a percentage rate of three percent for both medium trucks 
and heavy trucks for traffic movement on Covell Road as well as all the north/south section line 
facilities. The future traffic volume breakdown according to vehicle type and corresponding number is 
presented in Appendix A, Tables A3 and A4. 

VI. Traffic Noise Analysis Results 

The existing and predicted traffic noise levels were modeled along the assessment area at the identified 
locations shown in Appendix D. The selected receivers represented the closest, non-co=ercial, 
residential dwellings to the transportation corridor. These residences were selected based on the 
assumption that traffic noise levels would be greatest at these locations. Further evaluation of 
additional receivers, primarily as benefited receptors resulting from sound barrier installation, would 
be performed during a sound barrier analysis and design phase, if required. All of the selected receiver 
locations had facilities, dwellings, or structures that involved exterior human use areas. Therefore, the 
evaluation of Activity Categories A, C, D, or E were not required, modeled, or applied. Secondary 
receivers were not included in this assessment. 

Based on the current traffic data, existing roadway geometry, and selected receiver locations, the 
calculated LAeq 1 h traffic induced noise levels did not exceed the NAC at any of the receivers. It is 
important to note that previous ODOT studies have shown that privacy fencing, even in poor 
conditions, provides at least a 3-6 dBA shielding effect. Conservatively, a 3-decibel adjustment was 
made to account for this effect in determining impacted receivers. The traffic noise levels 
corresponding to the existing roadways are presented in Table 2. 

Table 2. 
Existing Traffic Noise Levels 

Receiver Dwelling Type Noise Levels (dBA) 

R-l Single Family Residential 46 
R-2 Single Family Residential 59 
R-3 Single Family Residential 45 
R-4 Single Family Residential 55 
R-5 Single Family Residential 60 
R-6 Single Family Residential 60 
R-7 Single Family Residential 55 
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R-8 

R-9 

R-lO 

R-ll 

R-12 

R-13 

R-14 

R-15 

R-16 
R-17 

R-18 

R-19 
R-20 . 

R-21 
R-22 
R-23 

R-24 
R-25 
R-26 
R-27 
R-28 

R-29 

R-30 
R-31 
R-32 

R-33 
R-34 
R-35 

R-36 
R-37 
R-39 
R-41 
R-43 

R-45 

R-47 
R-49 

R-51 

R-cl 
R-c2 

R-bl 

R-b3 

R-kl 

R-sfl 

R-sf2 

R-ml 

R-m2 

Single Family Residential 56 

Single Family Residential 60 . 

Single Family Residential 47 

Single Family Residential 47 

Single Family Residential 61 

Single Family Residential 57 

Single Family Residential 58 

Single Family Residential 59 

Single Family Residential 58 

Single Family Residential 62 

Single Family Residential 58 

Single Family Residential 60 
Single Family Residential 60 

Single Family Residential 57 

Single Family Residential 61 

Single Family Residential 59 

Single Family Residential 62 
Single Family Residential 57 

Single Family Residential 58 

Single Family Residential 57 
Single Family Residential 49 
Single Family Residential 56 

Single Family Residential 55 
Single Family Residential 61 

Single Family Residential 54 
Single Family Residential 55 
Single Family Residential 52 
Single Family Residential 56 

Single Family Residential 54 
Single Family Residential 55 

Single Family Residential 57 
Single Family Residential 53 

Single Family Residential 57 
Single Family Residential 55 

Single Family Residential 55 

Single Family Residential 54 

Single Family Residential 51 

Single Family Residential 57 

Single Family Residential 58 

Single Family Residential 61 

Single Family Residential 62 

Single Family Residential 55 

Single Family Residential 59 

Single Family Residential 49 

Single Family Residential 54 

Single Family Residential 51 
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The LAeq Ih noise levels associated with the first row receivers ranged from 45 to 62 dBA according 
to the existing traffic volume data (Appendix A). None of the receivers appear to be experiencing 
traffic noise levels that approach by I dBA, meet or exceed the noise abatement criteria specified in the 
ODOT noise directive policy. The existing noise levels associated with the present-condition traffic 
volume were generated using the existing roadway profile and adjacent property topography. 

Using the predicted traffic data for the design year 2023, proposed roadway design, and selected 
receiver locations, the calculated LAeq Ih traffic induced noise levels resulted in an impact at 4 of the 
53 selected receivers. The traffic noise levels corresponding to the proposed Covell Road widening 
project are presented in Table 3. 

The predicted noise levels obtained based on the future traffic levels were derived using the proposed 
roadway design geometry and corresponding topographical modifications. To ensure consistency, the 
same receiver locations selected for the existing traffic assessment were utilized to model the noise 
levels associated with the predicted traffic volume. Under future traffic conditions, the LAeq 1 h noise 
levels associated with the first row receivers ranged from 51 to 69 dBA according to the projected 
traffic volume data (Appendix A). According to the model only one (1) receiver would experience 
noise levels that approach the NAC by 1 dBA. This receiver is representative of approximately 7 total 
primary receivers. Furthermore, no receivers experience traffic-induced noise levels that meet or 
exceed the NAC of 67 dBA. Moreover, substantial noise level impacts of 15 dBA did not occur at any 
of the identified receivers. 

Table 3. 
Future Traffic Noise Levels 

Receiver Dwelling Type 
Noise Levels Increase from Existing 

(dBA) (dBA) 
R-l Single Family Residential 53 7 
R-2 Single Family Residential 59 0 
R-3 Single Family Residential 58 13 
R-4 Single Family Residential 61 6 
R-5 Single Family Residential 65 5 
R-6 Single Family Residential 64 4 
R-7 Single Family Residential 61 6 
R-8 Single Family Residential 60 4 
R-9 Single Family Residential 60 0 

R-lO Single Family Residential 52 5 
R-ll Single Family Residential 51 4 
R-12 Single Family Residential 58 -3 
R-13 Single Family Residential 60 3 
R-14 Single Family Residential 63 5 
R-15 Single Family Residential 62 3 
R-16 Single Family Residential 63 5 
R-17 Single Family Residential 63 1 
R-18 Single Family Residential 64 6 
R-19 Single Family Residential 63 3 
R-20 Single Family Residential 66 6 
R-2l Single Family Residential 61 4 
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R-22 

R-23 

R-24 

R-25 

R-26 

R-27 

R-28 

R-29 

R-30 

R-31 

R-32 

R-33 
R-34 

R-35 

R-36 
R-37 
R-39 
R-41 

R-43 
R-45 
R-47 
R-49 

R-51 
R-cl 
R-c2 

R-bl 
R-b3 
R-kl 

R-sfl 
R-sf2 
R-ml 
R-m2 

Single Family Residential 

Single Family Residential 

Single Family Residential 

Single Family Residential 

. Single Family Residential 

Single Family Residential 
Single Family Residential 

Single Family Residential 
Single Family Residential 

Single Family Residential 

Single Family Residential 
Single Family Residential 

Single Family Residential 
Single Family Residential 
Single Family Residential 

Single Family Residential 
Single Family Residential 
Single Family Residential 

Single Family Residential 
Single Family Residential 

Single Family Residential 

Single Family Residential 
Single Family Residential 
Single Family Residential 

Single Family Residential 
Single Family Residential 
Single Family Residential 
Single Family Residential 

Single Family Residential 
Single Family Residential 

Single Family Residential 
Single Family Residential 

65 4 
62 3 

62 0 

60 3 

60 2 

62 5 

52 3 

61 5 
54 -1 

58 4 

54 2 

60 5 
54 2 

56 0 
53 -1 
56 1 

58 1 
54 1 
55 -2 

58 3 

59 4 
58 4 

55 4 
62 5 
65 7 
65 4 
64 2 
59 4 

65 6 
52 3 
62 8 
60 9 

j I Vll. Sound Barrier Analysis and Justification 

I 
I 
J 

The LAeq 1h levels associated with the traffic noise attributable to the future design volume for the 
primary receivers were evaluated under preliminary barrier designs. These proposed sound barriers 
were positioned generally along proposed rights-of-way along the primary roadway. Barrier location 
constraints included utility easements, residential driveways, drainage channels and future interchange 
reconstruction. Variance from the selected locations to evaluate any traffic noise level changes may be 
limited. Modification of barrier design or location could alter the overall effectiveness of any such 
installed barrier. 

Based on the dwelling location for the receiver R-20, roadway geometry and topography, the required 
7-dBA-insertion loss goal was specifically achieved for five (5) of the seven (7) primary receivers 
represented. Practical analysis of the identified results is discussed. in the following section. The 
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insertion loss goals for any secondary receivers, even though there were no impacted secondary 
receivers identified, would likely be achieved based on the fact that other primary receivers in the 
direct vicinity achieved the reduction goal. 

~ Barrier height modifications ranging from 0 feet to 16 feet in height were utilized to identify a 
potential design that would maximize traffic noise reduction, be cost effective, and maintain 
compatibility with future roadway modification and/or reconstruction. Based on these modifications a 
preliminary barrier design was established for each identified receiver that exhibited the needed noise 
reduction analysis. The predicted noise level calculations for these preliminary bamer designs are 
presented in Table 4. 

Table 4. 
Insertion Loss According to Receiver (7 dBA Goal) 

Primary Receiver No Barrier With Barrier, Insertion Loss 
Number LAeqlh (dBA) LAeqlh (dBA) (dBA) 

R-20 66 59 7 

VITI. Traffic Noise Impact Mitigation Analysis 

Mitigation is typically considered where only frequent outside human use occurs that would benefit 
from decreased noise levels. Such measures must also be considered reasonable and feasible. If the 
traffic-induced noise calculated for the identified receivers meet, exceed, or approach by 1 dBA the 
NAC, or if there is a substantial increase of 15 dBA, noise mitigation measures must be considered for 
the affected areas. This determination must include an evaluation of sound level reduction that 
accomplishes at least 'a 7 dBA insertion loss based on the design year traffic volume for the first row or 
primary receivers. Additionally, the insertion loss goal of 5 dBA is applied for secondary receivers. 

The estimated costs associated with construction of the sound wall along with the cost per benefited 
receiver are presented in Table 5, but do not necessarily include the costs attributed to the installation 
of support footing or any other extra-ordinary techniques that could possibly be required to facilitate 
any such barrier installation (i.e. excavation or fill material, lateral support, etc.). Noise mitigation 
must meet two requirements to be recommended for design and construction: feasibility and 
reasonableness. Analysis based upon these two requirements is exhibited in Appendix C, Table Cl. 
These matrix style tables analyze each impacted receiver according to the ODOT Policy Directive 
"Highway Noise Abatement." 

Primary Barrier 
Receiver Length 
Number (feet) 

R-20 876 

Table 5. 
Preliminary Barrier Design and Cost 

(based on $25.00 sq. ft) 

Barrier 
Cost of Barrier 

Potential Number 
Height 

Wall 
of Benefited 

(feet) Primary Receivers 

8 $175,290 5 
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Feasibiliti--- . : ~ . 

"Feasibility" refers to the engineering considerations that detennine if (1) the required insertion loss 
can be achieved for the identified receivers adjacent to the roadway in the design year when compared 
to the design year without mitigation. Factors that may limit the ability to achieve the specified noise 
reduction goals include topography, residential access, frontage roads, cross streets, drainage concerns, 
utility easements, driveways, and other noise sources in the area. Any of the considered mitigation 
measures must also (2) be "constructible" without using extraordinary construction techniques and (3) 
not create drainage, maintenance, and access or safety problems. A determination of feasibility is 
based primarily on engineering-related concerns pertaining to the ability to install sound barriers 
without excessive measures to· facilitate construction. Based on the results from a sound barrier 
analysis, the decision rationale regarding a feasibility determination is as follows: 

• Receiver R-20 is representative of approximately seven (7) primary residential receptors. The 
barrier design presented would provide the required insertion loss for five (5) of those 
receptors. 

• According to the preliminary design elements the barrier design presented should be 
constructible without using extraordinary construction techniques. 

• Location of barrier walls may present safety concerns due to traffic visibility. 

Reasonableness 

''Reasonableness'' refers to the many factors that must be considered to determine if mitigation is fair 
and affordable. There are six (6) specific criteria specified in the ODOT Noise Policy Directive to 
determine reasonableness. No single factor would guarantee or deny mitigation absolutely, but all 

• would be considered to determine if mitigation is reasonable. 

1. The area's resident's desire for mitigation. Higher considerations will be given 
to first row receivers adjacent to the transportation facility. 

2. The overall magnitude of the future noise levels without mitigation. 

3. The magnitude of the future noise levels when compared to existing noise 
levels. 

4. 

5. 

The date of development or construction of the residential area compared to the 
date of initial roadway conStruction. Higher consideration will be given to 
mitigate impacts in an area that pre-dated the roadway. 

The cost is not to exceed $30,000 per benefited receptor. A benefited 
residential receptor receives the minimum reduction when compared to no 
mitigation and includes both primary and secondary residential receptors. 

6. The existing land use, zoning, potential for land use change in the area, and 
actions taken by local officials to control incompatible growth and 
development adjacent to roadways. 

Based on the results from a sound barrier analysis, the decision rationale regarding a reasonableness 
determination is as follows: 
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• Magnitude of overall future noise levels without mitigaticin mea'sures is not substantial. 
• Magnitude of future noise levels compared to the eXisting noise levels is not substantial. 
• Date of development is subsequent to the initial roadway construction. A portion of the area is 

currently not developed. 
• Based upon the preliminary barrier design, the cost of barrier wall, alone, per benefited 

receiver will exceed $30,000.00. 
• Mitigation measures should not alter existing land use, zoning or potential for land use change 

in the area. 

IX. Conclusions 

This Traffic Noise Assessment Report was undertaken to detennine the extent of traffic noise impact 
and evaluate the reasonableness and feasibility of potential mitigation measures in the event impact 
did occur regarding the proposed widening of Covell Road from Portiand Avenue to Sooner Road. 
This project evaluation did not involve, include, or evaluate any traffic-induced noise levels for any 
facility or structure such as a school, church, library, hospital, or commercial property. Only non
commercial single-family residences and/or dwellings were utilized as receivers during this TNAR 
and were evaluated according to Activity Category B of the FHWA's NAC. 

The ODOT Noise Policy Directive was used as the traffic-noise impact guideline for this study. The 
policy states that a predicted noise level attributed to roadway modifications resulting in a level of 
service increase requires an evaluation of noise mitigation measures. According to the comparison 
between existing and future traffic levels, the identified traffic-induced noise level difference does not 
result in a substantial increase of 15 dBA for any of the selected receivers. Additionally, the existing 
traffic condition noise levels obtained for the selected receivers do not exceed the NAC. However, 
levels derived from the proposed roadway design and future traffic volume indicate 4 (R-c2, R-16, R-
18, R-20) of the 53 selected receivers would experience future traffic induced noise levels that 
approach by 1 dBA, meet or exceed the NAC identified for Activity Category B. 

According to the results of the sound barriers analysis, the installation of sound walls according or 
similar to the presented design meets the feasibility criteria specified in the ODOT Noise Policy 
Directive. However, it does not meet the reasonable criteria specified in the ODOT Noise Policy 
Directive, thus no mitigation is recommended for inclusion in the project. 
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Table AI. 
Existing Roadway Traffic Data for Covell Road 

Covell Road Peak Hour Heavy Trucks Medium Trucks Automobiles 
Roadway Segment 4:30 - 5:30 pm 
West of Portland 

Eastbound 100 3 3 94 
Westbound 60 2 2 56 

Portland to May 
Eastbound 150 5 5 141 

Westbound 100 3 3 94 
May to Penn 

Eastbound 170 5 5 160 
Westbound 110 3 3 103 

Penn to Western 
Eastbound 170 5 5 160 

Westbound 110 3 3 103 
Western to Santa Fe 

Eastbound 230 7 7 216 
Westbound 150 5 5 141 

Santa Fe to Kelly 
Eastbound 240 7 7 226 

Westbound 360 11 11 338 
Kelly to Broadway 

Eastbound 300 9 9 282 
Westbound 450 14 14 423 

Broadway to B!yant 
Eastbound 420 13 13 395 

Westbound 280 8 8 263 
B!yant to Coltrane 

Eastbound 250 8 8 235 
Westbound 370 11 11 348 

Coltrane to Sooner 
Eastbound 330 10 10 310 

Westbound 220 7 7 207 
Sooner to EOP 

Eastbound 310 9 9 291 
Westbound 460 14 14 432 

Source. Traffic Engmeenng Consultants, Traffic Study for Proposed Covell Road Wldenmg, April, 2003. 
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TableA2. 
Existing Roadway Traffic Data for Arterial North/South Roads 

Roadway Segment Peak Hour Heavy Trucks Medium Trucks Automobiles 
4:30 - 5:30 pm 

Portland Avenue 
Northbound 985 30 30 926 
Southbound 475 14 14 447 

May Avenue 
Northbound 245 7 7 230 
Southbound 105 3 3 99 

Pennsylvania Avenue 
Northbound 320 10 10 301 
Southbound 140 4 4 132 

Western Avenue 
Northbound 290 9 9 273 
Southbound 230 7 7 216 . 

Santa Fe Road 
Northbound 695 21 21 653 
Southbound 425 13 13 400 

Kelly Road 
. Northbound 1175 35 35 1105 
Southbound 715 21 21 672 

Broadway Road 
Northbound 1010 30 30 949 
Southbound 470 14 14 442 

Bryant Avenue 
Northbound 835 25 25 785 
Southbound 565 17 17 531 

Coltrane Road 
Northbound 460 14 14 432 
Southbound 340 10 10 320 

Sooner Road 
Northbound 285 9 9 268 
Southbound 135 4 4 127 

Source. Traffic Engmeenng Consultants, Traffic Study for Proposed Covell Road Wldenmg, April, 2003. 
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TableA3. 
Future Roadway Traffic Data for Covell Road 

Covell Road Peak Hour Heavy Trucks Medium Trucks Automobiles 
Roadway Segment 4:30 - 5:30 pm 
West of Portland 

Eastbound 160 5 5 150 
Westbound 100 3 3 94 

Portland to May 
Eastbound 240 7 7 226 

Westbound 160 5 5 150 
May to Penn 

Eastbound 280 8 8 263 
Westbound 190 6 6 179 

Penn to Western 
Eastbound 280 8 8 263 

Westbound 190 6 6 179 
Western to Santa Fe 

Eastbound 370 11 11 348 
Westbound 250 8 8 235 

Santa Fe to Kelly 
Eastbound 400 12 12 376 

Westbound 590 18 18 555 
Kelly to Broadway 

Eastbound 540 16 16 508 
Westbound 820 25 25 771 

Broadway to B!:yant 
Eastbound 750 23 23 705 

Westbound 500 15 15 470 
B!:yant to Coltrane 

. Eastbound 450 14 14 423 
Westbound 670 20 20 630 

Coltrane to Sooner 
Eastbound 600 18 18 564 

Westbound 400 12 12 376 
East of Sooner . 

Eastbound 550 17 17 517 
Westbound 830 25 25 780 

Source. Traffic Engmeenng Consultants, Traffic Study for Proposed Covell Road Wlderung, April, 2003. 
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TableA4. 
Future Roadway Traffic Data for Arterial North/South Roads 

Roadway Segment Peak Hour Heavy Trucks Medium Trucks Automobiles 
4:30 - 5:30 pm 

Portland Avenue 
Northbound 2865 86 86 2693 
Southbound 1395 42 42 1311 

May Avenue 
Northbound 1045 31 31 982 
Southbound 695 21 21 653 

Pennsylvania Avenue 
Northbound 1320 40 40 1241 
Southbound 890 27 27 837 

Western Avenue 
Northbound 1155 35 35 1086 
Southbound 1095 33 33 1029 

Santa Fe Road 
Northbound 1600 48 48 1504 
Southbound 1020 31 31 959 

Kelly Road 
Northbound 2060 62 62 1936 
Southbound 1350 41 41 1269 

Broadway Road 
Northbound 2450 74 74 2303 
Southbound 1595 48 48 1499 

Bn:ant Avenue 
Northbound 1850 56 56 1739 
Southbound 1330 40 40 1250 

Coltrane Road 
Northbound 1275 38 38 1199 
Southbound 940 28 28 884 

Sooner Road 
Northbound 805 24 24 757 
Southbound 655 20 20 616 

Source. Traffic Engmeenng Consultants, Traffic Study for Proposed Covell Road Wldemng. April,2003. 



I, 
r j 
I' 

I 
J 

~I 

l' 

APPENDIXB 

MODELED TRAFFIC NOISE RESULTS 



~----J_ ~ 

- - --
RESULTS: SOUND lEVELS C.U.LV.'" C.UOJU.U ~ovell ttoall Hlcenm 

Triad Design Gr~up 15 July 2004 
Randy Maxey TNM 2.1 

Calculated with TNM 2.1 
RESULTS: SOUND lEVELS 
'PROJECT/CONTRACT: E010.5 / E040.0 Covell Road Widening 

IRUN: Existing Covell Road 
,BARRIER DESIGN: INPUT HEIGHTS Average pavement type shall be used unless 

'ATMOSPHERICS: 
a State highway agency substantiates the use 

68 deg F, 50% RH of a different type with approval of FHWA. 

ReceIver 
Name No. #DUs Existing No BarrIer With Barrier 

LAeqlh LAeq1h Increase over existing Type calculated Noise Reduction 
Calculated Crlt'" Calculated Crlt'n Impact LAeqlh Calculated Goal Calculated 

Sub'llne minus 
Goal 

dBA dBA dBA dB dB dBA dB dB dB 
R·2 73 1 0.0 58.9 66 58.9 15 .... 58.9 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·4 74 1 0.0 55.2 66 55.2 15 .... 55.2 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·l 75 1 0.0 45.7 66 45.7 15 .... 45.7 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·3 76 1 0.0 44.7 66 44.7 15 .... 44.7 0.0 7 ·7.0 

R·6 77 1 0.0 60.0 66 60.0 15 •... 60.0 0.0 7 ·7.0 

R·5 78 1 0.0 60.2 66 60.2 15 .... 60.2 0.0 7 ·7.0 

R·7 79 1 0.0 55.1 66 55.1 15 .... 55.1 0.0 7 ·7.0 

R·cl 80 1 0.0 56.9 66 56.9 15 .... 56.9 0.0 7 ·7.0 

R·c2 81 1 0.0 58.3 66 58.3 15 .... 58.3 0.0 7 ·7.0 

R·9 82 1 0.0 ·59.5 66 59.5 15 .... 59.5 0.0 7 ·7.0 

R·8 83 1 0.0 56.0 66 56.0 15 .... 56.0 0.0 7 ·7.0 

R·I0 84 1 0.0 47.3 66 47.3 15 .... 47.3 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·ll 85 1 0.0 46.5 66 46.5 15 .... 46.5 0.0 7 .7.0 

R·12 87 1 0.0 61.2 66 61.2 15 .. _- 61.2 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·13 88 1 0.0 56.7 66 56.7 15 ... - 56.7 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·14 89 1 0.0 .57.7 66 57.7 15 

___ a 

57.7 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·bl 90 1 0.0 60.5 66 60.5 15 _._. 60.5 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·b3 91 1 0.0 61.6 66 ·61.6 15 .... 61.6 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·15 92 1 0.0 58.8 66 58.8 15 __ A. 58.8 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·17 93 1 0.0 61.9 66 61.9 15 

. __ . 
61.9 0.0 7 ·7.0 

R·16 94 1 0.0 57.8 66 57.8 15 .... 57.8 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·19 95 1 0.0 60.2 66 60.2 15 .... 60.2 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·18 96 1 0.0 58.2 66 58.2 15 .... 58.2 0.0 7 .7.0 
R·21 97 1 0.0 57.4 66 57.4 15 .... 57.4 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·20 98 1 0.0 59.8 66 59.8 15 .... 59.8 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·22 99 1 0.0 60.6 66 60.6 15 ._. 60.6 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·23 100 1 0.0 58.5 66 58.5 15 ~ ... 58.5 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·25 105 1 0.0 56.8 66 56.8 15 .... 56.8 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·27 106 1 0.0 57.4 66 57.4 15 ... - 57.4 0.0 7 ·7.0 

c:\ TNM\Covell Road Exlstlng\Exlsting with Adj. Factor 1 15 July 2004 
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RESULTS: SOUND LEVELS E010.S I E040.0 Covell Road WI .......... 11. 
R·29 107 1 0.0 56.4 66 56.4 15 .... 56.4 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·kl 108 1 0.0 54.6 66 54.6 15 .... 54.6 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·24 109 1 0.0 62.4 66 62.4 15 .... 62.4 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·26 110 1 0.0 58.4 66 58.4 15 .... 58.4 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·sfl 111 1 0.0 58.7 66 58.7 15 _.-. 58.7 . 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·sf2 112 1 0.0 48.5 66 48.5 15 .... 48.5 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·31 113 1 0.0 61.1 66 61.1 15 .... 61.1 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·28 114 1 0.0 48.6 66 48.6 15 .... . 48.6 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·33 115 1 0.0 54.6 66 54.6 15 .... 54.6 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·30 116 1 0.0 54.9 66 54.9 15 .... 54.9 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·35 117 1 0.0 56.2 66 56.2 15 .... 56.2 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·37 118 1 0.0 54.7 66 54.7 15 .. _- 54.7 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·32 119 1 0.0 53.6 66 53.6 15 .... 53.6 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·39 120 1 0.0 56.9 66 56.9 15 .... 56.9 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·41 121 1 0.0 53.0 66 53.0 15 ~ ... 53.0 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·43 122 1 0.0 56.5 66 56.5 15 .... 56.5 0.0 7 -7.0 
R-45 123 1 0.0 54.5 66 54.5 15 .... 54.5 0.0 7 -7.0 
R·ml 124 1 0.0 53.9 66 53.9 15 .... 53.9 0.0 7 -7.0 
R·m2 125 1 0.0 50.7 66 50.7 15 .... 50.7 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·47 127 1 0.0 54.6 66 54.6 15 .... 54.6 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·49 128 1 0.0 53.5 66 53.5 15 .... 53.5 0.0 7 -7.0 
R-51 130 1 0.0 51.4 66 51.4 15 .... 51.4 0.0 7 -7.0 
R-34 131 1 0.0 51.5 66 51.5 15 .... 51.5 0.0 7 -7.0 

R-36 132 1 0.0 53.6 66 53.6 15 .... 53.6 0.0 7 -7.0 

Dwelling Units #DUs Noise Reduction 
Min Avg Max 
dB dB dB 

All Selected 53 0.0 0.0 0_0 
All Impacted a 0.0 0.0 0.0 
All that meet NR Goal 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

c:\ TNM\CovelJ Road Exlstlng\Extsting with Adj. Factor 2 15 July 2004 
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RESULTS: SOUND LEVELS 5 ... "' ... v .... , ... ., .... u.u ~u ...... ... va .. II ........ " 

jTrlad Design Group 15 July 2004 
IRandY Maxey TNM2.1 

! Caleulated with TNM 2.1 
'RESULTS: SOUND LEVELS 
PROJECT ICONTRACT: E010.51 E04O.0 Covell Road Widening 
RUN: Proposed Covell Road 
BARRIER DESIGN: INPUT HEIGHTS Average pavement type shall be used unl ess 

a State highway agency substantiates the use 
ATMOSPHERICS: 68 deg F, 50% RH of a different type with approval of FHWA. 

Receiver 
Name No. #DUs Existing No Barrier With Barrier 

LAeq1h LAeq1h Increase over existing Type Calculated Noise Reduction 
Calculated Crlt'n Calculated ern'n Impact LAeqlh Calculated Goal Calculated 

Sub'llne minus 
Goal 

dBA dBA dBA dB dB dBA dB dB dB 

R·2 73 1 5S.9 ·59.4 66 0.5 15 .... 59.4 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·4 74 1 55.2 60.6 66 5.4 15 .... 60.6 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·l 75 1 45.7 53.1 66 7.4 15 .... 53.1 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·3 76 1 44.7 58.2 66 13.5 15 .... 5S.2 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·6 77 1 60.0 63.6 66 3.6 15 .... 63.6 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·5 78 1 60.2 65.2 66 5.0 15 .... 65.2 0.0 7 ·7.0 

R·7 79 1 55.1 60.5 66 5.4. 15 .... 60.5 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·cl SO 1 56.9 62.1 66 5.2 15 _._, 62.1 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·c2 81 1 61.0 65.0 66 4.0 15 .... 65.0 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·9 82 1 59.5 59.7 66 0.2 15 .... 59.6 0.1 7 ·6.9 
R·8 83 1 56.0 60.3 66 4.3 15 a •• _ 60.2 0.1 7 ·6.9 
R·I0 84 1 47.3 52.3 66 5.0 15 .... 52.2 0.1 7 ·6.9 
R·ll 85 1 46.5 50.7 66 4.2 15 .... 50.6 0.1 7 ·6.9 
R·12 87 1 61.2 58.2 66 ·3.0 15 .... 58.2 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·13 88 1 56.7 59.6 66 2.9 15 .... 59.6 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·14 89 1 57.7 63.0 66 5.3 15 .... 63.0 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·bl 90 1 60.5 65.0 66 4.5 15 .... 65.0 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·b3 lH 1 61.6 64.3 66 2.7 15 .... 64.3 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·15 92 1 58.8 62.4 66 3.6 15 .... 62.4 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·17 93 1 61.9 63.0 66 1.1 15 .... 63.0 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·16 94 1 60.7 62.8 66 2.1 15 .... 52.5 10.3 7 3.3 
R·19 95 1 60.2 63.3 66 3.1 15 .... 63.3 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·18 96 1 61.1 63.8 66 2.7 15 .... 56.8 7.0 7 0.0 
R·21 97 1 57.4 60.8 66 3.4 15 .... 60B 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·20 98 1 62.7 66.3 66 3.6 15 Snd Lvi 58.6 7.7 7 0.7 
R·22 99 1 60.6 64.8 66 4.2 15 .... 59.8 5.0 7 ·2.0 
R·23 100 1 58.5 61.8 66 3.3 15 .... 61.8 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·25 105 1 56.S 60.3 66 3.5 15 .... 60.3 0.0 .7 ·7.0 
R·27 106 1 57.4 61.7 66 4.3 15 .... , 61.7 0.0 

. ...... 
7 ·7.0 

-

c:\TNM\Covel1 Road Exlstlng\Coveli Road Proposed\Pruposed BarrIer Analysis 1 15 July 2004 
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R·29 107 1 56.4 61.3 66 4.9 15 .... 61.3 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R.kl lOB 1 54.6 5B.6 66 4.0 15 .... 58.6 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·24 109 1 62.4 61.9 66 ·0.5 15 .... 61.9 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·26 110 1 58.4 60.3 66 1.9 15 .... 60.3 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·sfl III 1 58.7 65.0 66 . 6.3 15 .... 65.0 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·sf2 112 1 4B.5 52.1 66 3.6 15 .... 52.1 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·31 113 1 61.1 59.6 66 ·1.5 15 .... 59.6 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·28 114 1 48.6 51.6 66 3.0 15 .... 51.6 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·33 115 1 54.6 59.9 66 5.3 15 .... 59.9 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·30 116 1 54.9 54.0 66 ·0.9 15 .... 54.0 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·35 117 1 56.2 55.8 66 ·0.4 15 .... 55.8 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·37 118 1 54.7 56.3 66 1.6 15 .... 56.3 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·32 119 1 53.6 57.6 66 4.0 15 .... 57.6 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·39 120 1 56.9 57.8 66 0.9 15 .... 57.8 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·41 121 1 53.0 53.9 66 0.9 15 .... 53.9 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·43 122 1 56.5 55.2 66 ·1.3 '15 .... 55.2 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·45 123 1 54.5 58.0 66 3.5 15 .... 58.0 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·ml 124 1 53.9 62.0 66 8.1 15 .... 62.0 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·m2 125 1 50.7 59.8 66 9.1 15 .... 59.8 0.0 7 ·7.0 

R·47 127 1 54.6 59.4 66 4.8 15 .... 59.4 0.0 7 ·7.0 

R·49 128 1 53.5 58.0 66 4.5 15 .... 58.0 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·51 130 1 51.4 54.5 66 3.1 15 .... 54.5 0.0 7 ·7.0 

R·34 131 1 51.5 54.0 66 2.5 15 .... 54.0 0.0 7 ·7.0 

R·36 132 1 53.6 52.8 66 ·0.8 15 .... 52.8 0.0 7 ·7.0 

Dwelling Units #DUs No1se Reduction 
Min Avg Max 
dB dB dB 

All Selected 53 0.0 0.6 10.3 

All Impacted 1 7.7 7.7 7.7 
All that meet NR Goal 3 7.0 8.3 10.3 

c:\ TNM\Coveli Road Exlsting\Covell Road Proposed\Proposed Barrier Analysis 2 15 July 2004 
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TrIad DesIgn Group 15 July 2004 
Randy Maxey TNM 2.1 

Calculated with TNM 2.1 
RESULTS: BARRIER DESIGN 
PROJECT ICONTRACT: E010.5 1 E04O.0 Coyell Road Widening 
RUN: Proposed Covell Road 
BARRIER DESIGN: INPUT HEIGHTS 

II TMOSPHERICS: 68 deg t, 50% RH 

Selected Receivers 
Name No. 

Calc Noise Reduction Barrier Reviewed Important Segments Partial 
LAeq11 Calc Goal Calc·Goal Name No. Height LAeq1h 
dBA dB dB dB It dBA 

R·2 73 59.4 ·0.0 7 ·7.0 
R-4 74 60.6 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·1 75 53.1 ·0.0 7 ·7.0. West Side Coltrane polnt6 6 8.0 20.8 
R·3 76 58.2 0.0 .7 ·7.0 
R·6 77 63.6 ·0.0 7 ·7.0 

R·5 78 65.2 ·0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·7 79 60.5 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R-cl 80 62.1 ·0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·c2 81 65.0 0.0 7 ·7.0 West Side Coltrane point4 4 8.0 64.3 

West Side Coltrane polnt5 5 8.0 54.2 
West Side Coltrane polnt3 ·3 8.0 52.3 
West Side Coltrane poinffi 6 8.0 46.2 

R·9 82 59.6 0.1 7 ·6.9 West Side Coltrane polnt4 4 8.0 34.0 
West Side Coltrane point6 6 8.0 32.7 
West Side Coltrane pointS 5 8.0 32.6 
West Side Coltrane polnt3 3 8.0 30.4 

R·8 . 83 60.2 0.1 7 ·6.9 West Side Coltrane point4 4 8.0 33.1 
West Side Coltrane polnt5 5 8.0 32.0 
West Side Coltrane polnt6 6 8.0 31.4 
West Side Coltrane point3 3 8.0 30.0 

R·10 84 52.2 0.1 7 ·6.9 West Side Coltrane polnt4 4 8.0 26.3 
West Side Coltrane point3 3 8.0 24.7 
West Side Coltrane point5 5 8.0 24.5 
West Side Coltrane polnt6 6 8.0 24.1 

Brookhaven North east wall pointl5 15 8.0 17.7 
Brookhaven North east wall polnt9 9 8.0 15.3 
Brookhaven North east wall polnt12 12 8.0 11.1 
Brookhaven North east wall polnlll 11 8.0 10.5 
Brookhaven North east wall point13 13 8.0 9.1 
Brookhaven North east wall pointlO 10 8.0 7.0 

R·ll 85 50.6 0.1 7 .6.91 West Side Coltranel polnt4 4 8.0 28.4 

c!\TNM.\Cov~11 Road ~xlstlng\Coveli Road Propo$ed\Proposed l3arrJer AnalysIs 1 15 July 2004 
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RESULTS: BARRIER DESIGN EOIO.S f E040.0 Covell Road Widen1n 
West Side Coltrane point3 3 8.0 26.5 
West Side Coltrane point5 5 8.0 25.6 
West Side Coltrane point6 6 8.0 25.5 

Brookhaven North east wall point16 16 8.0 2.3 
Brookhaven North east wall pointl5 15 8.0 0.5 
Brookhaven North east wall pointS 8 8.0 ·1.7 
Brookhaven North west wall polnt32 32 8.0 ·2.1 

I Rock Hollow walll polnt34 34 8.0 ·2.7 
Brookhaven North west wall polntlB 18 8.0 ·3.3 

R·12 87 58.2 ·0.0 7 ·7.0 ~rookhaven North east wall polntl5 15 8.0 22.4 
Brookhaven North east wall polntl6 16 8.0 17.5 
Brookhaven North east wall point14 14 8.0 17.5 

I West Side Coltranel point4 4 8.0 16.9 
Brookhaven North east wall polntl2 12 8.0 16.8 
Brookhaven North east wall point9 9 8.0 16.5 
Brookhaven North east wall pelntl1 11 8.0 16.2 

West Side Coltrane point3 3 8.0 15.7 
West Side Coltrane point5 5 8.0 15.2 
West Side Coltrane pointS 6 8.0 14.7 

R·13 88 59.6 0.0 '7 ·7.0 
R·14 89 63.0 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·bl 90 65.0 ·0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·b3 91' 64.3 0.0 7 ·7.0 rookhaven North east wall polnt16 16 8.0 12.6 
R·15 92 62.4 0.0 7 ·7.0 

R·17 93 63.0 ·0.0 7 ·7.0 rookhaven North east wall pointl4 14 8.0 26.4 
Brookhaven North east wall polnt13 13 8.0 24.1 
Brookhaven North east wall pointl5 15 8.0 21.5 
Brookhaven North east wall polntl6 16 8.0 9.3 

R·16 94 52.5 10.3 7 3.3 I3rookhaven North east walll pointl1 11 8.0 49.0 
Brookhaven North east wall polntl2 12 S.O 44.5 
Brookhaven North east wall pointlO 10 8.0 41.6 
Brookhaven North east wall polntl6 16 8.0 40.4 
Brookhaven North east wall polnt13 13 8.0 38.6 
Brookhaven North east wall point1S 15 8.0 38.4 
Brookhaven North east wall polnt9 9 8.0 38.0 
Brookhaven North east wall pointS 8 8.0 37.8 
Brookhaven North east wall polnt14 14 8.0 36.3 
Brookhaven North west wall polnt30 30 8.0 32.8 

R·19 95 63.3 0.0 7 ·7.0 I I 
R·1S 96 56.8 7.0 7 ·0.0 ~rookhaven North west walll point24 24 8.0 55.0 

Brookhaven North west wall point25 25 8.0 48:7 
Brookhaven North west wall point23 23 8.0 45.5 
Brookhaven North west wall polnt26 26 8.0 41.2 
Brookhaven North west wall point22 22 8.0 38.2 
Brookhaven North west wall pofnt27 27 8.0 36.5 
Brookhaven North west wall point21 21 8.0 33.6 
I Rock Hollow walH____ _ __ polnt34 34 8.0 32.4 

c:\ TNM\Covell Road Exlsting\Covetl Road Proposed\Proposed Barrier Analysis 2 15 July 2004 
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Brookhaven North west wall point28 28 8.0 32.1 
Brookhaven North east wall polntl5 15 8.0 31.5 

R·21 97 60.8 ·0.0 7 ·7.0 ~rookhaven North west walll polnt24 24 8.0 18.6 
Brookhaven North west wall point25 25 8.0 17.5 
Brookhaven North west wall polnt23 23 8.0 16.2 
Brookhaven North west wall point26 26 8.0 15.6 

R·20 98 58.6 7.7 7 0.7 Rock Hollow wall point35 35 8.0 56.8 
Rock Hollow wall point34 34 8.0 50.6 
Rock Hollow wall polnt36 36 8.0 47.4 
Rock Hollow wall point37 37 8.0 43.5 
Rock Hollow wall point38 38 8.0 42.0 
Rock Hollow wall point39 39 8.0 41.2 ' 

Brookhaven North west wall pointl8 18 8.0 38.1 ' 

I Rock Hollow walll point40 40 8.0 38.0 

I Rock Hollow walll polnt41 41 8.0 35.3 
Brookhaven North west wan point20 20 8.0 35.2 

R·22 99 59.8 5.0 7 ·2.0 Rock Hollow wall polnt40 40 8.0 57.2 
Rock Hollow wall point39 39 8.0 52.5 
Rock Hollow wall point41 41 8.0 50.3 
Rock Hollow wall point38 38 8.0 45.9 
Rock Hollow wall point42 42 8.0 42.6 
Rock Hollow wall point37 37 8.0 41.3 

, Rock Hollow wall point36 36 8.0 37.6 
Rock Hollow wall point43 43 8.0 36.2 

, Rock Hollow wall polnt35 35 8.0 34.1 
Rock Hollow wall point34 34 8.0 31.5 

R·23 100 61.8 ·0.0 7 ·7.0 

R·25 105 60.3 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·27 106 61.7 0.0 7 ·7.0 

R·29 107 61.3 0.0 7 ·7.0 

R·k1 108 58.6 ·0.0 7 ·7.0 

R·24 109 61.9 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·26 110 60.3 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R-sfl 111 65.0 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·sf2 112 52.1 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·31 113 59.6 ·0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·28 114 51.6 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·33 115 59.9 ·0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·30 116 54.0 ·0.0 7 ·7.0 

R·35 117 55.8 0.0 7 .7.0 

R·37 118 56.3 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·32 119 57.6 ·0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·39 120 57.8 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·41 121 53.9 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·43 122 55.2 0.0 7 ·7.0 

R·45 123 58.0 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R-ml 124 62.0 __ ~O_O 7 ·7.0 

c:\ TNM\Covell Road Exlstlng\CoveU Road Proposed\Proposed BarrIer Analysis· 3 15 July 2004 
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R·m2 125 59.8 ·0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·47 127 59.4 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·49 128 58,0 ·0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·51 130 54.5 ·0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·34 131 54,0 0.0 7 ·7.0 
R·36 132 52.8 ·0.0 7 ·7.0 

Total Cost, All Barriers (Including additional cost(s» $718093 1 1 

c:\ TNM\CovelJ Road Ext!:ting\Covell Road Proposed\Proposed Barrier Analysis 4 15 Jufy 2004 



APPENDIXC 

MITIGATION ANALYSIS 



~ 

..... Reasonablen~nd FeasIbility AnalysIs 

REASONABLENESS MATRIX 
Receiver Magnitude of overall future Magnitude of future noise Date of initial roadway project Does the cost of mitigation exceed Impact to zoning or 

noise level without mitigation? level compared to existiog? compared to receivers? $30,000 per benefited receiver? potential land use change? 

R-20 Not sub.tantial; Approaches NAC Not substantial; iocrease over Covell Road was constructed . Yes. The co.t per benefited No. 
by I dBA: 66 dBA existing of 6 dBA before any of this development. receiver would be approximately 

. $35,000 for the bamer wall alone. 

FEASffiILITY MATRIX 
Receiver Does mitgation measure acWeve Is the mitigation measure Does the mitigation measure 

the desired noise reduction easily constructable? create any draioage, access or 
goal? safety problems? 

R-20 Yes. With the placement of the Yes, according to the Possibility of low traffic visibility 
prelimioary bamer design, a prelimioary design. with the bamer design presented. 
reduction of 7 dBA occurs. 

----------
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OKLAHOMA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
200 N. E. 21st Street· 
Oklahoma City, OK 73105-3204 

June 20, 2003 

Ms. Melvena Reisch 
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer 
2704 Villa Prom, Shepherd Mall 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73107 

Dear Ms. Heisch: 

Re: Oklahoma County; Reconstruction of Covell Road from 1-35 to SH-74 

PAGE 04 

Attached is a cultt:mil resources report for the referenced project perfonned by Cojeen 
Archaeological Services This study resulted in the recording and documentation of 6 standing 
structures, the reevaluation of2 previously recorded archaeological sites, and the documentation of 
5 newly recorded archaeological sites. It is our preliminary assessment that few if any of the cultural 
resources recorded in this survey warrant inclusion in the NRHP. 

Please note that the survey area for this project is significantly larger than the actual direct impact 
zone of the fmalized construction design. Several of the properties identified in this study are 
probably well outside of the direct impact area of construction. Should any properties be determined 
eligible for inclusion in the NRHP, the Department will assess potential impacts in consultation with 
your office when more detailed plans for the appropriate design alternatives are available. 

If you have any questions, please contact me at 5;21-3050. 

'- ~QLU' D. Hartley 
Manager-Environmental Studies/Cultural Resources Coordinator 

cc: State Archaeologist 

"The misa;o1l offAe. OkliJhbmo D~p(lt'#ttlfflt o/TrlmsporlatWn fa tQ prov/JI~ a soft, uonomica1, and 
IJjfocth'e tran'portatiDn n~()l'kf()r the people, t;onIrmrCIJ tmd ccmmllntttes of OklaMtHll." 

AN .QUAl. OPPORTUNnY EMPLOYER 
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August 21, 2003 

Mr. John Hartley 
Oklahoma Department of Transportation 
Environmental Studies 
200 Northeast 21st Street 
Oklahoma City, OK 73105 

Re: E010.5 - Covell Road Widening Project 

Dear Mr. Hartley, 

As you are aware, Cojeen Archaeological Services (CAS) was retained by Triad Design 
Group to provide a Cultural Resources Inventory Report of the above referenced project. 
The Oklahoma Archaeological Survey (OAS) and the State Historic Preservation Office 
(SHPO) have reviewed the report and forwarded their responses to your office. 

The response from SHPO received by your office on 23 July 2003, states that "we 
(SHPO) cannot determine whether or not historic archaeological site 340K181 is within 
the area of potential affect (APE) nor can we (SHPO) assess its eligibility for the National 
Register of Historic Places." In addition SHPO comments, that they should be advised if 
site 340K181 is outside the APE or if the site location will be avoided. According to 
preliminary plans for the preferred alignment, as well as all alternatives, the site is 
located outside the APE and will be avoided by the project. 

I respectfully request your assistance in this matter, by forwarding this information to 
SHPO. Should you desire additional information, please do not hesitate to contact me at 
(405) 752-2266 x223 or by email atrmaxey@triaddesigngroup.com. 

Sincerely, 
Triad Design Group 

Randy Maxey 
Environmental Compliance Coordinator 

cc: E010.5 
Steve Cilberg, ODOT Environmental Studies 

rwm 

.RCHITECTURE ENGINEERING PLANNING 

14313 N. May Avenue • Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73134 • 405/752-1122 • Fax 405/752-8855 
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OKLAHOMA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
200 N. E. 21st Street 
Oklahoma City, OK 73105-3204 

August 26, 2002 

Ms. Melvena Reisch 
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer 
2704 Villa Prom, Shepherd Mall 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73107 

Dear Ms. Reisch: 

Re: SHPO File # 1018-03; Oklahoma County Reconstruction and widening of Covell Road in 
Edmond. 

We have discussed the situation regarding site 340KI81 with the design/environmental consultant 
for this project. The portion of 340K181 closest to the project area is approximately 200 feet 
outside of the proposed edge ofRlW. In addition, notes will be added to appropriate plan sheets 
to ensure that the site is avoided for borrow, spoil dumping, equipment staging, storage, and any 
other project-related offsite activity. Thus, this site will not be affected by the proposed project. 

If you have any questions, please contact me at 521-3050. 

ohn D. Hartley 
Manager-Enviro,ru't~f<\l Studies/Cultural Resources Coordinator 

cc: Local Government Environmental Coordinator 
Triad Design Group 

"The missioll of the Oklahoma Department a/Transportatioll is to provide a safe, economical, and 
effective transportation network/or the people, commerce and communities a/Oklahoma." 

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER 
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Oklahoma Historical Society Founded May 27, 1893 

State Historic Preservation Office. 2704 Villa Prom· Shepherd Mall· Oklahoma City, OK 73107-2441 

Telephone 405/521-6249 • Fax 405/947-2918 

september 15, 2003 

Mr. John D. Hartley 
Cultural Resources Coordinator/Manager 
Dept. of Transportation - Environmental Studies 
200 Northeast 21st Street 
Oklahoma city, OK 73105-3204 

RE: File #1018-03; Edmond Covell Road project, 340K181 

Dear Mr. Hartley: 

We have reviewed the latest documentation submitted for the ref~
enced project in Oklahoma County. An opinion on the National 
Register of Historic Places eligibility of archeological site 
340K181 discussed in the documentation is not presented. There is 
not sufficient documentation in the report for us to assess the 
eligibility of this site. 

Recommendations consist of "avoidance" of specific areas. In -cne 
case of the "avoidance" recommendations, we consider the project 
area to be redefined. We find that there are no properties 
eligible for the National Register of Historic Places within the 
newly defined areas. We reserve the right to review and render an 
opinion on National Register eligibility of site 340K181 should 
any activities take place at this location in the future. 

Please reference the above underlined file number when responding. 
If you have any questions, please contact Charles Wallis, RPA, 
Historical Archaeologist, at 405/521-6381. Thank you, 

Melvena Reisch 
Deputy State Historic 

Preservation Officer 

MH:pm 

---------- -------- --
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Oklahoma Historical Society Founded May 27. 18g3 

Stat. Hi.torle Preservation Office· 2704 vmn Prom' Shepherd Mall • Oklahoma CIty. OK 73107-2441 
Telephone 405/521-6249' Fa>; 405/947-2918 

July 21, 2003 

Mr. John D. Hartley 
cultural Resources Coordinator/Manager 
Dept. of Transportation - Environmental studies 
200 Northeast 21st street 
Oklahoma City, OK 73105-3204 

RE: File .#1018-03; Edmond Improvements to Covell Road, Oklahon~ 
County 

Dear Mr. Hartley: 

We have reviewed Cojeen Archaeological Services' report concerning 
the above project. We concur with their findings that historic 
archeological sites 340K160, 340K177, 340K17B and 340K180 and the 
standing structures identified in the report as Houses A-F are not 
eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. 

Based on the documentation submitted to our office, we c~~not deter
mine whether or not historic archeological site 340K181 is within the 
area of potential affect (APE) nor can we assess its eligibility for 
the National Register of Historic Places, Additional information 
concerning past occupants and site integrity is needed before 
eligibility oan be addressed. Or if site 340K181 is outside the APE 
or if you plan to avoid 'Cne s~'Ce loca'C~on, plHase advise us so we can 
issue our final comment on this project. 

Two sites (340K165 and 340K179) date from the prehistoric period. We 
defer to Dr. Robert Brooks, state Archeologist, for assessment of 
eligibility for these two locations. 

Thank you for the opportunity to review this project," If you have 
any questions, please call Charles Wallis, Historical Archeologist, 
at 405/521-6381. please reference the above underlined file nrunber 
when responding. Thank- you. 

Sincerely, "' 

lI~H 
Melvena Heisch 
Deputy State Historic 

Preservation Officer 

MH:pm 
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Oklahoma Archeological Survey 

THE UNIVERSITY OF OKLAHOMA 

July 2,2003 

John D. Hartley 
Manager- Environmental Studies 

. Cultural Resource Coordinator 
200 NE 21st Street 
Oklahoma City, OK 73105-3204 

Re: Proposed road improvements to Covell Road from 1-35 west to SH-74. Legal 
Description: Origin Point - Sections 16/21 T14N R2W; Termination Point -
Sections 13/24 T14N R4W, Oklahoma CoUnty, Oklahoma. .. . 

Dear Mr. Hartley: 

PAGE 83 

1 have received a report documenting the results of a cultural resource inventory 
performed for the above referenced action. This work was accomplished by Mr. 
Christoper Cojeen and associates on March 7-10, 2003. The field inspection of some 497 
acres representing the area of potential effect resulted in the documentation of six 
standing structures and the recording or reexamination of seven archaeological sites 
(340K160, 165, 177-181). Sites 340K165 and 340K179 are prehistoric lithic scatters. 1 
concur with Mr. Cojeen's assessment that these sites do not hold the content or context 
meriting further eligibility consideration for the National Register of Historic Places. It is 
my opinion that these two sites require no further treatment measures. I defer comment 
on the eligibility or the sil. standing structures and historic archaeological sites 
340K160, 177.178.180, and 181 as well as project effect to the State Historic 
Preservation Office. 

This review has been conducted in cooperation with the State Historic Preservation 
Office, Oklahoma Historical Society. 

Sd'~8~ 
~larooks 
State Archaeologist 

Cc: SHPO 
Wichita and Affiliated Tribes 

111 E. ChmJapaake. Room 102, Norman, Oklahoma. 73019-5111 PHONE; {40S} 325-7211 FAX: (405) 325-7604 
A UNrr OF ARTS AND SCIENCES SERVING THE PEOPLE OF OKLAHOMA 
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Christopher A. Cojeen 
Principal Investigator 

Archaeology 
Research 

History 

"Specializing in Energy Related Archaeological Consulting" 

. REPORT ON THE CULTURAL RESOURCES INVENTORY OF 
COVELL ROAD IMPROVEMENTS FROM 1·35 TO SH·74 

OKLAHOMA COUNTY, OKLAHOMA 

Project Name: Covell Road Improvements from 1·35 to SH·74 
Oklahoma County, Oklahoma 

Prepared For: Oklahoma Department of Transportation . 
. Project Number: 
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Map Reference: Edmond (1966/1983) and Bethany NE (1966/1983), Oklahoma 7.5' USGS 
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ODOT, SH·74 Improvements, From N.W. 178th to SH·33 

ABSTRACT 

A Phase 1 Cultural Resources inventol)' of the Oklahoma Departrrient of Transportation (ODOT) 
improvements to Covell Road, beginning near the Interstate Highway 35 junction and extending 
west to SH-74, was performed March 7 through 10, 2003, by Cojeen Archeological Services 
(CAS), of Norman, Oklahoma. Triad Design Group contracted this work for submission to 
ODOT. The inventol)' included background file searches at the University of Oklahoma, 
Oklahoma Archeological Survey (OU, OAS) and the State Archeologist, and pedestrian field 
survey and limited shovel probes in the proposed highway right-of-way (r/w) route in portions of 
Oklahoma County, Oklahoma. Two previously recorded archeological sites were identified as 
being in the study area. 

The proposed Covell Road improvements begin near the 1-35 junction and extend west 
approximately 9.5 miles (15.3 kilometers) to SH-74 junction west of Edmond, Oklahoma 
(Appendix A). The proposed r/w corridor extends approximately 200 feet ([ft] 61 meters [mD 
either side of the current Covell Road centerline, and broadens out to 800 ft (122 m) at major 
intersections, beginning 200 ft east and ending 200 ft west of the intersection. The inventory area 
includes approximately 497 acres. The r/w route was not staked prior to the archeological 
survey, however, the route followed an existing road route and CAS was provided with large 
scale (approximately 12.5 inches equal 1 mile) recent aerial photographs and maps that aided in 
the location of the r/w corridor. The archeological survey consisted of a pedestrian coverage of 
the r/w corridor route. Five archeological sites were located and recorded during the survey. 
Both of the two previously recorded archeological sites were visited during the survey. Six 
historic standing structures were identified during a windshield survey of the project corridor. 

Detailed construction plans for the Covell Road Improvements project indicating which standing 
houses will be removed or archeological sites impacted were not available during the survey. 
Historic standing structures that may be impacted or removed may need further research on the 
original occupants to determine if it meets any of the criteria of significance of the NRHP. This 
includes houses B, C, E and F. A summary of recommen4ations is as follows: 

Historic Standing Structures 
Name Type Location 
House A Abandoned NWINWINW Sec 20 

House B 

house TI4N, R2W 

Occupied 
house 

SW/sW Sec 13 
T14N,R3W 

Distance 
375ft south Covell 
RoadCIL 
150ft east of 
Coltrane Ave ClL 
140ft north Covell 
Road CIL 

Recommendations 
Potentially outside of 
construction and actual r/w, 
potentially no impacts 

Potentially within the 
construction r/w. Potential 
impacts need to be detennined 
based on engineering plans. 
Further research may be needed 
to detennine NRHP eligibility if 
impacted. 
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HouseC 

House D 

House E 

House F 

Occupied 
house 

Occupied 
house 

Occupied 
house 

Occupied 
house 

SElSFJNE Sec 35 
Tl5N,R4W 

SE/SEISE Sec 14 
TlSN, R4W 

NElS ElSE Sec 35 
Tl6N,R4W 

NEiSEISE Sec 35 
Tl6N, R4W 

Previously Recorded Archeological Sites 
340K160 Historic NEiSEISE Sec 14, 

340K165· 

farmstead Tl4N, R4W 

Prehistoric 
lithic scatter 

NWfNW Sec24 
Tl4N,R3W 

Newly Recorded Archeological Sites 
340K177 Razed NWfNWfNE Sec 20, 

historic Tl4N, R3W 
340K178 Razed SEiSW/SE Sec 14, 

historic Tl4N, R3W 
340K179 Prehistoric NWfNFJNE Sec 24, 

lithic scatter Tl4N, R3W 

340K180 

340K181 

Razed 
historic 
Historic 
farmstead 

NFJNFJNE Sec 20, 
Tl4N,R2W 
SW/SW/SW Sec 16, 
Tl4N, R2W 

125ft north Covell 
RoadCIL 

175ft north Covell 
Road CIL 

100ft north Covell 
RoadCIL 

500ft north Covell 
RoadCIL 
75ft east of May 
Ave CIL 

700ft north Covell 
RoadCIL 
75ft west Portland 
Ave (Hwy 74) C/L 
100ft south Covell 
RoadCIL 

200ft south Covell 
RoadC/L 
75-1 75ft north 
Covell Road CIL 
50ft south Covel1 
RoadC/L 

200ft south Cove 11 
RoadCIL 
400-500ft north 
Covell Road ClL 
175ft east Sooner 
RoadCIL 

Potentially within the actual and 
construction r/w. Due to 
extensive modifications, it does 
not appear to meet any of the 
criteria of significance for 
inclusion in the NRHP. 
Potentially outside of 
construction and actual r/w, 
potentially no impacts 
Potentially within the actual and 
construction r/w. Potential 
impacts need to be determined 
based on engineering plans. 
Further research may be needed 
to determine NRHP eligibility if 
impacted. 
Potentially within the 
construction r/w. Potential 
impacts need to be determined 
based on engineering plans. 
Further research may be needed 
to determine NRHP eligibility if 
impacted. 

no further archeological concern, 
razed farmstead 

no further archeological concern, 
previous impacts of a surface 
only sparse lithic scatter 

Mostly outside survey corridor, 
no further archeological concern 
Totally razed, no intact features, 
no further archeological concern 
no further archeological concern, 
previous impacts of a surface . 
only sparse lithic scatter 
Mostly outside survey corridor, 
no further archeological concern 
A voidance recommended, 
potential buried features, 
potential1y outside of construction 
and actual riw 

Survey inventory area maps including plotted sites are contained in Appendix A and Oklahoma 
Archeological Survey Site Fonns are located in Appendix B. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

PROPOSED ACTION 

ODOT proposes to make improvements to Covell Road beginning near the 1-35 junction and 
extending west approximately 9.5 miles (15.3 kilometers) to SH-74 junction west of Edmond, 
Oklahoma (Appendix A). The proposed r/w corridor extends approximately 200 feet ([ft] 61 
meters [m]) either side of the current Covell Road centerline, and broadens out to 800 ft (122 m) 
at major intersections, beginning 200 ft east and ending 200 ft west of the intersection. The 
proposed project involves the widening of Covell Road from its present two-lane with a narrow 
shoulder, to a four-lane configuration. The proposed r/w will follow the existing Covell Road 
r/w route along the entire length. 

PROJECT LOCATION 

The Covell Road Improvements project is located in parts of Oklahoma County and extends 
from near the I-35 junction and extending west to the SH-74 junction west of Edmond, 
Oklahoma (Appendix A). The r/w route is located mostly in the uplands areas south of the 
Cimarron River. The highway r/w route crosses Coffee Creek, Chisholm Creek, and Bluff Creek 
and several minor drainages. Approximately 497 acres were examined during the survey. 

USGS MAP SOURCES 

The project is on the Edmond (1966, photorevised 1983) and Bethany NE (1966, photorevised 
1983), Oklahoma 7.5 minute USGS quadrangles. 

LAND JURISDICTION 

The project area is located on private unrestricted lands. 
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2. NATURAL SETTING 

GEOLOGY AND GEOMORPHOLOGY 

The project lies within the Central Redbed Plains Geomorphic Province of the Great Plains 
province of the Interior Plains geomorphic division (Fenneman 1946) and the Mixed Grass 
Plains Vegetational Region (Risser ed. 1974). The proposed Covell Road improvements route 
trends in an east/west direction. 

Soils in the project area are derived mostly from local Permian bedrock material with some 
Quaternary and Recent fluvial deposits along nearby drainages. Soils are mostly sand, silt, and 
clay based and are shallow, reddish-orange in the upland areas and deep, reddish-brown colored 
soils in lowland areas. 

CLIMATE AND HYDROLOGY 

At present, the study area has a temperate, subhumid climate, typical of the central part of 
Oklahoma. Seasonal changes vary in intensity, but the changes between seasons are gradual. 
Summer is usually the wettest season. Average annual precipitation varies from 60 cm to 90 cm. 
Elevation in the project area varies from 1,010 to 1,190 ft (308 to 363 m) above sea level. 

Current land use in the area consists primarily of residential, business, recreation, cultivated crop 
and pasture lands. Shovel probes indicate that the level uplands, rolling uplands, and the bottom 
land terraces that are currently in pasture appear to have been cultivated. The dissected uplands 
appear to have been used only as pasture or rangeland. 

FLORA AND FAUNAL RESOURCES 

Vegetation in the project area is associated with the Mixed Grass Prairie Plains, dominated by a 
combination of species found in the tall grass and short grass prairies, with the lower layer of 
grasses and forbs usually denser than the taller one. Low needle-leaf evergreen trees are scattered 
over the prairie, creating a savanna-like vegetation community. The dominant plants on the 
uplands are red cedar (Juniperous virgiiliana), big and little bluestem, sideoats grarna, blue 
grama, and hairy grarna (Bouteloua hirsuta). Small groves of low broadleaf deciduous trees and 
shrubs occur in valley bottoms and on north-facing slopes. The dominant species in these groves 
are hackberry (Celtis occidentalis), cottonwood, burr oak, plum (Prunus sp.), and coralberry 
(Symphoricarpos orbicultus). 

The wooded areas in the bluestem-grarna prairie have fewer arboreal species and smaller trees as 
compared to forested areas to the east. Cottonwoods, junipers (Juniperus virginiana), and burr 
oaks are widely spaced along streams and rivers, and very few herbs are present in the 
understory. . 

2 
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According to Weaver and Albertson (1956), the origin of the Plains grasslands probably dates 
back 25 million years to Tertiary times. In the Eocene period, the Plains climate was wann and 
moist, and a temperate forest covered the area. As the Rocky Mountains rose, beginning in the 
upper Oligocene, they intercepted moisture-laden winds from the Pacific Ocean. Very little 
rainfall reached the eastern side of the mountains. In response, grasses which are well adapted to 
periods of drought became the dominant plants, except in stream bottoms. The grasslands 
probably were well established by the Miocene. 

Shelford (1963) describes typical animal populations and their changes through relatively recent 
time. Historically, the major grazing animals in the area were bison and pronghorn. Major 
predators were the wolf, coyote, and kit fox. Woodlands along streams supported wapiti, deer, 
and cottontail. Additionally, there were many burrowing animals (prairie dogs, pocket mice, 
kangaroo rats, etc.) and their predators (badger, black-footed ferret, etc.). At the time of the 
survey, deer, rodent burrows, snakes, lizards, frogs, and several species of birds were the only 
obvious evidence of the local animals. A more comprehensive list is included in Hofman 
(1989a). 

Dahlquest and Schultz (1992) believe that maintenance of the southern Plains as a grassland is a 
result of the brush-clearing effectiveness of the association of Plains rodents such as prairie dogs, 
ground squirrels, pocket gophers, pocket mice, etc., and dominant large grazers. At present, 
range cattle fill the niche of dominant large grazers; earlier, it was bison. Bison (Bison priscus) 
first appeared in the area about 35,000 years ago, but prairie dogs and other rodents occur in 
local faunas as early as 1.2 or 1.3 million years ago, suggesting that there were earlier dominant 
large grazers before the bison (Dahlquest and Schultz 1992). 

The majority of the survey route crossed ·cultivated lands and pastl!re lands with vegetation 
consistent with the Mixed Grass Prairie Plains. Cultivated lands contained crops of alfalfa, 
cotton, soy beans, maize, and recently harvested wheat. Mixed hardwoods line area streams. 
Red cedar and Hackberry are common on uplands. Soils are mostly deep, dark brown to brown 

.l silty clay loams. 

_J 
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3. CULTURAL SETTING 

INTRODUCTION 

The proposed Covell Road Improvements project lies within the Southern Great Plains 
archeological province (Hofman et al. 1989), in the Central Plairls habitat of Oklahoma. 
Numerous archeological projects and research have been conducted in the Central Great Plains 
area since the early 1900s (Hofman et al. 1989). The discussion below will be restricted 
primarily to research conducted in the project area and the immediate surrounding area of central 
Oklahoma. 

PREFlELD INVESTIGATIONS AND RECORDS CHECK 

CAS personnel contacted the OU, OAS in March 2003 to review infonnation on previously 
recorded cultural resources in the pipeline vicinity. There were two previously recorded 
archeological sites located within the proposed corridor. 

According to the most recent listings, there are no NRHP properties within the proj ect area. 

~ Previously recorded archeological sites located within the proposed corridor are: 

340K160 NE/SE/SE Section 14, T14N, R4W 

lbis site is a historic artifact scatter and well with associated water storage tank and a light 
scatter of historic artifacts. The site area is located in a pasture area on a ridge overlooking the 
east bank. of Deer Creek .. No depressions, aligned trenches, or other evidence of the foundation 
was observed at this site. Artifacts observed at this site were a light scatter of historic artifacts 
including 20+ glass fragments (12 clear pane, 4 brown bottle, 3 aqua bottle, and 1 clear bottle), 
12+ ceramics (all plain white stoneware), 7+ brick bats, 5 fragments of concrete rubble, and 
miscellaneous metal, mostly from a windmill above the water well. Standing at the site was a 
water well windmill frame and the metal legs and rusted tank of a water storage tank. lbis site 
does not appear to meet any of the criteria of significance of the NRHP and no further 
archeological concern is warranted for this site. This site was recorded during the CAS SH-74 
survey in 1998. 

340K165 NW/NW Section 24 T14N, R3W 

lbis site was recorded as a broad, thin prehistoric lithic scatter located in an eroded pasture 
approximately setting on a high terrace slope above an unnamed seasonal drainage. The site 
covers approximately 110 by 400 meters. Materials noted at the site include tested cobbles and 
decortication flakes of Ogallala quartzite. The site area was recorded by CAS in 2000 during a 
survey rail bridge grade separation along Covell Road. 

4 
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PREVIOUS ARCHEOLOGICAL RESEARCH 

Recent research in the proj ect vicinity in Oklahoma County has focused on transportation 
modifications and development, and waste water treatment projects. 

Individuals ranging in expertise from untrained, but interested, hobbyists to professional 
archeologists filled out archeological survey forms in or near the project. For that reason, the 
value of individual forms as information sources varies considerably. Interpretations of cultural 
or temporal affiliation are especially variable, as taxonomic systems become more refined 
through time. 

RESEARCH GOALS 

The investigations documented in this report were undertaken to record the surface expression of 
any cultural resources located in the proposed Covell Road Improvements r/w located in parts of 
Oklahoma County, Oklahoma. This was intended to be only an inventory of archeological sites 
visible on the ground surface or discovered through shovel probes excavated to depths of less 
than one meter. The major goals of this survey were: (a) identify both prehistoric and historic 
archeological sites within the project" area; (b) to determine the eligibility of the identified sites 
for inclusion in the NRHP; and (c) to provide recommendations for the treatment of these sites. 

Given the limited scope of the project, no attempt was made to produce detailed models of site 
settlement or to provide in-depth analysis of the limited artifact assemblage observed during the 
course of the project. Interpretation of cultural resources found has followed standard local 
practices. By strict definition, cultural resources are any evidence of human use or occupation, 
but for this project, the term was restricted to cultural remains that were at least 50 years in age. 

RESEARCH METHODS 

PREFIELD RESEARCH 

Prior to the initiation of fieldwork, archeological site records from the OU, OAS office were 
examined and pertinent literature was examined concerning known cultural resources in the 
project area. Two previously recorded archeological sites were identified in the project area. 

WINDSHIELD SURVEY 

CAS performed a windshield survey of potential historic resources in March of 2003. During 
this windshield survey, potential historic houses and other structures were identified by visual 
inspection in an expanded potential r/w corridor from the existing Covell Road r/w or by cursory 
examination. 

5 
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PEDESTRIAN SURVEY 

The pedestrian survey was conducted to document the surface and limited subsurface expression 
of any cultural resources located in the proposed Covell Road r/w corridor. 

The inventory area was defmed by paced distances and landmark orientation observed in the 
field and comparison to recent, large-scale aerial photographs. The r/w was not staked prior to 
the cultural resources survey. The field methodology involved pedestrian transects, walked in a 
zigzag fashion, at intervals of approximately 30 m (100 ft) in the proposed r/w area, for a total 
surveyed corridor of 61 m (200 ft) width. These areas were expanded to an 800 ft (122 m) at 
major intersections, beginning 200 ft east and ending 200 ft west of the intersection. 

Shovel probes were dug in areas of reduced visibility and at located archeological resources to 
determine the extent of the· site and if subsurface materials or features were present. Upon 
locating an archeological site, the surface perimeter of the site was determined by the surface 
artifact scatter. Surface features, if any, were noted and a series of 30 cm by 30 em shovel 
probes were excavated in the project corridor, carefully avoiding any surface features. These 
shovel probes were screened through Y..-in mesh hardware cloth and were back-filled after 
excavation. This probe was used to determine if any subsurface materials or intact features are 
present at the site. 

Small amounts of recent historic trash were noted in the project area during the course of the 
survey, including barbed wire, cartridge casings, and abandoned fence posts, as well as oil and 
gas development activities. These materials and surface modifications were discounted as 
cultural resources for the purposes of this report. 

ARTIFACT ANALYSIS 

No collections of artifacts were made. Diagnostic artifacts were sketched and left at the site. 
Lithic materials of stone artifacts were noted on the sketch as was size information. Historic 
artifacts were inventoried on field notes by type and diagnostic attributes. The locations of 
diagnostic artifacts and features were added to the site map. 

SURVEY CONDITIONS 

Most of the inventory area yielded good to excellent surface visibility. In the uplands areas, 
surface visibility was approximately 10 to 100 percent and averaged around 70 percent while the 
lowlands afforded surface visibility of approximately 20 to 100 percent, averaging 75 percent. 
Much of the inventory area in the eastern portion of the survey route was in developed urban or 
developed recreational setting. Short tracts in this area were wooded. The western portion of the 
survey route was mostly in cultivated fields or pasture with some ruraI urban tracts. 

6 
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5. RESEARCH RESULTS 

HISTORIC STANDING STRUCTURES 

A total of six standing historic structures were located in an expanded survey corridor by CAS in 
March 2003. 

House A NWfNWlNW Section 20 TI4N, R2W 

This is a vacant farmstead consisting of a single story dwelling and associated agricultural 
outbuildings. The house is accessed off Coltrane Avenue and is located about 375 feet south of 
Covell Road CIL and 150 feet east of Coltrane Ave CIL. The existing historic structures include 
a Mass Plan Style house building with a gable end roof and composition shingles. The house has 
wood clapboard siding and extensive modifications to the south front. The house also has a half 
basement on the west side. Two wood frame garage/workshops are located southeast and east of 
the house. A small cattlelhorse shed is located north of the house. Trash debris is scattered 
around the site area although no diagnostic artifacts were observed. Based on the house style, 
this farmstead was probably occupied after World War II. 

Based on the physical outward condition and appearance, this standing house site appears to 
have limited architectural integrity. The house may be located outside of any construction r/w 
and is r/w and not be . this nrn.""t 

.... : 
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House B SW/SW Section 13 T14N, R3W 

This is an occupied single dwelling house building. This house is accessed from Covell Road and 
is located about 140 feet north of the Covell Road CIL. The house building is a single story of 
National Folk Style, hip on side gable roof with a cross-gable end. The house has two hipped 
dormers and a single chimney. No outbuildings were observed. A nearly full-length porch with 
simple columns and a wood railing are located on the front of the house. 

Based on the physical outward condition and appearance, this farmstead was probably occupied 
after 1920. The house appears to have some architectura1 integrity, however, it may be located 
outside of the actual r/w but within the construction r/w. Potential impacts to this house will need 
to be determined based on engineering plans. If tlfts house will be impacted, further research into 
the historic nature of the structure, including pilst ownership, will be necessary to determine if it 
will meet any of the criteria of significance for inclusion in the NRHP. . 

8 
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HouseC 

SEI/4 of the SE1I4 of the NEI/4 of Section 35 T15N, R4W 

This is an occupied and extensively modified house building constructed of native sandstone. 
The house is located only about 125 feet north of the Covell Road CIL, which provides access to 
the property. The original portion of the house is a single story single dwelling. A large, modern 
addition has been grafted to the rear (north) and west sides of the house obscuring any additional 
elements. The windows are double hung, wood windows and the door is glazed and paneled 
wood. The original portion of the house is in good shape and is well cared for. A large 
corrugated sheet metal bam is located northeast of the house and immediately north of the house 
is a native rock shed with a shallow pitch sheet metal roof. 

Based on the house style, this farmstead was probably occupied after 1890. Based on the 
physical outward condition and appearance, this site has limited architecturaI integrity due to 
extensive modifications to the structure. This house may be impacted by construction r/w and 
actual physical r/w, however, the house does not appear to meet any of the criteria of 
significance for inclusion in the NRHP . 

• 
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HouseD 

SEl/4 of the SE1I4 of the SE1I4 of Section 14 Tl5N, R4W 

This is an occupied single dwelling house building located on a level uplands. The house is 
accessed from Covell Road and is located about 175 feet north of the CIL of Covell Road. The 
house building is an east/west oriented two story, cross-gable, National Folk Style building with 
clapboard walls and a composition-shingled roof. A single central brick chimney is located on 
the main house ridge. Outbuildings include a gable front bam and a gable front shed both located 
west of the main house building. The house building probably dates to the 1910's. 

Based on the physical outward condition and appearance, this site appears to have some 
architectural integrity, however, it may be located outside of any construction r/w and is 
probably located outside of the actual r/wand may not be impacted by this project. 

10 
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HouseE 

NE1I4 of the SEl/4 of the SE1I4 of Section 35 T16N, R4W 

This house is a two story, gable-front-and-wing National Folk Style building with a gable ends. 
This house is located about 100 feet north of the Covell Road CIL. The house has two chimneys 
and has modem replacement windows and siding. The roof has composition shingles and an 
open deck has replaced the porch area. Outbuildings include a low gable end shed and a metal 
barn. 

Based on the house style, this farmstead was probably occupied after 1900. Based on the 
physical outward condition and appearance, this may have limited architectural integrity. The 
house may be located outside of the actual r/w but may be located within the construction r/w. 
Potential impacts to this house will need to be determined based on engineering plans. If this 
house will be impacted, further research into the historic nature of the structure, including past 
ownership, will be necessary to determine if it will meet any of the criteria of significance for 
inclusion in the NRHP. 

I I 
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HouseF 

NE1I4 of the SE1I4 of the SEl/4 of Section 35 Tl6N, R4W 

This house is a north/south oriented single story, front gable Craftsman Style building with 
native stone siding located at 20800 North May Avenue. The house is accessed off May Ave. 
and is located about 500 feet north of the CIL of Covell Road and 75 feet east of the CIL of May 
Avenue. A small, flat roof covers the porch on the south end of the house. Outbuildings include a 
newer metal barn located east of the house. The yard of the house has a 7-foot chain link fence. 

Based on the house style, this farmstead was probably occupied after 1920. This house does 
appear to be fairly intact without much outward modification. Based on the physical outward 
condition and appearance, this site appears to have some architectural integrity. The house may 
be located outside of the actual r/w but may be located within the construction r/w. Potential 
impacts to this house will need to be determined based on engineering plans. If this house will be 
impacted, further research into the historic nature of the structure, including past ownership, will 
be necessary to determine if it will meet any of the criteria of significance for inclusion in the 
NRHP. 

12 
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PREVIOUSLY RECORDED ARCHEOLOGICAL SITES 

A total of two previously recorded archeological sites are located in the project area. During the 
course of field investigations, an attempt was made to relocate these sites. 

SITE 340K160 

Location 

This site is located in the NE1I4 of the SE1/4 of the SE1I4 of Section 14, Tl4N, R4W 

Discussion 

This site is a historic artifact scatter and wel1 with associated water storage tank. According to a 
1951 aerial photograph (ON-2H-65, dated 3-21-51), a simple gable end house with 2 chimneys 
and a single shed outbuilding were also present at this site. No depressions, aligned trenches, or 
other evidence of the foundation was observed at this site. 

Observed at this site was a light scatter of historic artifacts including 20+ glass fragments (12 
clear pane, 4 brown bottle, 3 aqua bottle, and 1 clear bottle), 12+ ceramics (all plain white 
stoneware), 7+ brick bats, 5 fragments of concrete rubble, and miscel1aneous metal, mostly from 
a windmill above the water well. Standing at the site were a water well windmill frame and the 
metal legs and rusted tank of a water storage tank. 

Historic Artifacts 

This site was briefly revisited and no additional artifacts were observed. The site does not appear 
any different than it was when previously recorded. 

Summary 

This site is a razed farmstead with no intact architectural features. A light scatter of historic 
artifacts is located surrounding the farmstead. The site area is located in a pasture area on a ridge 
overlooking the east bank of the Deer Creek. The site is located about 700 feet north of the 
Covell Road CIL and 75 feet west of the Portland Ave (Hv.'Y 74) elL and is surrounded by 
pasture. This site does not appear to meet any of the criteria of significance of the NRHP and no 
further archeological concern is warranted for this site. 
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SITE 340K165 

Location 

This site is located in the NWI/4 of the NWI/4 of Section 24 T14N, R3W 

Discussion 

This site was recorded as abroad, thin prehistoric lithic scatter located in an eroded pasture 
approximately setting on a high terrace slope above an unnamed seasonal drainage. The site 
covers approximately 110 by 400 meters. Materials noted at the site include tested cobbles and 
decortication flakes of Ogallala quartzite. The site area was recorded by CAS in 2000 during a 
survey rail bridge grade separation along Covell Road. 

Prehistoric Artifacts 

No artifacts were observed on the site surface. 

Summary 

This site is located in an eroded pasture setting on a high terrace slope above an unnamed 
seasonal drainage. The site is in an area bounded by a housing development to the east and 
railroad tracks to the west and is located about 100 feet south of the Covell Road CIL extending 
to outside of the survey area. It is in a mostly wooded area used for informal recreational 
purposes including golf and is cut by numerous motorcycle trails. The site is a shallow surface 
manifestation of a lithic scatter with shallow to no soils and limited research potential. This site 
does not appear to meet any of the criteria of significance of the NRHP and no further 
archeological concern is warranted for this site. 
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NEWLY RE,CORDED ARCHEOLOGICAL SITES 

SITE 340K177 

Location 

This site is located in the NW1!4 of the NW1/4 of the NE1/4 of Section 20, T14N, R3W 

Discussion 

This is a razed large fannstead located on a ridge overlooking the west side of Chisholm Creek. 
Observed at this site were bulldozer push piles of wood, concrete and stone representing a house 
and two sheds, bisected by a two track road. The sheds had corrugated metal roofs. A stone lined 
cellar is located south of the house location. No evidence of a well, cistern or privy were 
observed at this site. According to a 1957 aerial photograph (ON-1T-9, dated 7-10-57) the house 
was a gable end National Folk style house with several outbuildings present, including a bam. 
Evidence of some of the outbuildings shown in the photograph were not observed in the field. 
Surrounding the site area is a light scatter of historic debris including domestic, architectural, and 
agricultural items 

Historic Artifacts 

• Observed at this site. were bulldozer push piles of wood, concrete and stone and a light artifact 
scatter. 

Summary 

This site is a razed fannstead and historic artifact scatter located about 200 feet south of the 
Covell Road CIL and extends outside of the survey area. The site area is located in a pasture 
area on a rise overlooking the west bank of Chisholm Creek. This site is mostly located outside 
of the survey corridor, has no intact features within the corridor and does not appear to meet any 
of the criteria of significance of the NRHP. No further archeological concern is warranted for 
this site. 

SITE 340K178 

Location 

This site is located in the SE1I4 of the SWl/4 of the SE1I4 of Section 14, T14N, R3W 
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Discussion 

This is a razed farmstead located on nearly level uplands. Observed at this site were two 
bulldozer push piles of concrete and stone, an electric pole and a standing metal-frame water 
windmill. An arced drive enters the site area and a windbreak of cedar trees is located south of 
the site. One fragment of earthenware crockery was observed in the drive. No additional artifacts 
was observed. The a standing metal-frame water windmill has no windvanes and is inoperable. 
The windmill is located approximately 200 feet west of the drive apex. According to a 1957 
aerial photograph (ON-2T-88, dated 7-11-57) a small farmstead stood in this location. The 
farmstead appears to have had a small bam and house and one small shed. No foundations, 
depressions, or evidence other than the bulldozer push piles were observed. 

Historic Artifacts 

Observed at this site was a singe fragment of earthenware crockery and possible foundation 
stones and concrete in bulldozer push piles. 

Summary 

This site is a razed house, outbuildings, and remains of a farmstead with no observable surface 
features. This site is located about 75 feet and extending to 175 feet north of the Covell Road 
CIL. Although within the construction r/w impacts for this project, this site does not have any 
remaining integrity and does not appear to meet any of the criteria of significance of the NRHP 
and no further archeological concern is warranted for this site. 

SITE 340K179 

Location 

This site is located in the NW1I4 of the NE1/4 of the NE1I4 of Section 24, Tl4N, R3W 

Discussion 

This is an unassigned prehistoric lithic scatter located on a small rise west of Coffee Creek. No 
diagnostic artifacts were observed at this site. Observed at this site were lithic flakes, tested and 
broken cobbles, and fire cracked rocks scattered over a 50 by 80 foot area of gravel outcrop. 
Shovel probes at the site indicate that this site is a surface only manifestation. 

Prehistoric Artifacts 

No diagnostic artifacts were observed at this site. Observed at this site were 10+ flakes (all 
Ogallala), 10 broken or tested cobbles (all Ogallala), and 8 fire cracked rocks. 
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Summary 

Ibis site is a surface only manifestation of an unassigned prehistoric lithic scatter that has been 
previously impacted. The site area is located in a pasture on a rise overlooking the west bank of 
Coffee Creek. Ibis site is located within 50 feet of the CIL of Covell Road and extends outside 
of the survey corridor. Pasture and a residential area surround the site. A recently installed utility 
line runs through the northern portion of the site. Although possibly within the actual r/w and 
construction r/w, this site does not appear to meet any of the criteria of significance of the NRHP 
and no further archeological concern is warranted for this site. 

SITE 340K180 

Location. 

Ibis site is located in the NE1/4 of the NE1I4 of the NE1I4 of Section 20, Tl4N, R2W 

Discussion 

Ibis is a historic farmstead site consisting of a foundation, two depressions and a light scatter of 
historic artifacts. The foundation is a concrete stem-wall in an overgrown area and is 
approximately 30 by 40 feet oriented north/south. One depression is located adjacent to the south 
of the foundation and is approximately 3 by 6 feet in size. The second depression is located about 
15 feet south of the foundation and is about 10 foot in diameter. A very light scatter of domestic 
artifacts is located between the elements of the site and a pile of paver bricks is located near the 
southwest comer oithe foundation. According to a 1957 aerial photograph (ON-4T-55, dated 7-
16-57), this farmstead was in ruins before 1957 and no additional information about this site is 
known. 

Historic Artifacts 

Observed at this site was one foundation, two depressions and a light scatter of historic artifacts. 
Observed in the artifact scatter was about 15 unmarked paver bricks, 3 fragments of clear pane 
glass and 1 fragment of plain white stoneware. 

Summary 

Ibis site is a razed house and remains of a farmstead with depression features located outside of 
the proposed r/w. A light scatter of historic artifacts is located surrounding the farmstead. The 
site area is located in a pasture area on a rise overlooking a small tributary to Coffee Creek. The 
site is surrounded by pasture and is located about 200 feet from the CIL of Covell Road and 
extends beyond the survey corridor. Ibis site does not appear to meet any of the criteria of 
significance of the NRHP and no further archeological concern is warranted for this site. 
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SITE 340K181 

Location 

This site is located in the SWI14 of the SWI14 of the SWI74 of Section 16, Tl4N, R2W 

Discussion 

~ This is a historic fannstead site in a wooded setting consisting of two foundations, a horse water 
trough, and a corral located east of a small tributary to Coffee Creek. The foundations are ' 
constructed mostly of native sandstone with a few unmarked paver bricks. The larger foundation 
has a built-in cellar on the north side. A large sandstone block (cornerstone) is inscribed Bob 
Bir? Above and 1932? below. This foundation occupies a relatively flat area approximately 20 
by 20 feet in size. East of the larger foundation is a half foundation and short walls built into a 
terrace bank wall. This foundation is small, measuring approximately 10 by 12 feet and probably 
is a cellar or storage area Some sheet metal (uncorrugated) is present in this and the cellar area 
of the house foundation. No additional artifact scatter was observed. Approximately 40 meters 
north of the foundations is a concrete horse trough located in a meander of the small unnamed 
drainage to Coffee Creek. It is made of poured concrete about 4 inches thick, about 3 by 3 by 6 
feet and has no other distinguishing characters. East of the horse trough is the remains of a corral 
with modem gates that may receive intermittent use. A 1957 aerial photograph of the site area 
(ON-4T-43, dated 7-16-57) shows a wooded area with no indication of the site. The wooded area 
is dense enough to obscure the site area. 

Historic Artifacts 

This site consists of two foundations, a horse water trough, and a corral. No artifact scatter was 
observed, however a dense cover of leaf litter obscures the ground surface in most areas. 

Summary 

This site is a historic fannstead dating at least to 1932. The site consists of two foundations and 
associated fann infrastructure elements. The site area is located in a wooded area on sloping 
terrain and is located about 400 to 500 feet north of the CIL of Covell Road and 175 feet east of 
the Sooner Road CIL. The site is surrounded by pasture to the west and north. Although this site 
may be outside of the construction and actual r/w impact area, this site may have intact buried 
deposits and should be avoided. Further testing of this site, including archival research, further 
cartographic review and limited subsurface testing will be needed to determine if it meets any of 
the criteria of significance of the NRHP. 
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6. SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS 

Six historic standing buildings, two previously known archeological sites and five newly 
recorded archeological sites are located within the Covell Road project area in Oklahoma 
County, Oklahoma. 

Detailed construction plans for the Covell Road Improvements project indicating which standing 
houses will be removed or archeological sites impacted were not available during the survey. 
Historic standing structures that may be impacted or removed may need further research on the 
original occupants to determine if it meets any of the criteria of significance of the NRHP. This 
includes houses B, C, E and F; A summary of recommendations is as follows: 

Historic Standing Structures 
Name Type Location Distance Recommendations 
House A Abandoned NWINWINW Sec 20 375ft south Covell Potentially outside of 

house Tl4N, R2W Road C/L construction and actual r/w, 
150ft east of potentially no impacts 
Coltrane Ave C/L 

House B Occupied SW/SW Sec 13 140ft north Covell Potentially within the 
house Tl4N,R3W Road CIL construction r/w. Potential 

impacts need to be determined 
based on engineering plans. 
Further research may be needed 
to determine NRHP eligibility if 
impacted. 

House C Occupied SE/SEINE Sec 35 125ft north Covell Potentially within the actual and 
house TI5N, R4W Road CIL construction r/w. Due to 

extensive modifications, it does 
not appear to meet any of the 
criteria of significance for 
inclusion in the NRHP. 

House 0 Occupied SE/SE/SE Sec 14 175ft north Covell Potentially outside of 
house TI5N, R4W Road CIL construction and actual r/w, 

potentially no impacts 
House E Occupied NE/SE/SE Sec 35 100ft north Covell Potentially within the actual and 

house Tl6N, R4W Road CIL construction r/w. Potential 
impacts need to be determined 
based on engineering plans. 
Further research may be needed 
to determine NRHP eligibility if 
impacted. 

House F Occupied NE/SE/SE Sec 35 500ft north Covell Potentially within the 
house Tl6N, R4W Road C/L construction r/w. Potential 

75ft east of May impacts need to be determined 
Ave C/L based on engineering plans. 

Further research may be needed 
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Previously Recorded Archeological Sites 
340KI60 Historic NE/SE/SE Sec 14, 

340KI65 

farmstead Tl4N, R4W 

Preh istoric 
I ithic scatter 

NWINW Sec 24 
T14N, R3W 

Newly Recorded Archeological Sites 
340KI77 Razed NWINWINE Sec 20, 

historic TI4N, R3W 
340KI78 Razed SE/SW/SE Sec 14, 

historic TI4N, R3W 
340KI79 Prehistoric NWINEINE Sec 24, 

lithic scatter Tl4N, R3W 

340KI80 

340KI81 

Razed 
historic 
Historic 
farmstead 

NEINEINE Sec 20, 
TI4N,R2W 
SW/SW/SW Sec 16, 
Tl4N,R2W 

20 

700ft north Covell 
Road CIL 
75ft west Portland 
Ave (Hwy 74) CIL 
100ft south Covell 
Road CIL 

200ft south Covell 
Road CIL 
75-175ft north 
Covell Road CIL 
50ft south Covell 
Road CIL 

200ft south Covell 
Road CIL 
400-500ft north 
Covell Road CIL 
175ft east Sooner 
Road CIL 

to determine NRHP eligibility if 
impacted. 

no further archeological concern, 
razed farmstead 

no further archeological concern, 
previous impacts of a surface 
only sparse lithic scatter 

Mostly outside survey corridor, 
no further archeological concern 
Totally razed, no intact features, 
no further archeological concern 
no further archeological concern, 
previous impacts of a surface 
only sparse lithic scatter 
Mostly outside survey corridor, 
no further archeological concern 
Avoidance recommended, 
potential buried features, 
potentially outside of construction 
and actual rlw 
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Site Forms 



Oklahoma 
~rcheologlcal Site Survey Fonn 

ite Number and Name 
Site Name 

Complete All Sections 

Site # OK 178 

County Oklahoma 

Project No. 
(derived from owne~s name, etc.) (temporary number or name assigned 

during project) 

Jcationallnformation 
For Office Use 

L T.M. Reference 
Zone Northing 
11- 3949467 

.egal Description 

Easting 
638982 

SE 1/4 of SW 1/4 of SE 1/4 of Section 14 Township 14N Range 3W 

J.S.G.S. Quad Name Quad Date (reVised) 

;;" Bethany NE --"19"'66:::::,...><",:.19"'8:::3:<.> _______ _ 

Other Locetional References (i.e., benchmarks, road intersection, bridges, etc. 
please give qistance and bearing to site) 

On Covell Road in Edmond, to west of Broadway Ave. approx 3/5 mile, the north about 150 feet. 

IWner(s) of Property 
,me{s) 

treet and Number 

;ity and Town 

;ite Surveyed By: 

lame 

l BurkbalterlC Cojeen 

late Recorded 

'4/2003 

State 

Reported by: (if different) 

Name 

. Time spent at site and time of day 

1 hr morning 

Zip Code 



ultural Affiliation 

Cultural Periods 

}Jnassigned Prehistoric 

Paleoindian I I Early I I Middle 

Archaic I I Early I I Middle 

Woodland I I Eastem I I Plains 

Archeological Cultures, Phases, etc. Represented 

I. I Late 

I I Late 

Page 2 

[J Village Fanning/Mississippian 

I I Plains Village 

I I ProtohistoriclHistoric Ind. 

1·1 Historic non-Indian 

I How was cultural affiliation detennined (diagnostic artifacts, radiocarbon dates, etc.) 

1 
istoric Phase Identification (Ethnic) 

Circle appropriate group 

1. Choctaw 11. Pawnee 

2. Cherokee 12. Arapaho 

3. Sauc-Fox 13. Ottawas 

4. Pottawatomie 14. Wichita 

5. Seminole 15. Quapaw 

6. Comanche 16. Osage 

7. Apache 17. Cheyenne 

8. Kiowa 18. Caddo 

9. Kiowa-Apache 19. Shawnee 

10. Kickapoo 20. Delaware 

How was historic identification detennined? 

iistoric Site Range 9 

O. Missing data; un known 

1. pre -1800 

• 
2.1800-1830 

3. 1830 -1859 

4. 1860 -1889 

21. Creek 

22. Dakotas 

23. Chickasaw 

24. 12 & 17 

25. Missouri-Otos 

26. Iowa 

27. Anglo-American 

28. French 

29. Spanish 

30. ______ Other 

5.1890-1929 

6. 1930 -1950 

7. 1800 - 1900 

8. 1800 - present 

9: 1900 - present 



I 

Inferred Site Type (can be more than one category) 

I I open habitation w/o mounds 

~ I I open habitation with mounds 

I I earth mound (not midden mound) 

I I mound complex 

stone mounds/rock piles 

burned rock concentrations 

I I non - mound earthworks 
I I rock shelter 

I I cave 

I I quarry/WOrkshop 

l1idden at site 

1,,1 don't know 

1 j absent 

Materials Collected 

~ ~ Number 

1.1 ceramics 

I I projectile points! 
base frags. 

II hafted scrapers 
I I drills 

II bifaces!biface frags. 

I I unifaces 

LI perforators/gravers 

I 1 spokeshaves 

Total items ___ _ 

Briefly describe diagnostic artifacts including type names. 

Materials observed but not COllected. 

Page 3 

0 petroglyph - pictograph 

[I isolated burials «2) 

I I cemetery (>2) 

I I specialized activity sites 

I I rock alignments (tepee rings, etc.) 

I historic farmstead 

I I historic milVindustrial 

I I historic fort 
I I dugout 

I I histOric trash dump 

[J present, earth 

o . present, shell 

U present, rock 

IYI2§. 

[] scrapers (unshafted) 

lJ debitage (fikes, cores, 
chunks) 

1'.1 ground/pecked/battered 
stone 

U worked bone/shell 
n human bone 
1.1 faunal remains 
n floral remains 
II other prehistoric 
I I historic (describe) 

Attach outine drawings 

Number 

~ 1 fragment earhenware, bulldozer push piles of rock and concrete, metal winmill 



Name and address of other collections from site 

I· Irtifact Repository 

I 
I 

\ , 

1 
1 

Name of institution where artifacts are to be stored 

Photos 

[I black and white 

t~l color 

. Name and address of institution where photos are filed 

CAS/ Norman, OK 

5 

no. of pictures 

no. of pictures 

Evidence of Recent Vandalism Observed: r";l no I] yes 

• 
Site Condition: _5_ 

1. apparently undisturbed 

2. <25% disturbed I 
3. 26 - 50% disturbed 

I 4. 51 - 75% disturbed 

_) Major land Use: 

cultivated field 

·1 pasture 

I I woods, forest 

I I road/trail 

ditch/dike/barrow pit 

landfill 

, Other 

I I 

I I 
I I 

I I 

I I 

II 

5. 76 - 99% disturbed 

6. totally destroyed 

7. disturbed, % unknown 

modern cemetery I I commercial 

mining I I military 

inundated I I logginglfire break 

industrial I I scrub/secondary growth/ 

residential old field 

recreation I I modern dump 
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I 

., 

i. Amount of Ground Surface Visible: --:5,--_ 

1. <10% 3. 26-50% 

2. 11-25% 4. 51 -75% 

Survey Conditions (wet, dry, sunny, ground coverage, etc.): 

sunny and dry, surface visiblity 60 to 90 percent 

~_ Physiographic Division: _4_ 

1. High Plains 6. Sandstone Hills 

2. Gypsum Hills 7. Prairie Plains 

3. Wichita Mtns. 8. Ozark Plateau 

4. Red Bed Plains 9. Ouachita Mtns. 

5. Arbuckle Mtns. 10. Red River Plains 

7. Landform Type: _5_ 

1. Floodplain 4. Dissicated Uplands 

S. 76-90% 

6. 91 -100% 

2. Terrace 5. Undissecated Uplands 

3. Hillside - Valley wall 

8. Locality Type (specific site setting): _1_ 

~ 1. Level 5. Mesa 

2. Knoll - low land 6. Slope 

3. Blowout 7. Bluff Crest 

4. Ridge - Upland 8. Bluff Base 

9. Soils (if known) 

_________ Association, ________ ....;Series _________ Type 

PageS 

!O. 1180 Elevation amsl ::,O ______ Slope (degrees);:.... ______ slope facing 
direction 

:1. Natural Vegetation: _2_ 

1. short grasses 6. mesquite 
2. mixed grasses 7. juniper - pinion 
3. tail grasses 8. oak - hickory forest 
4. cross - timber 9. oak - pine 
5. shin - oak 10. Loblolly pine forest 

2. Site Area ___ -=2:::::0..::b:Ly..::6:::::0..!.m~e:::te~rs:.:::..l.(~12::.:0::::0:..;s:::q1..:m::.:.L) ________________ (square meters) 

Basis for area estimate: _2_ 
1. Taped 3. guessed 5. alidade/transit 
2. paced 4. range - finder 



1 

J 

1 
I 

I 

Confident of site boundaries I2J yes LJ no 

Description of Site: 

I Give physical description of site and its setting, including dimensions, features, 
nature of materials and artifact concentrations. Include copy of U.S.G.S. topographic 
map with site location and boundaries marked. 

This is a razed farmstead located on nearly level uplands. Observed at this site were 
two bulldozer push piles of concrete and stone, an electric pole and a standing 
metal-frame water windmill. An arced drive enters the site area and a windbreak of 
cedar trees is located south of the site. One fragment of earthenware crockery was 
observed in the drive. No additional artifacts was observed. The a standing metal-frame 
water windmill has no windvanes and is inoperable. The windmill is located 
apprOximately 60 meters west of the drive apex. According to a 1957 aerial photograph 
(ON-2T -88, dated 7-11-57) a small farmstead stood in this location. The farmstead 
appears to have had a small bam and house and one small shed. No foundations, 
depressions, or evidence other than the bulldozer push piles were observed .. 
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I 

t Drainage: ...:::,5 __ 

1. Ar1<ansas 
2. Beaver - N. Canadian 
3. Canadian 

4. Caney 
5. Cimarron 
6. Deep Fork 

t··Nearest Natural Source of Water: -=2 __ 

1. Permanent stream/creek 
2. Intermittent stream 

7. Illinois 13. Poteau 
8. Kiamichi 14. Red 
9. Little R. 15. Salt Fork Arkansas 

(McCurtain Co.) 
10. Muddy Boggy 16. Salt Fork Red 
11. Neosho 17. Verdigris 
12. North Fork Red 18. Washita 

6. River 
7. Slough or oxbow lake 

3. Permanent spring 8. Relic stream channel (if observable) 
4. Intermittant spring/seep/bog 9. Also consider wells if site is historic 

6. Distance to Water (in 10's of meters) ..:.2::0'--_____ _ 

7. Investigation Type: _1-,--_ 

1. Reconnaissance (survey) 
2. Intensive (survey & testing) 

~ Significance Status: 

I I National Register Property 
L J Eligible for National Register 
l 1 Nominated to National Register by SHPO 
L.I Considered eligible but not nominated by SHPO 
r'·! Inventory Site 
I I National Register status not assessed 

l. Discuss the Potential Significance of the Site 

3. Excavated 
4. Volunteered report 

This site does not have any remaining integrity and has limited research potential 

O. Published or Forthcoming Reports on the Site 

CAS Covell Road Improvements 2003 

Page 7 





) ~ 

I 

j 

-

-• ~ 

I , . 
j 

• ~ ----
I . ~ 

Concrete Pile", 

windmill 0 o 

~'V~D Shovel 

~ . 
j 

'" 

.. .:.; _Old two-track road 
. . ". '., ' \ ~ - -'" '. '. " " .... \ \ .. , ' , .. .. . . . ' , .... 

' '-----" ... - "-
"","'" -----.... " 

o Shovel test -
,. .... - \ \ 

/ ;' J) \ 
I I /f. \ I 
I I Power pole I I 
I I 1 , I I 

test 
-:::::::~':::::::::::::::;;;~;;;:~c:o~v:e~llR~o:a:'d ________________ __ 

340K178 

I 

J 



1 
1 

1 ~ 
1 

Site 340K178, windmill area 

Site 340K178, bulldozer push pile by tree 



Oklahoma 
Ircheologlcal Site Survey Fonn 

Complete All Sections 
f.e Number and Name 
Site Name ________ _ 

Site # Ok-179 

County Oklahoma 

Project No. 
(derived from owne~s name, etc.) (temporary number or name assigned 

during project) 

)cational Information 
For Office Use 

1,:r.M. Reference 
Zone Northing 
~ 3949467 

egal Description 

Easting 
638982 

NW 1/4 of NE 1/4 of NE 1/4 of Section 24 Township 14N Range 3W 

i.S.G.S. Quad Name Quad Date (revised) 

Edmond ~196~6~(1~9~8~3)~ ____________ ___ 

Other Locational References (i.e., benchmarks, road intersection, bridges, etc. 
please give d!stance and bearing to site) 

On Covell Road in Edmond, from Bryant Ave, 1/4 mile west south side of road 

Nner( s) of Property 
lOOe(s) 

reet and Number 

ity and Town 

te Surveyed By: 

arne 

BurkhalterIC Cojeen 

lte Recorded 

4/2003 

State 

Reported by: (if different) 

Name 

. Time spent at site and time of day 

1 hr morning 

Zip Code 



\ 
I! 

1 
I 

-, 

:ultural Affiliation 

Cultural Periods 

~nassigned Prehistoric 

Paleoindian I I Early I HI Middle 

Archaic I I Early I I Middle 

Woodland I I Eastem I I Plains 

'Archeological Cultures, Phases, etc. Represented 

LJ Late 

II Late 

..-age" 

[J Village Farming/Mississippian 

I I Plains Village 

II ProtohistoriclHistoric Ind. 

I I Historic non-Indian 

How was cultural affiliation determined (diagnostic artifacts, radiocarbon dates, etc.) 

istoric Phase Identification (Ethnic) 

Circle appropriate group 

1. Choctaw 11. Pawnee 21. Creek 

2. Cherokee 12. Arapaho 22. Dakotas 

3. Sauc-Fox 13. Ottawas 23. Chickasaw 

4. Pottawatomie 14. Wichita 24. 12 & 17 

5. Seminole 15. Quapaw 25. Missouri-Otos 

6. Comanche 16. Osage 26. Iowa 

7. Apache 17.' Cheyenne 27. Anglo-American 

8. Kiowa 18. Caddo 28. French 

9. Kiowa-Apache 19. Shawnee 29. Spanish 

10. Kickapoo 20. Delaware 30. ______ Other 

How was historic identification determined? 

iistoric Site Range _ 

O. MisSing data; unknown 5. 1890 - 1929 

1. pre-1800 6. 1930 - 1950 

) 2. 1800 -1830 7. 1800 -1900 

3. 1830 -1859 8. 1800 - present 

4. 1860 -1889 9: 1900 - present 



\ 

1 

I 

Page 3 

Inferred Site Type (can be more than one Category) 

1 <J open habitation w/o mounds 0 petroglyph - pictograph 

• 1 1 open habitation with mounds [J isolated burials «2) 

1 I earth mound (not midden mound) r 1 cemetery (>2) 

I mound complex 1 I specialized activity sites 

I I stone mounds/rock piles I I rock alignments (tepee rings, etc.) 

burned rock concentrations historic farmstead 

i i non - mound earthworks historic mililindustrial 
I 1 rock sheller 1 I historic fort 

I 1 cave 1.1 dugout 

I I quarry/workshop 1.1 historic trash dump 

liIidden at site 

1 .I don't know 

1·1 absent 

o present, earth 

[J present, shell 

r.J present, rock 

Materials Collected 

• ~ I I 

I. I 

I I 

I I 

I I 

I I 

1.1 

I I 

Number 

ceramics 

projectile points! 
base frags. 

hafted scrapers 

drills 

bifaces/biface frags. 

unifaces 

perforators/gravers 

spokeshaves 

Total items ___ _ 

~ 

o scrapers (unshafted) 

o debitage (flkes, cores, 
chunks) 

[] ground/pecked/battered 
stone 

[J worked bone/shell 
11 human bone 
LJ faunal remains 
n floral remains 
I I other prehistoric 
i I historiC (describe) 

Briefly describe diagnostic artifacts including type names. Attach outine drawings 

Materials observed but not collected. 

No diagnostic artifacts were observed at this site. Observed at this site were 10+ flakes (all 

Ogallala), 10 broken or tested cobbles (all Ogallala), and 8 fire cracked rocks 

Number 



I 
1 

Name and address of other collections from site 

N/A 

Artifact Repository 

Name of institution where artifacts are to be stored 

Photos 

1.1 black and white 

!:Xl color 

. Name and address of instiMion where photos are filed 

CAS/ Norman, OK 

Evidence of Recent Vandalism Observed: 

• 
Site Condition: -...:..7_ 

1. apparently undisturbed 

2. <25% disturbed 

3. 26 - 50% disturbed 

4. 51 - 75% disturbed 

Major Land Use: 

I I cultivated field 

II pasture 

I I woods, forest 

I I road/trail 

I I ditch!dike/barrow pit 

I I landfill 

Other 

I I modem cemetery 

I I mining 
I I inundated 
I I industrial 

I I residential 

I I recreation 

__ no. of pictures 

_3_ no. of pictures 

IJ yes 

5. 76 - 99% disturbed 

6. totally destroyed 

7. disturbed, % unknown 

II commercial 

I I militery 

I I logging/fire break 

, .. ! 

L I scrub/secondary growth! 

old field 
I I modern durnp 
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1 

1 

I 

) 

;. Amount of Ground Surface Visible: 4 

1. <10% 3. 26-50% 5. 76-90% 

2. 11-25% 4. 51-75% 6. 91 -100% 

Survey Conditions (wet, dry, sunny, ground coverage, etc.): 

sunny and dry, surface vis. from 20 to 100 percent in mixed grasses, shrubs, and a recently installed 

utility line 

L Physiographic Division: _4_ 

1. High Plains 6. Sandstone Hills 

2. Gypsum Hills 7. Prairie Plains 

3. Wichita Mtns. 8. Ozark Plateau 

4. Red Bed Plains 9. Ouachita Mtns. 

5. Arbuckle Mtns. 10. Red River Plains 

7. landform Type: _2_ 

1. Floodplain 4. Dissicated Uplands 

2. Terrace 5. Undissecated Uplands 

3. Hillside - Valley wall 

~. Locality Type (specific site setting): _6_ 

, 1. Level 5. Mesa 

2. Knoll - low land 6. Slope 

3. Blowout 7. Bluff Crest 

4. Ridge - Upland 8. Bluff Base 

9. Soils (if known) 

_________ Association, ________ -'Series _________ Type 

Page 5 

~O. 1150 Elevation amsl .;..10~ _____ Slope (degrees)·<;:,e;::a~st'__ ____ slope facing 

direction 

1. Natural Vegetation: _2_ 

1. short grasses 6. mesquite 

2. mixed grasses 7. juniper - pinion 

3. tall grasses 8. oak - hickory forest 

4. cross - timber 9. oak - pine 

5. shin - oak 10. Loblolly pine forest 

2. Site Area ___ ::::30~byL:5~0::..;m=et:!::e:.::rs~(..::15~0~0~s~g..!.m!.!j)!.._ ______________ {square meters) 

Basis for area estimate: _2_ 

1. Taped 3. guessed 5. alidade/transit 

2. paced 4. range - finder 



1 
) 

Confident of site boundaries !8l yes II no 

~DesCription of Site: 

, Give physical description of site and its setting, including dimensions, features, 
nature of materials and artifact concentrations. Include copy of U.S.G.S. topographic 
map with site location and boundaries marked. 

This is an unassigned prehistoric lithic scatter located on a small rise west of a Coffee 
Creek. No diagnostic artifacts were observed at this site. Observed at this site were 
lithic flakes, tested and broken cobbles, and fire cracked rocks scattered over a 15 m by 
25 m area of gravel outcrop. Shovel probes at the site indicate that this site is a surface 
only manifestation. 
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1 

4. Drainage: ....:<.5 __ 

1. Arkansas 7. Illinois 13. Poteau 
2. Beaver - N. Canadian 8. Kiamichi 14. Red 
3. Canadian 9. Little R. 15. Salt Fork Arkansas 

(McCurtain Co.) 
4. Caney 10. Muddy Boggy 16. Salt Fork Red 
5. Cimarron 11. Neosho 17. Verdigris 
6. Deep Fork 12. North Fork Red 18. Washita 

5: Nearest Natural Source of Water: --,1 __ 

1. Permanent stream/creek 6. River 
2. Intermittent stream 7. Slough or oxbow lake 
3. Permanent spring 8. Relic stream channel (if observable) 

4. Intermittant spring/seep/bog 9. Also consider wells if site is historic 

~6. Distance to Water (in 10's of meters) _1:..::0'--_____ _ 

!7. Investigation Type :_1.:..-_ 

1. Reconnaissance (survey) 3. Excavated 
2. Intensive (survey & testing) 4. Volunteered report 

~. Significance Status: 

1 1 National Register Property 
1 1 Eligible for National Register 
I. 1 Nominated to National Register by SHPO 
I I Considered eligible but not nominated by SHPO 
[ . J Inventory Site . 

I 1 National Register status not assessed. 

!9. Discuss the Potential Significance of the Site 

.J This site is a surface only manifestation of an unassigned prehistoric lithic scatter with limited 
research potential 

30. PUblished or Forthcoming Reports on the Site 

CAS Covell Road Improvements 2003 

Page 7 



I 
'i 
J 

. , ~:--------



J 
I 

Covell Road 

· · · · · o : 0 0 

"'r- II; 11 
: Shovel · , 

gas 

N 

340K179 , , tests 

••••••• 
'. I 

Eroded 
ateas 

.' ............ -

". • , , 
• , , 
• • • · · • , 

..-
~ 

i ' i 
~ ,~ ---

~ . 
i 
~ 



l 

Site 340K1'79, tree stand near center of site 
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Oklahoma 
Ircheologlcal Site Survey Fonn 

• Number and Name 
Complete All Sections 

Site # Ok 180 

County Oklahoma 

Project No. ~ite Name .,.-__ :-:-____ _ 
(derived from owner's name, etc.) (temporary number or name assigned 

. during project) 

,cationallnformation 
For Office Use 

;r.M. Reference 
Zone Northing 
.1i. 3949462 

egal Description 

Easting 
642344 

NE 1/4 of NE 1/4 of NE 1/4 of Section 20 Township 14N Range 2W 

.S.G.S. Quad Name Quad Date (revised) 

Edmond ~19~6~6~(~19~8~3~) _____________ __ 

Other Locational References (i.e., benchmarks, road intersection, bridges, etc. 
please give distance and bearing to site) 

On Covell Road in Edmond, about 1/5 mile west of Sooner Road and south about 180 feet 

, 
"'ner{s) of Property 
me(s) 

reet and Number 

ty and Town 

te Surveyed By: 

.me 

Burkhalter/C, Cojeen 

lte Recorded 

~2003 

State 

Reported by: (if different) 

Name 

Time spent at site and time of day 

1 hr afternoon 

Zip Code 



lltural Affiliation 

:ultural Periods 

~nassigned Prehistoric 

~aleoindian I I Early 1.1 Middle 

II.rchaic I I Early 1.1 Middle 

Noodland I I Eastem I I Plains 

Archeological Cultures, Phases, etc. Represented 

1.1 Late 

I. I Late 

Page 2 

['1 Village Farming/Mississippian 

I I Plains Village 

I I ProtohistoriclHistoric Ind. 

1·1 Historic non-Indian 

How was cultural affiliation determined (diagnostic artifacts, radiocarbon dates, etc.) 

storic Phase Identification (Ethnic) 

Circle appropriate group 

~ 1. Choctaw 

2. Cherokee 

3. Sauc-Fox 

4. Pottawatomie 

5. Seminole 

6. Comanche 

7. Apache 

8. Kiowa 

9. Kiowa-Apache 

10. Kickapoo 

11. Pawnee 

12. Arapaho 

13. Ottawas 

14. WIChita 

15. Quapaw 

16. Osage 

17. Cheyenne 

18. Caddo 

19. Shawnee 

20. Delaware 

How was historic identification determined? 

listoric Site Range _9_ 

O. Missing data; unknown 

1. pre-1800 

• 2. 1800 -1830 

3. 1830 -1859 

4.1860-1889 

21. Creek 

22. Dakotas 

23. Chickasaw 

24. 12 & 17 

25. Missouri-otos 

26. Iowa 

27. Anglo-American 

28. French 

29. Spanish 

30. ______ Other 

5.1890-1929 

6. 1930-1950 

7. 1800 -1900 

8. 1800 - present 

9. 1900 - present 



I 
) 

·1 

1 

Inferred Site Type (can be more than one category) 

[', open habitation w/o mounds 

~ I , open habitation with mounds 

I , earth mound (not midden mound) 

I mound complex 

, I stone mounds/rock piles 

I I burned rock concentrations 
I , non - mound earthworks 
I I rock shelter 

I I cave 

I I quarry/workshop 

~idden at site 

I] don't know 

M absent 

Materials Collected 

0 petroglyph - pictograph 

I] isolated burials «2) 

11 cemetery (>2) 

1 , specialized activity sites 

I I rock alignments (tepee rings, etc.) 

II historic farmstead 

1..1 historic milUindustrial 

I I historic fort 

I .I dugout 

U historic trash dump 

[] present, earth 

o present, shell 

[J present, rock 

Page 3 

~ ~ Number .~ Number 

1.1 

L.I 

I I 

I.. I 

r I 
I I 

1.1 

II 

ceramics 

prOjectile pointst 
base frags. 

hafted scrapers 

drills 

bifacestbiface frags. 

unifaces 

perforators/gravers 

spokeshaves 

Total items 

o scrapers (unshafted) 

o debitage (fikes, cores, 
chunks) 

U ground/pecked/battered 
stone 

. 0 worked bone/shell 
[I 

human bone 
LJ faunal remains 

rl floral remains 
1.1 other prehistoriC 
L I historic (describe) 

Briefly describe diagnostic artifacts including type names. Attach outine drawings 

Materials observed but not collected. 

~ One foundation, two depreSSions and a light scatter of historic artifacts. Observed in the artifact 

scatter were about 15 unmarked paver bricks. 3 fragments of clear pane glass and 1 fragment of 

plain white stoneware 



] 
I 
I 

1 

I 
I 

Name and address of other collections from site 

N/A 

,rtifact Repository 

'-

Name of institution where artifacts are to be stored 

Photos 

L I black and white 

l'J color 

-Name and address of institution where photos are filed 

CASI Norman, OK 

_ no. of pictures 

_5_ no. of pictures 

:vidence of Recent Vandalism Observed: C-;J no [J yes 

~ 

3ite Condition: --0,5_ 

1. apparently undisturbed 5. 76 - 99% disturbed 

2. <25% disturbed 6. totally destroyed 

3. 26 - 50% disturbed 7. disturbed, % unknown 

4. 51 - 75% distUrbed 

Major Land Use: 

I I cultivated field I I modem cemetery I I commercial 
II pasture I I mining I I military 

I I woods, forest I I inundated 1.1 logging/fire break 
I I road/trail I I industrial I I scrub/secondary growth/ 
I I ditch/dike/barrow pit I I residential old field 
I I landfill I I recreation I I modern dump 

Other 
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i. Amount of Ground Surface Visible: 4 

1. <10% 3. 26 -50% 5. 76-90% 

2. 11-25% 4. 51-75% 6. 91 -100% 

Survey Conditions (wet, dry, sunny, ground coverage, etc.): 

sunny and dry, surface vis. ranged from 20 to 80 percent in mixed grasses 

~_Physiographic Division: _4_ 

1. High Plains 6. Sandstone Hills 

2. Gypsum Hills 7. Prairie Plains 

3. Wichita Mtns. 8. Ozark Plateau 

4. Red Bed Plains 9. Ouachita Mtns. 

5. Arbuckle Mtns. 10. Red River Plains 

r. landform Type: _5_ 

1. Floodplain 4. Dissicated Uplands 

2. Terrace 5. Undissecated Uplands 

3. Hillside - Valley wall 

~. Locality Type (specific site setting): _1_ 

, 1. Level . 5. Mesa 

2. Knoll -low land 6. Slope 

3. Blowout 7. Bluff Crest 

4. Ridge - Upland 8. Bluff Base 

9. Soils (if known) 

_________ Association,---------Series---------Type 

O. 1125 Elevation amsl less than 10 Slope (degrees);""e::::as:::t _____ slope facing 
direction 

1. Natural Vegetation: _2_ 

1. short grasses 6. mesquite 
2. mixed grasses 7. juniper - pinion 
3. tall grasses 8. oak - hickory forest 
4. cross - timber 9. oak - pine 
5. shin - oak 1 O. Loblolly pine forest 

2. Site Area ___ ..::2::::0..!b:Ly..::2::::0..!.m~e::!t::::er~s~(:::.40:::.:0::..::sqj..!.!.m!L) ________________ (square meters) 

Basis for area estimate: _2_ 
1. Taped 3: guessed 5. alidade/transit 
2. paced 4. range - finder 



I 
\ 

J 
1 

I. 

I , 

Confident of site boundaries IZl yes U no 

~ Description of Site: 

Give physical description of site and its setting, including dimensions, features, 
nature of materials and artifact concentrations. Include copy of U.S.G.S. topographic 
map with site location and boundaries marked. 

This is a historic farmstead site consisting of a foundation, two depressions and a light 
scatter of historic artifacts. The foundation is a concrete stem-wall in an overgrown area 
and is approximately 9 m by 12 m oriented north/south. One depression is located 
adjacent to the south of the foundation and is approximately 1 by 2 meters in size. The 
second depression is located about 5 meters south of the foundation and is about 3 

meters in diameter. A very light scatter of domestic artifacts is located between the 
elements of the site and a pile of paver bricks is located near the southwest comer of 
the foundation. According to a 1957 aerial photograph (ON-4T-55, dated 7-16-57), this 
farmstead was in ruins before 1957 and no additional information about this site is 
known. 
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\ , 

1 

I 

4. Drainage: ...::.5 __ 

1. Arkansas 7. Illinois 13. Poteau 

I 2. Beaver - N. Canadian 
3. Canadian 

8. Kiamichi 
9. Little R. 

14. Red 
15. Salt Fork Arkansas 

(McCurtain Co.) 
4. Caney 10. Muddy Boggy 16. Salt Fork Red 
5. Cimarron 11. Neosho 17. Verdigris 
6. Deep Fork 12. North Fork Red 18. Washita 

i:· Nearest Natural Source of Water: -,1 __ 

1. Permanent stream/creek 6. River 
2. Intermittent stream 7. Slough or oxbow lake 
3. Permanent spring 8. Relic stream channel (if observable) 

4. Intermittant spring/seep/bog 9. Also consider wells if site is historic 

:6. Distance to Water (in 10's of meters) _1",5'-.-, _____ _ 

7. Investigation Type :_1 __ . 

1. Reconnaissance (survey) 
2. Intensive (survey & testing) 

•. Significance Status: 

L"I National Register Property 
I 1 Eligible for National Register 
I .. 1 Nominated to National Register by SHPO 
l J Considered eligible but not nominated by SHPO 
[, I I nventory Site 

1.1 National Register status not assessed 

9. Discuss the Potential Significance of the Site 

3. Excavated 
4. Volunteered report 

This site is a razed house and remains of a farmstead that has little intact features or research 
potential 

10. Published or Forthcoming Reports on the Site 

CAS Covell Road Improvements 2003 
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Site 340K180, brick pile by tree 

Site 340K180, large depression 
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Oklahoma 
.rcheologlcal SHe Survey Form 

;e Number and Name 
Site Name 

Complete All Sections 

Site # Ok 181 

County Oklahoma 

Project No. 
(derived from ownefs name, etc.) (temporary number or name assigned 

. during project) 

cational Information 
For Office Use 

J.M. Reference 
Zone Northing 
:!i. 3949n1 

19a1 Description 

Easting 
642626 

SW 1/4 of SW 1/4 of SW 1/4 of Section 1§.. Township 14N Range 2W 

.S.G.S.Quad Name Quad Date (revised) 

Edmond ~19~66~(~19~8~3~) ______________ __ 

Other Locational References (i.e., benchmarks, road intersection, bridges, etc. 
please give distance and bearing to site) 

just northeast of the intersection of Covell and Sooner roads in Edmond 

'ner( s) of Property 
nets) 

ilet and Number 

V and Town 

l Surveyed By: 

me 

BurkhalterlC Cojeen 

e Recorded 

2003 

State 

Reported by: (if different) 

Name 

Time spent at site and time of day 

1 hr afternoon 

Zip Code 



ultural Affiliation . 

~ultural Periods 

~nassigned Prehistoric 

Paleoindian I. I Early r I Middle 

Archaic I I Early I I Middle 

Woodland I I Eastern I I Plains 

Archeological Cultures, Phases, etc. Represented 

1.1 Late 

II Late 

Page 2 

[J Village Farming/Mississippian 

[J Plains Village 

[1 Protohistoric!Historic Ind. 

I"<J Historic non-Indian 

How was cultural affiliation determined (diagnostic artifacts, radiocarbon dates, etc.) 

storic Phase Identification (Ethnic) 

Circle appropriate group 

~ . 
1. Choctaw 

2. Cherokee 

11. Pawnee 

12. Arapaho 

3. Sauc-Fox 13. Ottawas 

4. Pottawatomie 14. Wichita 

5. Seminole 15. Quapaw 

6. Comanche 16. Osage 

7. Apache 17. Cheyenne 

8. Kiowa 18. Caddo 

9. Kiowa-Apache 19. Shawnee 

10. Kickapoo 20. Delaware 

How was historic identification determined? 

listoric Site Range _9_ 

O. Missing data; unknown 

1. pre -1800 

2. 1800 - 1830 

3. 1830 -1859 

4. 1860-1889 

21. Creek 

22. Dakotas 

23. Chickasaw 

24. 12& 17 

25. Missouri-Otos 

26. Iowa 

27. Anglo-American 

28. French 

29. Spanish 

30. ______ Other 

5. 1890 - 1929 

6. 1930 - 1950 

7. 1800 - 1900 

8. 1800 - present 

9 .. 1900 - present 



Inferred Site Type (can be more than one categOl}'l 

II open habitation w/o mounds 

~ I I open habitation with mounds 

I I earth mound (not midden mound) 

I mound complex 

stone mounds/rock piles 

bumed rock concentrations 

I non - mound earthworks 
I I rock shelter 

II cave 

I I quarrylworkshop 

lidden at site 

\·.1 don't know 

I I absent 

Materials Collected 

~~ 
II ceramics 

I I projectile points! 
base frags. 

I I hafted scrapers 
I I drills 

r I bifaces!biface frags. 

I I unifaces 

1.1 perforators/gravers 

I I spokeshaves 

Total items 

Number 

Page 3 

[1 petroglyph - pictograph 

11 isolated burials «2) 

LI cemetery (>2) 

I I specialized activity sites 

I I rock alignments (tepee rings, etc.) 

I· i histOric farmstead 

I i historic milVindustrial 

I I historic fort 
I. J dugout 

I I historic trash dump 

[J present, earth 

[J present, shell 

LJ present, rock 

~ 

[J scrapers (unshafted) 

o debitage (fikes, cores, 
chunks) 

,.J ground/pecked/battered 
stone 

IJ worked bone/shell 
11 

human bone 
lJ faunal remains 
'·1 floral remains 
I I other prehistOric 
I I historic (describe) 

Number 

Briefly describe diagnostic artifacts including type names. Attach outine drawings 

Materials observed but not collected. 

two foundations, a horse water trough, and a corral 



I 
1 

Name and address of other collections from site 

N/A 

rtifact Repository 

Name of institution where artifacts are to be stored 

Photos 

I I black and white 

[J color 

Name and address of institution where photos' are filed 

CAS Norman, OK 

__ no. of pictures 

_6_ no. of pictures 

:vidence of Recent Vandalism Observed: [Xl no Dyes 

• 
;ite Condition: -.:...7_ 

1. apparently undisturbed 5. 76 - 99% disturbed 

2. <25% disturbed 6. totally destroyed 

3. 26 - 50% disturbed 7. disturbed, % unknown 

4. 51 - 75% disturbed 

~ajor Land Use: 

cultivated field modem cemetery I I commercial 
I pasture I I mining I I military 

1·1 woods, forest I I inundated I I logging/fire break 

road/trail I I industrial I I scrub/secondary growth/ 

ditch/dike/barrow pit reSidential old field 

landfill I I recreation I I modem dump 

~ Other 

Page 4 
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\ 

. Amount of Ground Surface Visible: 2 

1. <10% 

2. 11 - 25% 

. 3. 26-50% 

4. 51-75% 

Survey Conditions (wet, dry, sunny, ground coverage, etc.): 

sunny and dry, surface visibility obscured by leaf litter 

:!hysiographic Division: _4_ 

1. High Plains 6. Sandstone Hills 

2. Gypsum Hills 7. Prairie Plains 

3. Wichita Mtns. 8. Ozark Plateau 

4. Red Bed Plains 9. Ouachita Mtns. 

5. Arbuckle Mtns. 10. Red River Plains 

'. Landfomn Type: _4_ 

1. Floodplain 4. Dissicated Uplands 

5. 76-90% 

6. 91 -100% 

2. Terrace 5. Undissecated Uplands 

3. Hillside - Valley wall 

I. Locality Type (specific site setting): _6_ 

• 1. Level 5. Mesa 

2. Knoll- low land 6. Slope 

3. Blowout 7. Bluff Crest 

4. Ridge - Upland 8. Bluff Base 

l. Soils (if known) 

_________ Association,---------.Series---------Type 

Page 5 

J. 1100 Elevation amsl "'5.:.:tO:...1.:.:5'--___ Slope (degrees);:..:w.:.:e;.;::s.:,.t _____ slope facing 
direction 

I. Natural Vegetation: _2_ 

1. short grasses 6. mesquite 
2. mixed grasses 7. juniper - pinion 
3. tall grasses 8. oak - hickory forest 
4. cross - timber 9. oak - pine 
5. shin -oak 10. Loblolly pine forest 

!. Site Area ___ .::2=.0.!:bLy.::;6=.0..:;m~e~te:::r=.s..l(.:.:.12~O~O:...:s~gL:m.:.:)L_ _______________ (square meters) 

Basis for area estimate: _2_ 
1. Taped 3'- guessed 5. alidade/transit 
2. paced 4. range - finder 



j 

Confident of site boundaries rc;J yes U no 

Description of Site: 

I Give physical description of site and its setting, including dimensions, features, 
nature of materials and artifact concentrations. Include copy of U.S.G.S. topographic 
map with site location and boundaries marked. 

.-

This is a historic farmstead site in a wooded setting consisting of two foundations, a 
horse water trough, and a corral located east of a small tributary to Coffee Creek. The 
foundations are constructed mostly of native sandstone with a few unmarked paver 
bricks. The larger foundation has a built-in cellar on the north side. A large sandstone 
block (comerstone) is inscribed Bob Bir? Above and? 1932 below. This foundation 
occupies a relatively flat area approximately 20 by 20 feet in size. East of the larger 
foundation is a half foundation and short walls built into a terrace bank wall. This 
foundation is small, measuring approximately 10 by 12 feet and probably is a cellar or 
storage area. Some sheet metal (uncorrugated) is present in this and the cellar area of 
the house foundation. No additional artifact scatter was observed. Approximately 40 
meters north of the foundations is a concrete horse trough located in a meander of the 
small unnamed drainage to Coffee Creek. It is made of poured concrete about 4 inches 
thick, about 3 by 3 by 6 feet and has no other distinguishing characters. East of the 
horse trough is a remains of a corral with modem gates that may receive intermittent 
use. A 1957 aerial photograph of the site area (ON-4T -43, dated 7-16-57) shows a 
wooded area with no indication of the site. The wooded area is dense enough to 
obscure the Site area. 

Page 6 
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'. Drainage: --=-5 __ 

1. Arkansas 7. Illinois 13. Poteau 
2. Beaver - N. Canadian 8. Kiamichi 14. Red 
3. Canadian 9. Little R. 15. Salt Fork Arkansas 

(McCurtain Co.) 
4. Caney 10. Muddy Boggy 16. Salt Fork Red 
5. Cimarron 11. Neosho 17. Verdigris 
6. Deep Fork 12. North Fork Red 18. Washita 

-Nearest Natural Source of Water: ......:.1 __ 

1. Permanent stream/creek 6. River 
2. Intermittent stream 7. Slough or oxbow leke 
3. Permanentspring 8. Relic stream channel (if observable) 
4. Intermittant spring/seep/bog 9. Also consider wells if site is historic 

;. Distance to Water (in 10's of meters) _4.:...-______ _ 

. Investigation Type: _1.:....._ 

1. Reconnaissance (survey) 
2. Intensive (survey & testing) 

~ Significance Status; 

I I National Register Property 
I I Eligible for National Register 
I I Nominated to National Register by SHPO 
I I Considered eligible but not nominated by SHPO 
I ,I I nventory Site 
I I National Register status not assessed 

, Discuss the Potential Significance of the Site 

3. Excavated 
4. Volunteered report 

This site may have intact bUried features, it does not appear to have been razed . 

. PUblished or Forthcoming Reports on the Site 

CAS Coyeil Road Improvements 2003 
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION RESOURCE IDENTIFICATION FORM 

TYPE ALL ENTRIES: 

I. PROPERTY NAME: HOUSE A 

2. RESOURCE NAME: HOUSE A 

3. ADDRESS: COLTRANE AVENUE 

4. CITY: EDMOND 

5. VICINITY: 

6. COUNTY: OKLAHOMA 

7. COUNTY CODE: 109 

8. LOT: 

-9. BLOCK: 

10. PLAT NAME: 

II. SECTION: 20 

12. TOWNSHIP: T14N 

13 . RANGE: R2W 

====================================================================== 
14 . RESOURCE TYPE: _--=::B--=:B~U:;IL:!:!;D=:;I~N:.:.;G",--______________ _ 

15. HISTORIC FUNCTION: __ ~O:lA~S~I~N:.:.;G~L~E~D~W~E~L~L~I~N~G~ _____________ __ 

16. CURRENT FUNCTION: 98 VACANT/NOT IN USE 

17. AREA OF SIGNIFICANCE, PRIMARY: 030 ARCHITECTURE 

18. AREA OF SIGNIFICANCE, SECONDARY: 

19. DESCRIPTION OF SIGNIFICANCE: TYPICAL POST WORLD WARII HOUSE 

I 20. DOCUMENTATION SOURCES: 
··1 

====================================================================== 
21. NAME OF PREPARER: ROGER J. BURKHALTER 

22. THEMATIC SURVEY PROJECT:,,-N~O _____ ~PROJECT NAME: 
~ - ------------

23. DATE OF PREPARATION: :=..3:=..0-'MA=cY"--'2'-'0'-"0""3C-.... ____________ _ 

24. PHOTOGRAPHS:~YE~S~ ____ YEAR: ~2~00~3~ __ _ 



~ 

BUILDING CONSTRUCTION DESCRIPTION, 

25. 

26. 

27. 

28. 

29. 

30. 

31. 

32. 

33. 

34. 

35. 

36. 

37. 

38. 

39. 

40. 

41. 

42. 

43. 

ARCHITECT IBU ILDER: ~UN""K~N:!,O::,!W!-,N,--_____________ _ 

YEAR BUILT: ___ C~.~1~9~4~6~ ______ ~ _________ ___ 

ORIGINAL SITE? Y DATE MOVED: 

ACCESSIBLE? __ Y~ ________________________________ ~ ____ ___ 

ARCH I TECTURAL STYLE: _,"-81=-:N~A""T,-,I::.::O""N",AL=--=-F"",OL"",K~ ________ _ 

FOUNDATION MATERIAL: ~6"",5_C"",O,"-N~C~R~E~T~E~ ______________________ _ 

ROOF TYPE: SIDE GABLE 

ROOF MATERIAL: 63 ASPHALT 

WALL MATERIAL, PRIMARY: 20 WOOD 

WALL MATERIAL, SECONDARY: 20 WOOD 

WINDOW TYPE: III HUNG 

WINDOW MATERIAL: 20 WOOD 

DOOR TYPE: ___ S~L=A~B~ ________ ~ _______________________ ___ 

DOOR MATERIAL: ___ 2~0~W~OcO~D~ ________________________ ___ 

EXTERIOR FEATURES: WRAP AROUND DECK 

INTERIOR FEATURES: ______________________________________ _ 

DECORATIVE DETAILS: 

CONDITION OF RESOURCE: 04 POOR 

DESCRIPTION OF RESOURCE (Present and Historic): 
EXTENSIVE ADDITIONS ON NORTH AND SOUTH ENDS OF HOUSE, ALUMINUM 
STORM WINDOWS, GREENHOUSE WINDOW ON SW SIDE. 

44. COMMENTS: 

~ 45. PLACEMENT: 





-, 



HISTORIC PRESERVATION RESOURCE IDENTIFICATION FORM 

TYPE ALL ENTRIES: 

~ 
l. PROPERTY NAME: HOUSE B 

2. RESOURCE NAME: HOUSE B 

3. ADDRESS: COVELL ROAD 

4. CITY: EDMOND 

5. VICINITY: 

6. COUNTY: OKLAHOMA 

7. COUNTY CODE: 109 

8. LOT: 

.9. BLOCK: 

1 10. PLAT NAME: 

11. SECTION: 13 

12. TOWNSHIP: T14N 

~ 13. RANGE: R3W 

====================================================================== 
14. RESOURCE TYPE: B BUILDING 

.1 

15. HISTORIC FUNCTION: 01A SINGLE DWELLING 

16. CURRENT FUNCTION: 01A SINGLE DWELLING 

17. AREA OF SIGNIFICANCE, PRIMARY: 030 ARCHITECTURE 

18. AREA OF SIGNIFICANCE, SECONDARY: 

19. DESCRIPTION OF SIGNIFICANCE: 1920'S FARM? HOUSE 

20. DOCUMENTATION SOURCES: 

====================================================================== 
21. NAME OF PREPARER: ROGER J. BURKHALTER 

22. THEMATIC SURVEY PROJECT:~N~O ________ ~PROJECT NAME: __________ __ 

• 23. DATE OF PREPARATION: ~3~0~MA~Y~2~0~0~3~ ________________________ ___ 

24. PHOTOGRAPHS:~Y~E~S ________ YEAR: ~2~00~3~ __ _ 



I 

1 

1 

. I 

BUILDING CONSTRUCTION DESCRIPTION, 

25. ARCHITECT/BUILDER: ~U~N~K~N~O~W~N ____________________________ __ 

26. YEAR BUILT: ___ C~.~1~9~2~3~ ______________________________ _ 

27. ORIGINAL SITE? Y DATE MOVED: 

28. ACCESSIBLE? __ ~Y ____________________ ~ __________________ __ 

29. ARCHITECTURAL STYLE: __ ~8~1_N~A~T~IO~N~A~L~F~O~L~K~ ________________ _ 

30. FOUNDATION MATERIAL: ~6~5~CO~N~C~R~ET~E=-______________________ _ 

31. ROOF TYPE: SIDE GABLE AND WING 

32. ROOF MATERIAL: __ ~6~3~A~S~P~HA~L~T~ __________________________ _ 

33. WALL MATERIAL, PRIMARY: ~7~2~V~I~N~Y~L~ ____________________ __ 

34. WALL MATERIAL, SECONDARY: __ ~2~0~W~O~O~D ____________________ __ 

35. WINDOW TYPE: __ ~l~/l~H~U~N~G~ ____________________________ ___ 

36. WINDOW MATERIAL: __ ~2~0_W~O~O~D ______________________________ _ 

37. DOOR TYPE: __ ~SL~A~B~ __________________________________ ___ 

38. DOOR MATERIAL: __ ~2~0_W~O~O~D~ ____________________________ ___ 

39. EXTERIOR FEATURES: FULL WIDTH FRONT PORCH 

40. INTERIOR FEATUREs: ______________________________________ _ 

41. DECORATIVE DETAILS: ~H=I~P~P~E~D~GA~B~L~E=_E~N~D~S~ ________________ __ 

42. 

43. 

CONDITION OF RESOURCE: 01 EXCELLENT 

DESCRIPTION OF RESOURCE (Present and Historic): 
VINYL SIDING AND ALUMINUM STORM WINDOWS. 2 SMALL DORMERS ON 
SECOND? FLOOR/ATTIC. VINYL FACED CHIMNEY. PARED WINDOWS ON 
WEST SIDE. 

44. COMMENTS: 

45. PLACEMENT: 
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HISTORIC ~RESERVATION RESOURCE IDENTIFICATION FORM 

TYPE ALL ENTRIES: 

1. PROPERTY NAME: HOUSE C 

2. RESOURCE NAME: HOUSE C 

3. ADDRESS: COVELL ROAD 

4. CITY: EDMOND 

5. VICINITY: 

6. COUNTY: OKLAHOMA 

7. COUNTY CODE: 109 

B. LOT: 

9. BLOCK: 

10. PLAT NAME: 

II. SECTION: 35 

12. TOWNSHIP: T15N 

13. RANGE: R4W 

====================================================================== 
14. RESOURCE TYPE: __ -=B_B~U~I~L~D~I~N~G~ ____________________________ ___ 

15. HISTORIC FUNCTION: __ ~O~lA~~S~IN~G~L~E~D~W~E~L~L~I~N~G~ __________________ __ 

16. CURRENT FUNCTION: __ ~O=lA~~S~IN~G~L=E=-D~W~E~L~L~I~N~G~ __________________ __ 

17. AREA OF SIGNIFICANCE, PRIMARY: 030 ARCHITECTURE 

18. AREA OF SIGNIFICANCE, SECONDARY: 

19. DESCRIPTION OF SIGNIFICANCE: HIGHLY MODIFIED HOUSE 

20. DOCUMENTATION SOURCES: 

====================================================================== 
21. NAME OF PREPARER: ROGER J. BURKHALTER 

22. THEMATIC SURVEY PROJECT:~N~O _________ P~R.OJECT NAME: __________ ___ 

23. DATE OF PREPARATION: ~3~0~MA~Y~2~0~0~3 __________________________ __ 

24. PHOTOGRAPHS :_Y-"'E""S"--___ ---YEAR: ",,2.:::.0.::..03:::.-. __ 



I 

1 

BUILDING CONSTRUCTION DESCRIPTION, 

25. ARCHITECT/BUILDER: ~U~N~K~N~O~W~N _______________________ __ 

26. YEAR BUILT: __ C==-. ...:1:.;:S'-=9'"'S'--______________ _ 

27. ORIGINAL SITE?Y DATE MOVED: 

2S. ACCESSIBLE? __ ~Y _______________ ~ ______________ __ 

29. ARCHITECTURAL STYLE: __ ~S~l~N~A~T~I~ON~A~L~F~O~L~K~ ______________ _ 

30. FOUNDATION MATERIAL: ~6~5~C~O~N~C~R~ET~E=_ ______________ _ 

31. 

32. 

33. 

34. 

35. 

36. 

37. 

3S. 

39. 

ROOF TYPE: GABLE END 

ROOF MATERIAL: 63 ASPHALT 

WALL MATERIAL, PRIMARY: 40 STONE 

WALL MATERIAL, SECONDARY: 20 WOOD 

WINDOW TYPE: 1/1 HUNG 

WINDOW MATERIAL: 20 WOOD 

DOOR TYPE: __ ~S~LA~B~ _________________________ ___ 

DOOR MATERIAL: _....:::.2:::.0_W:.;.O~O=D ____________________________ _ 

EXTERIOR FEATURES: EXTENSIVE MODERN ADDITION 

40. INTERIOR FEATURES: ___________________ _ 

41. DECORATIVE DETAILS: 

42. CONDITION OF RESOURCE: 01 EXCELLENT 

43. DESCRIPTION OF RESOURCE (Present and Historic) : 
THIS IS AN EXTENSIVELY MODIFIED HOUSE WITH A 2 STORY, MODERN 
STYLE ADDITION MATED TO THE NORTH SIDE OF THE HOUSE. 
OUTBUILDINGS INCLUDE A BARN AND WELLHOUSE IN ORIGINAL CONDo 

44. COMMENTS: 

45. PLACEMENT: 
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION RESOURCE IDENTIFICATION FORM 

TYPE ALL ENTRIES: 

~ 
I. PROPERTY NAME: HOUSE D 

2. RESOURCE NAME: HOUSE D 

3. ADDRESS: COVELL ROAD 

4. CITY: EDMOND 

5. VICINITY: 

6. COUNTY: OKLAHOMA 

7. COUNTY CODE: 109 

8. LOT: 

. 9. BLOCK: 

10. PLAT NAME: 

II. SECTION: 14 

12. TOWNSHIP: TlSN 

~ 13. RANGE: R4W 

====================================================================== 
14. RESOURCE TYPE: B BUILDING 

15. HISTORIC FUNCTION: 01A SINGLE DWELLING 

16. CURRENT FUNCTION: 01A SINGLE DWELLING 

1 
17. AREA OF SIGNIFICANCE, PRIMARY: 030 ARCHITECTURE 

18. AREA OF SIGNIFICANCE, SECONDARY: 

-\ 19. DESCRIPTION OF SIGNIFICANCE: 1910'S FARM HOUSE 

J 20. DOCUMENTATION SOURCES: 
I 

-\ 

====================================================================== 
21. NAME OF PREPARER: ROGER J. BURKHALTER 

22. THEMATIC SURVEY PROJECT:=.:N.o::.O ____ ~PROJECT NAME: _____ _ 

~. 23. DATE 0 F PREPARATION; .o::.3.:;:.O--'MA~Y=---=2'_"0'_"0""3 ____________ _ 

2 4 . PHOTOGRAPHS; -"-Y==.E",,S ___ -yEAR: .::;2.:;:.0 ",-0 3"'--__ 



• 
1 
] 
j . 

J 

BUILDING CONSTRUCTION DESCRIPTION, 

25. 

26. 

27. 

28. 

29. 

30. 

31. 

32. 

33. 

34. 

35. 

36. 

37. 

38. 

39. 

40. 

41. 

42. 

43. 

ARCHITECT/BUILDER: ~U~NK~N~O~WN~ __________________________ __ 

YEAR BUILT: __ ~C~.~1~9~1~5~ ____________________________ ___ 

ORIGINAL SITE? Y DATE MOVED: 

ACCESSIBLE? __ ~Y ________________________________________ __ 

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE: __ ~8~1~N~A~T~I~ON~AL~_F~O~L~K~ ________________ _ 

FOUNDATION MATERIAL: ~6~5_C~O~N~C~R~E~T~E~ ____________________ ___ 

ROOF TYPE: SIDE GABLE AND WING 

ROOF MATERIAL: __ ~6~3~A~S~P~HAL~~T~ __________________________ _ 

WALL MATERIAL, PRIMARY: -=2=1~W~EA~T~HE~R~B~O~A~R~D~ ______________ __ 

WALL MATERIAL, SECONDARY: __ ~2~O~W~O~O~D ____________________ __ 

WINDOW TYPE: __ ~12~/~1~2~H~U~N~G~ ______ ~ ________________ ___ 

WINDOW MATERIAL: __ ~2~O_W~O~O~D~ ____________________________ __ 

DOOR TYPE: __ ~S~L~A~B ____________________________________ __ 

DOOR MATERIAL: __ -=2~O~W~O~O~D ______________________________ __ 

EXTERIOR FEATURES: SHED ROOF OVER PORCH 

INTERIOR FEATURES: ____________________________________ ___ 

DECORATIVE DETAILS: EXPOSED RAFTER TAILS 

CONDITION OF RESOURCE: 01 EXCELLENT 

DESCRIPTION OF RESOURCE (Present and Historic): 
SMALLER WINDOWS 6/6. MAY HAVE REPLACEMENT WINDOWS. BRICK 
SINGLE CHIMNEY. OUTBUILDINGS INCLUDE WELL HOUSE, BARN, SILO. 

44. COMMENTS: 

45. PLACEMENT: 
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION RESOURCE IDENTIFICATION FORM 

TYPE ALL ENTRIES: 

l. PROPERTY NAME: HOUSE E 

2. RESOURCE NAME: HOUSE E 

3. ADDRESS: COVELL ROAD 

4. CITY: EDMOND 

5. VICINITY: 

6. COUNTY: OKLAHOMA 

7. COUNTY CODE: 109 

8. LOT: 

9. BLOCK: 

10. PLAT NAME: 

1l. SECTION: 35 

12. TOWNSHIP: T16N 

13. RANGE: R4W 

====================================================================== 
14. RESOURCE TYPE: B BUILDING 

15. HISTORIC FUNCTION: 01A SINGLE DWELLING 

16. CURRENT FUNCTION: 01A SINGLE DWELLING 

17. AREA OF SIGNIFICANCE, PRIMARY: 030 ARCHITECTURE 

18. AREA OF SIGNIFICANCE, SECONDARY: 

19. DESCRIPTION OF SIGNIFICANCE: 1900'S FARM HOUSE 

20. DOCUMENTATION SOURCES: 

====================================================================== 
21. NAME OF PREPARER: ROGER J. BURKHALTER 

22. 

23. 

THEMATIC SURVEY PROJECT:NO PROJECT NAME: 
~--------~ ------------

DATE OF PREPARATION: ::.3:=.O-=::MA=-Y_2=.0~0~3,,--____________ _ 

24. PHOTOGRAPHS :_Y.:..E!:;S~ _____ YEAR: =-2:e.;OO~3e....-__ 
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BUILDING CONSTRUCTION DESCRIPTION, 

25. 

26. 

27. 

28. 

29. 

30. 

31. 

32. 

33. 

34. 

35. 

36. 

37. 

38. 

39. 

40. 

41. 

42. 

43. 

ARCHITECT/BUILDER: ~U~N~KN~OWN~ ____________________________ __ 

YEAR BUILT: __ ~C~.~1~9~0~9~ ____________ ~ ______________ ___ 

ORIGINAL SITE? Y DATE MOVED: 

ACCESSIBLE? __ Y~ ______________________________________ ___ 

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE: __ ~8~1~N~A~T~I~O~N~A~L~F~O~L~K~ ______________ ___ 

FOUNDATION MATERIAL: ~6~5~C~O~N~CR~E~T~E~ ______________________ _ 

ROOF TYPE: . SIDE GABLE AND WING 

ROOF MATERIAL: 63 ASPHALT 

WALL MATERIAL, PRIMARY: ~7~2_V~I~N~Y~L~ ____________________ ___ 

WALL MATERIAL, SECONDARY: __ ~2~0_W~O~O~D~ ____________________ _ 

WINDOW TYPE: ___ 1~/L1~H~U~N~G~ __________________________ ___ 

WINDOW MATERIAL: __ ~2~0_W~O~O~D~ __________________________ __ 

DOOR TYPE: __ ~S~LA~B~ __________________________________ ___ 

DOOR MATERIAL: __ ~2~0_W~O~O~D~ ____________________________ ___ 

EXTERIOR FEATURES: SHED ROOF OVER PORCH 

INTERIOR FEATURES: ____________________________________ ___ 

DECORATIVE DETAILS: 

CONDITION OF RESOURCE: 01 EXCELLENT 

DESCRIPTION OF RESOURCE (Present and Historic) : 
ALUMINUM STORM WINDOWS, WINDOWS SMALL FOR HOUSE AND MAY BE 
REPLACEMENT. DECK ON BACK OF HOUSE (FACING COVELL ROAD). TWO 
CHIMNEYS. 

44. COMMENTS: 

45. PLACEMENT: 
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION RESOURCE IDENTIFICATION FORM 

TYPE ALL ENTRIES: 

l. PROPERTY NAME: HOUSE F 

2. RESOURCE NAME: HOUSE F 

3. ADDRESS: 20800 N MAY AVE 

4. CITY: EDMOND 

5. VICINITY: 

6. COUNTY: OKLAHOMA 

7. COUNTY CODE: 109 

8. LOT: 

9. BLOCK: 

10. PLAT NAME: 

1I. SECTION: 35 

12. TOWNSHIP: T16N 

13. RANGE: R4W 

====================================================================== 
14. RESOURCE TYPE: _~B_B"",U::<.I::;L:!;D""I"-,N",,G=--______________ _ 

15. HISTORIC FUNCTION: _~O~lA~S~IN~G~L~E~D~W~E~L~L~I~N~G~ _________ _ 

16. CURRENT FUNCTION: _~O"",lA,",-""S"",IN,-,-G""L,",E=--:D::.:W""E~L;:.;:L::..:I::.:N.:.:G,--_________ _ 

17. AREA OF SIGNIFICANCE, PRIMARY: 030 ARCHITECTURE 

18. AREA OF SIGNIFICANCE, SECONDARY: 

19. DESCRIPTION OF SIGNIFICANCE: 1920'S CRAFTSMAN STYLE 
FARM HOUSE 

20. DOCUMENTATION SOURCES: 

====================================================================== 
21. NAME OF PREPARER: ROGER J. BURKHALTER 

22. THEMATIC SURVEY PROJECT:~N~O ______ ~PROJECT NAME: __________ _ 

23. DATE OF PREPARATION: ~3~0_MA~Y~2~0~0~3=--_______ ~ _______________ _ 

24. PHOTOGRAPHS:--=.Y.::.E"'-S ____ YEAR: .:::.20"-0:;..:3"--__ 
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BUILDING CONSTRUCTION DESCRIPTION, 

25. ARCHITECT /BUILDER: ~U.!!N.!!KN~O~W~N:!.-_____________ _ 

26. YEAR BUILT: _....:C~. -,1=..:9~2:..!:2,--______________ _ 

27. ORIGINAL SITE? Y DATE MOVED: 

28 .. ACCESSIBLE? __ ~Y _________________________ __ 

29. 

30. 

3l. 

32. 

33. 

34. 

35. 

36. 

I 37. 

38. 

39. 

40. 

4l. 

42. 

43. 

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE: 65 BUNGALOW/CRAFTSMAN 

FOUNDATION MATERIAL: ~6~5_C~O~N~C~R.!!E~T~E~ ________________ _ 

ROOF TYPE: SIDE GABLE AND WING 

ROOF MATERIAL: 63 ASPHALT 

WALL MATERIAL, PRIMARY: 40 STONE 

WALL MATERIAL, SECONDARY: 20 WOOD 

WINDOW TYPE: 4/1 HUNG 

WINDOW MATERIAL: 20 WOOD 

DOOR TYPE: __ -SS~LA~B ______________________ __ 

DOOR MATERIAL: __ -=2~0~W~O~O~D _______________________ _ 

EXTERIOR FEATURES: SHED ROOF OVER PORCH 

INTERIOR FEATURES: _____________________________ _ 

DECORATIVE DETAILS: .8TARBURST PATTERN IN GABLE 

CONDITION OF RESOURCE: 01 EXCELLENT 

DESCRIPTION OF RESOURCE (Present and Historic): 
ALUMINUM STORM WINDOWS, VERTICLE DIVIDED LIGHTS IN UPPER SASH 
OF WINDOW. ROCK SINGLE CHIMNEY. 

44. COMMENTS: 

I 45. PLACEMENT: 
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Solicitation Letter and Responses 
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~TR1AD DESIGN GROUP 

v1r. Gary McAdams, President 
Nichita and Affiiated Tribes 
).0. Box 729 
~nadarko, OK 73005 

'larch 11,. 2003 

~e: Covell Road Improvement Project; Edmond, Oklahoma 

)ear President McAdams: 

rriad Design Group, acting as agent on behalf of The City of Edmond and Oklahoma County, is soliciting 
:omments on the proposed widening of Covell Road in Oklahoma County, Oklahoma. This project Is In 
he early stages of development and any comments relative to the social, economic, or environmental 
!ffect of this proposal will be appreciated. 

rhe project extends approximately 9.25 miles from roughly .25 miles east of Sooner Road to State 
iighway 74. The project segment located within the Corporate Limits of the aty of Edmond (7.25-
niles) includes widening the existing two-lane Covell Road facility into a four-lane separated boulevard 
vith multipurpose paths on both sides. The project segment located within the unincorporated area of 
~ahoma County (2.0-miles) includes widening the existing roadway to a four-lane open section facility. 
~dditional right-of-way will be required. Enclosed you will find a map showing the project vicinity and 
!nvironmental corridor extents. . 

-0 allow adequate time for evaluation of your comments or suggestions, we would appreciate receiving 
'our comments within 15 days from the date of this letter. Your writtefl,comments should be directed 
0: Randy Maxey at Triad Design Group, 14313 North May Avenue, Oklahoma City, OK 73134. 

Ve sincerely solicit your cooperation In this matter and should you desire additional information, please 
ontact Mr. Maxey by telephone at 405-752-2266 ext. 223 or by email at rmaxey@triaddesigngroup.com. 

lincerely, 
'riad Design Group 

\2--~. fv\-t--.. 
~andy Maxey 
:nvironmental Compliance Coordinator 

jnc. 

lCHITECTURE ENGINEERING PLANNING 

14313 N, May Avenue • Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 731~ • 405/752-1122 • Fax 405/752-8855 
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OFFICE OF THE MAYOR' 24 East First· P. O. Box 2970 • Edmond, Oklahoma 73083-2970 • (405) 359-4500 
March 18, 2003 

Triad Design Group 
Mr. Randy Maxey 
Environmental Compliance coordinator 
14313 N. May Avenue 
Oklahoma City, OK 73134 

Dear Mr. Maxey, 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed widening of Covell Road in 
Edmond and Oklahoma County. Population growth has been occurring along this major 
transportation corridor in Edmond and our forecasts indicate this trend to continue in 
the future. The city of Edmond and Oklahoma County are partnering in a proactive 
manner to provide area residents and businesses the best transportation network 
possible. 

The proposed 4-lane separated parkway facility in Edmond city limits will provide for 
maximum safety of the traveling public with bicycle and pedestrian trails incorporated a 
safe distance from vehicular traffic. Further, this project will bring an economic benefit 
to the Covell area by increasing the capacity of this corridor that is served by a full 
interchange at Interstate 35 on the east end and proposed state improvements to S.H. 74 
on the west end. As always, the environment of the existing neighborhoods should be 
considered in the design process so as to minimize the impact of this project, with 
appropriate consideration of cost versus benefit. 

If I can help you further please do not hesitate to contact me. You can leave a voice mail 
for me anytime at 359-4760. 

Respectfully, 

.~~ 
Saundra Naifeh 
Mayor 

Committed to enhancing the quality of life through quality public services. ~ 
TREE CI1Y USA. 
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Oklahoma Historical Society Founded May 27. 1893 

State Historic Preservation Office. 2704 vma Prom' Shepherd Mall. Oklahoma City. OK 73107-2441 

Telephone 405/521-6249 • Fax 405/947-2918 

March 26, 2003 

Mr. Randy Maxey 
Environmental Compliance Coordinator 
Triad Design Group 
14313 N. May Ave. 
Oklahoma city, OK 73134 

RE: File #1018-03; Edmond Improvements to Covell Road 

Dear Mr. Maxey: 

We have received the documentation submitted concerning the above 
referenced project in Oklahoma County_ 

.We are unable to process your request for review at this time and ask 
that you supply a completed Historic Preservation Resource Identifi
cation Form and appropriate photographs for each of the structures to 
be affected by the project, OR a letter indicating that there are no 
structures on the site and that none have been removed in the recent 
past, in anticipation of this project. 

NOTE: If properties within the area of potential affect are less than 
• 45 years old, Historic Preservation Resource Identification Forms and 

photos are not required. However, your review request must include 
the address and date of construction of each property. 

If properties within the area of potential affect are 45 years old or 
older, and you do not have Historic Preservation Resource Identifica
tion Forms and the Review and Compliance Manual, please call or writ.e 
to request these from our office. 

If you have any questions regarding this request, you may reach me at 
405/521-6381. Your response must reference the above underlined file 
number. Thank you. 

sincerely, 

(/1~ s. l~~1-
C~arles Wallis, RPA 
Historical Archaeologist 

CW:bh 
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United States Department of the Interior 

IN REPLY REFER TO: 

Natural Resources 

Mr. Randy Maxey 

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 
Southern Plains Regional Office 

P.O. Box 368 
Anadarko, Oklahoma 73005 

Environmental Compliance Coordinator 
Triad Design Group 
14313 N. May Avenue 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73134 

Dear Mr. Maxey: 

":l I Thank you for the opportunity to review the proposed widening of Covell Road by the City of 

I 
i 

Edmond, O\dahoma relative to potential social, economic, or environmental effects. This office 
has no issues regarding the proposed project. 

The Regional Archeologist has reviewed the documentation describing the proposed project and 
the location map and a topographic map of the project and notes that archeological remains could 
be encountered at the locations where Covell Road crosses several streams. However, you 
should rely on the recommendations of the State Archeologist and the State Historic Preservation 
Officer regarding information needs to comply with the National Historic Preservation Act, if it 
applies. It is recommended that you also consult with the Wichita and Affiliated Tribes 
regarding any concerns they might have regarding areas of special concerns regarding their 
cultural history as the proposed project might affect them. 
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DUANE A. SMITH 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 

March 10,2003 

Randy Maxey 
Triad Design Group 
14313 N. May Avenue 
Oklahoma City, OK 73134 

STATE OF OKLAHOMA 
WATER RESOURCES BOARD 

Re: Widening of Covell Road in Oklahoma County 

Dear Mr. Maxey: 

BRAOHENRY 
GOVERNOR 

The City of Edmond and Oklahoma County participate in the National Flood Insurance 
Program and are required to enforce a flood loss reduction ordinance. This ordinance 
requires any proposed development to be reviewed by the official, local floodplain 
administrator (FPA). Please notify the local official in Edmond and Oklahoma County 
about these proposed developments. The Edmond FPA is Mrs. Nancy Kennedy, PO 
Box 2970, Edmond, OK 73083 or by calling (405) 359-4772 and/or Ms. Ruth Walters, 
320 RobertS. Kerr, Ste. 101, Oklahoma City, OK 73102 or by calling (405) 713-1357. 

Also, if any proposed floodplain development may fall on state owned or operated 
property in a floodplain a permit from the Oklahoma Water Resources Board is required. 
Chapter 55, the rules pertaining to this requirement and a permit application for such can 
be obtained from the OWRB web site at http://www.owrb.state.ok.us. "Development' 
means any man-made change to improved or unimproved real estate, including but not 
limited to buildings or other structures, mining, dredging, filling, grading, paving, 
excavation or drilling operations or storage of equipment or materials. 

If you have any questions, please contact me at (405) 530-8800. 

Sincerely, 

LL -K {;t1~~t" 
W. Kenneth Morris, C.F.M. 
State Floodplain Manager Coordinator 

cc:Nancy Kennedy 
Ruth Walters 

3800 N. CLASSEN BOULEVARD. OKLAHOMA CITY. OKlAHOMA 73118 • TELEPHONE (405) 530·8800 • FAX (405) 530·8900 
Grady Grandstaff, Chairman • Richard C. Sevenoaks, Vice Chairman • EIvin MltcheU, Secretary 

Lonnie L Farmer • Richard McDonald • Bill Secrest • Wendell Thomasson • Harry CUIrle • Glenn Sharp 

OR~FII~ 
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March 14,2003 

" Triad Design Group 
Mr. Randy Maxey 
Environmental Compliance Coordinator 
14313 N. May Avenue 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73134 

Dear Mr. Maxey:· 

I received your letter, dated March 12, 2003, concerning the widening of Covell Road 
between Portland Ave. a nd Sooner Rd., of which two miles are within unincorporated 
Oklahoma County. As we discussed today on the telephone, a portion of the above
mentioned two miles is located in a FEMA designated floodplain and floodway. The 
FEMA map number is 401 09C0062G Panel Number 62, effective date July 2, 2002. You 
will be required by the Oklahoma County Floodplain Regulations and FEMA regulations 
to perform a HEC II stody of the area and present it to the Oklahoma County Floodplain 
Management Board. for approval prior to submitting the stody to FEMA for final 
approval. If FEMA approves your application, we request that you work very closely 
with the County Engineer and the District #3 Highway Superintendent while making the 
proposed improvements. 

Please contact me if you have any questions. 

~:l~ 
Ruth Walters 
County Planner and Floodplain Manager 

cc: Ray Reaves, County Engineer and Gerald Wright, District #3 Highway 
Superintendent . 
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~ TRIAD DESIGN GROUP 

Ms. Marylou Drywater, Field Station Manager 
Bureau of Land Management 
Oklahoma Resouces Area 
221 North Service Road 
Moore, OK 73160-4946 

Fehru , .. , I?Sl ?nn3 
--..... , '''U 1 "'- .... , ............ 

Re: Covell Road Improvement Project; Edmond, Oklahoma 

Dear Ms. Drywater: 
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Triad Design Group, acting as agent on behalf of The City of Edmond and Oklahoma County, is soliciting 
comments on the proposed widening of Covell Road in Oklahoma County, Oklahoma. This project is in 
the early stages of development and any comments re.lative to the social, economic, or environmental 
effect of this proposal will be appreciated. 

The project extends approximately 9.25 miles from roughly .25 miles east of Sooner Road to State 
Highway 74., The project segment located within the Corporate Limits of the City of Edmond (7.25-
miles) indudes widening the existing two-lane Covell Road facility into a four-lane separated boulevard 

~ with multipurpose paths on both sides. The project segment located within the unincorporated area of 
Oklahoma County (2.G-miles) indudes widening the existing roadway to a four-lane open section facility. 
Additional right-of-way will be required. Endosed you will find a map showing the project vicinity and 
environmental corridor extents. 

To allow adequate time for evaluation of your comments or suggestions, we would appreCiate receiving 
your comments within 15 days from the date of this letter. Your written comments should be directed 
to: Randy Maxey at Triad Design Group, 14313 North May Avenue, Oklahoma Oty, OK 73134. 

We sincerely solicit your cooperation in this matter and should you desire additional information, please 
contact Mr. Maxey by telephone at 405-752-2266 ext. 223 or by email at rmaxey@triaddesigngroup.com. 

Sincerely, ~ I ~ ~~f~~;%~:r1~1 
Triad Design Group Ii iE'S...., ~; '\'i 'f. ~: 1""11 . ~ 

I i;l 0 i:: '" ;; '\. ,~'<\! : ~~ 
~"'" ~ f') " .. I'~ ,.. oN A"\. . i') 
"> .:. l'" ....., ".,., ~ \ I !i 

12_ ~ '-', IV\. ,~. l! ~ ~~ :~ ~ ;;I .~, f; ~ ~ I ~i 
~I t"' Q -::'.;; ( ~; .; .'\::' •. q ! 1!1 

Randy Maxey ~ .5 -.! -, ,'," " ,," ", ~ "., \ , 
Environmental Compliance Coordinator ; ~ U f~'~ .,?~.~ t \:\~ ~ II 

E lJ{ :9 ~ ~'~ 
nco t::'~;;**z"Qt -#£-'~~43'a:~~~~~ 

~CHlTEcruRE ENGINEERING PLANNING 

14313 N. May Avenue • Oklahoma Oty; Oklahoma 73134 • 405/752-1122 • Fax 405/752-8855 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, TULSA DISTRICT 

1645 SOUTH 101 ST EAST AVENUE 
TULSA, OKLAHOMA 74128·4609 

March ~4, 2003 

Planning, Environmental, and Regulatory Division 
Regulatory Branch 

Mr. Randy Maxey 
Triad Design Group 
14313 North May Avenue 
·Oklahoma City, OK 73134 

Dear Mr. Maxey: 

Please reference your letter dated February 28, 2003, 
soliciting comments on the proposed widening of Covell Road in 
Oklahoma County, Oklahoma. We have reviewed the submitted data 
relative to section 404 of the Clean water Act (CWA). 

There are numerous bridges, reinforced box culverts, and pipe 
culverts along the corridor of the existing roadway. The 
placement dredged or fill material associated with widening or 
replacing of the existing creek crossing would require further 
review by the Corps of Engineers. Additional information on the 
project's design, scope, construction methods, and purpose is 
needed in order to determine what level of Department of the Army 
(DA) authorization is required. 

We have found that it is usually in the applicant's best 
interest to submit that data in a formal permit application. 
Should an individual permit be required, we can then begin 
processing your request immediately. 

Enclosed is a packet that contains the information needed to 
apply for a DA permit. The processing time for noncontroversial 
applications is approximately 60 to 90 days. 

Your request has been assigned Identification Number ~2882. 
Please refer to this number during future correspondence. If 
further assistance is reauired, contact Mr. Michael Ware at 
9~8-669-76~9. -

Sincerely, 

~.At. 4~); :2fl' 4" ~ ~ 
l.;~ D. Hogue, P.E. ,~ 
Chief, Planning, Environmental, 

and Regulatory Division 
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DEPARTMENT OF ARMY 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, TULSA DISTRICT 

1645 SOUTH 101 ST EAST AVENUE 
TULSA, OKLAHOMA 74128-4609 

March 19, 2003 

Planning, Environmental, and Regulatory Division 
Planning Branch 

Mr.· Randy Maxey 
Environmental Compliance Coordinator 
Triad Design Group 
14313 North May Avenue 
Oklahoma City, OK 73134 

Dear Mr. Maxey: 

This is in response to your February 28, 2003, letter 
requesting our input regarding flood plain concerns for the 
proposed widening of 9.25. miles of Covell Road in Oklahoma 
County. If there are any wetland or Section 404 permit issues 
to be addressed, that information will come from our Regulatory 
Branch under separate cover. 

The widening project would result in seven creek crossings -
six in Edmond and one in Oklahoma County. The project must be 
designed and constructed so that there is no significant 
increase in flood hazard and must comply with all local, State, 
and Federal flood plain ordinances. If there are any other 
activities, such as temporary fill, this must be done in a 
manner that would not adversely effect .flooding. 

Please feel free to contact this office when you have more 
detailed plans for this project. If you have questions, please 
call Mr. Joe Remondini, Flood Plain Management Services Program 
Manager at 918-669-7197. 

Sincerely, 

.~ "-/O\)~' 
~~Planning, Environmental, 

and Regulatory Division 
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March 6, 2003 

Oklahoma Archeological Sur 

Randy Maxey 
Triad Design Group 
14313 N. May Avenue 
Oklahoma City, OK 73134 

THE UNIVERSI1Y OF OKLAHOMA 

RE: Triad Design Group for the City of Edmond and Okiahoma County: proposed Covell Road 
improvement project (9.25 miles of Covell Road). 
Legal Description: Section 13 and 24 Tl4NR4W; Section 13-24 TI4NR3W; Section 17-20 T14N RZW, 

. 1M, Oklahoma County, Oklahoma. 

Dear Mr. Maxey: 

The Community Assistance Program staff of the Oklahoma State Archeological Survey has reviewed the 
above referenced project in order to identify potential areas that may contain prehlstoric or historic 
archaeological materials (historic properties). The location of your project has been crosschecked with the 
state site files containing approximately 14,000 archaeological sites which are currently recorded for the 
state of Oklahoma. Sites are listed in your project area (340K165), and based on the topographic and 
hydrologic setting of your project, archaeclogical materials are likely to be encountered. An 
archaeological field inspection is therefore considered necessary prior to project constroction in 
order to identify significant archaeological resonrces that may exist in your area. Please contact this 
office at (405) 325-7211 if you require additional information on this project. 

This environmental review and evaluation is performed in order to locate, record, and preserve Oklahoma's 
prehlstoric and historic cultural heritage in cooperation with the State Historic Preservation Office, 
Oklahoma Historical Society. In addition to our review comments, under 36CFR Part 800.3 you are 
reminded of your responsibility to consult with the appropriate Native American tribe/groups to identify 
any concerns they may have pertaining to this undertaking and potential impacts to properties of traditional 

~d1or ceremonial value. Thank you for your coopera:~ /~~ / 

Smcerely, if}:d/,/'- .~ 'l.//.~ 

1@JrApll&1iY\clWtV-Pov:j/'i,;,,{/'tl.W(7?-d..-
. SIllith 0 Robert L. Brooks 

S Archaeologist State Archaeologist 

:adb 

cc: SHPO 

111 E. Chesapeake, Room 102, Norman, Oklahoma 73019'5111 PHONE: (405) 325-7211 FAX: (405) 325-7604 
A UNIT OF ARTS AND SCIENCES SERVING THE PEOPLE OF OKLAHOMA 
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~NRCS 
Natural Resources Conservation Service 
Oklahoma C)l>: Field Office 
1120NW63 St.,SutteGl0l 
Oklahoma City, OK 73116-6500 
Telephone (405) 843-5031 

March 21,2003 

Randy Maxey 
Triad Design Group 
14313 N. May Avenue 
OKC, OK 73134 

Dear Mr. Maxey: 

United States Peparbnent of Agriculture 

Re: Covell Road Improvement Project 

The area is considered urban, so therefore no Prime and Unique Farmlands exist in the 
designated area. The floodplain has already been determined in that area so please 
contact your local floodplain management board with any proposed construction in this 
area. During construction please install and maintain proper sediment and erosion 
control structures. 

If you have any questions please feel free to call our office at (405) 843-5031. 

Sincerely, 

13eUCf/ !&o 
Becky L. Ross 
District Conservationist 

The Natural Resources Conservation Service provides leade~ship In a pa~ership effort to help people 



BRAD HENRY 
GOVERNOR 

MARY FALLIN 
LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR 

March 21, 2003 

Randy Maxey 

STATE OF OKLAHOMA 

OKLAHOMA CONSERVATION COMMISSION 

E\nvironmentl Compliance Coordinator 
Triad Design Group 
14313 N. may Avenue 
Oklahoma City, OK. 73134 

RE: Covell Road Improvement Project: Edmond, OK. 

Dear Mr. Maxey: 

MIKE THRALLS 
'EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 

BEN POLLARD 
•. -:"" ASSISTANT DIRECTOR 

/<:~ ~:,' : : '>'" 
/ .\,...," .... ",,,,."'\ 

I . " .:\ \\ ;'; ~\ 

( 
.~ prC'···'V'T) \ ,~\ .. ~;~I . - I- . 1_. '-, ._' \ 

1"': MAR 3 1 ;.:8DJ 
\"':: ", 
\' TRIAD DESIGN 

,. GROUP 
' ...... 
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Your request for a wetland detennination for the referenced project, as descn'bed in your letter ofFebrumy 28, 
2003 has been reviewed using the Soil Survey of Oklahoma County. A Port Loam (between May andPenn) was 
identified at the site. This is a possible hydric soil. Due to the potential impact on wetland resources, an on-site 
investigation may be needed. Consequently, your request has been referred to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
for a detenniDation. Their address and phone number is: 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Mr. David Manning 
Chief of Regulatory Branch 
1645 South 101" East Avenue 
Tulsa, OK 74128-4629 
918/669-7400 

If you have any further questions or concerns, please contact me at 405/810-1022. 

SinAre~ --J-{ I 
\jJJ~rVL l? ~tfJ?) 

Christopher R DuBois 
Wetlands Program Coordinator 
5225 N Shartel. STE 102 
Oklahoma City. OK 73118 
4051810-1022 

CRD/gb ,"., . 

cc: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Wetlands File 

2800 NORTH LINCOLN BOULEVARD, SUITE 160 • OKLAH01l-L-\ClTY. OKlAHOMA 731054210 • (405) 521-2384 • FAX (405) 521-6686 

ft 
~~ recycled DaOOI 
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LOll FE CONSERVATION COMMISSION 

Lewis Stiles 
CHAIRMAN 

Mac Maguire 

John S. ~Jack." Zink 
MEMBER 
Harland Stonecipher 
MEMBER 

OKLAHOMA 
BRAD HENRY, GOVERNOR 

GREG O. DUFFY, DIRECTOR 

'ICE CHAIRMAN 
)ougtas $chones 

SECRETARY 
hn O. Groendyke 

MEMBER 

Bruce Mabrey 
MEMBER 

DEPARTMENT OF WILDLIFE CONSERVATION 
Bill Phelps 
MEMBER 

Randy Maxey 
Triad Design Group 
14313 N. May Ave. 
Oklahoma City, OK 73134 

Dear Mr. Maxey, 

1801 N. Uncoln P.O. Box 53465 Oklahoma City, OK 73152 

March 28, 2003 

This responds to your letter of February 28, 2003 requesting information regarding the possible 
presence of state threatened or endangered species as well as any enviromnental impact for the 
following: 

Project: Widening of Covell Road 

Location: City of Edmond, Oklahoma 

Please understand that due to time and personnel constraints this Department has not conducted 
an actual field survey of the proposed site. Therefore, we are unable to provide site-specific 
information. We have reviewed the information provided for this project against our current 
records of state endangered and threatened species. Our records are compatible with the 
Oklahoma Natural Heritage Inventory and it appears that no state listed species would be 
affected. 

Please be sure to contact the US Fish and Wildlife Service's Tulsa office (918-581-7458) to 
determine if any federally-listed species will be affected. For additional information concerning 
sensitive species, we recommend that you contact the Oklahoma Natural Heritage Inventory, 111 
East Chesapeake, Norman, Oklahoma 73019. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Ifwe can be of further assistance, please contact our 
Natural Resources Section at 405-521-4616. 

Natural Resources Biologist 

PH. 521-3651 

AnEqualOpportunityemployer 
Search for the Scissortaii 
on 'Your Statti:: Tax Form 
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ACOG 
ASSOCIATION OF 
CENTRAL 
OKLAHOMA 
GOVERNMENTS 
21 E, Main Street. Suite 100 Oklahoma City. OK 73104-2405 
(405) 234-2264 FAX: (405) 234-2200 TTY: (405) 234-2217 

March 14, 2003 

Randy Maxey 
Triad Group 

www,acogok,org 

14313 North May Avenue 
Oklahoma City, OK 73134 

Dear Mr. Maxey: 

e-mail: acog@acogok.org 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed widening of Covell Road in 
Oklahoma County. As you know, this area has experienced a tremendous amount of 
growth in the past several years and forecasts indicate that development is likely to continue 
into the future. ACOG is encouraged to see that the City of Edmond and Oklahoma County 
are acting in a proactive manner to provide area residents the best street network possible. 

However, the project does reveal some inconsistencies with the 2025 Oklahoma City Area 
Regional Transportation Study (OCARTS) Plan. The OCARTS Plan calls for the future 
widening of Covell Road from two to four lanes between Air Depot Boulevard and Western 
Avenue. The final three miles of this project, from Western Avenue to Portland Avenue, 
are not contained in the OCARTS Plan. At the appropriate time, it will be necessary for 
the sponsoring entity to request an amendment to the OCARTS Plan to include the missing 
three miles if federal funds are to be expended on this proj ect. 

The proposed proj ect also affects several neighborhoods and careful consideration should 
be given to presenn.ng their integrity. Particular attention should be given to noise, traffic 
encroachment, and visual impacts. 

Respectfully, 

Jt!1 
Executive Director 

c: Dawn Sullivan, Oklahoma Department of Transportation 
Jerry Smith, City of Edmond 
Shannon Durnolt, Federal Highway Administration 

Chairman Eddie Reed Vice-Chairman Steve Knox Secretary-Treasurer Willa Johnson Executive Director 
Mayor, Midwest City Councilmember, Edmond Councilmember, Oklahoma City 2ach O. Taylor 
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.TRIAD DESIGN GROUP 

Mr. Jerry Brabander, Reid Supervisor 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
222 South Houston, Ste. A 
Tulsa, OK 74127 

--February 28, 2003 

Re: Covell Road Improvement Project; Edmond, Oklahoma 

Dear Mr. Brabander: 

S Z003 

Triad Design Group, acting as agent on behalf of The City of Edmond and Oklahoma County, is soliciting 
comments on the proposed widening of Covell Road in Oklahoma County, Oklahoma. This project is in 
the early stages of development and any comments relative to the social, economic, or environmental 
effect of this proposal will be appreciated. 

The project extends approximately 9.25 miles from roughly .25 miles east of Sooner Road to State 
Highway 74. The project segment located within the Corporate Umits of the City of Edmond (7.25-
miles) indudes widening the existing two-lane Covell Road facility into a four-lane separated boulevard 
with multipurpose paths on both sides. The project segment located within the unincorporated area of 

1l0klahoma County (2.0-miles) indudes widening the existing roadway to a four-lane open section facility. 
,Additional right-of-way will be required •. Endosed you will find a map showing the project vicinity and 
environmental corridor extents. 

To allow adequate time for evaluation of your comments or suggestions, we would appreciate receiving 
your comments within 15 days from the date of this letter. Your written comments should be directed 
to: Randy Maxey atTriad Design Group; 14313 North May Avenue, Oklahoma Oty, OK 73134. 

We sincerely solicit your cooperation in this matter and should you desire additional information, please 
contact Mr. Maxey by telephone at 405-752-2266 ext. 223 or by email at rmaxey@triaddesigngroup.com. 

Sincerely, 
Triad Design Group 

Randy Maxey 
Environmental Compliance Coordinator 

Enc. 

lCHITECTURE ENGINEERING PLANNING 

14313 N. May Avenue • Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73131 • 405/752-1122 • Fax 405/752-8855 
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BRAD HENRY 
GOVE RNOR JANE A. JAYROE 

[X~CUTIVE DJ RECTOR 

OKLAHOMA TOURISM & RECREATION DEPARTMENT 

March 12, 2003 

Randy Maxey, Environmental Compliance Coordinator
Triad Design Group 
14313 N. May Avenue 
Oklahoma City, OK 73134 

RE: Covell Road Improvement Project--Edmond, OK 

Dear Mr. Maxey: 

We have received your letter regarding the Covell Road pr0j ect and have reviewed it 
relative to the impact on park and recreation properties. There are a number of federally 
assisted parks within Edmond but only one is located adjacent to Covell Road. The Skate 
Park at Mitch Park was developed with assistance through the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund Program. A copy of the 6f-boundary map for the project is attached. 

If any land included within the 6fboundary is needed for right of way expansion, it will 
be considered a conversion and replacement land will need to be identified to mitigate the 
loss. 

Thank you for the opportunity to review this project. If further information is needed, I 
can be reached at 405-521-6891. 

Sincerely, 

Kristina S. Marek, Director 
Research and Development Division 
Alternate State Liaison Officer for the L WCF 

Attachment: 1 

15 NORTH ROBINSON, SUITE 100 OKLAHOMA CITY. OK 73102 • TEL: (<lOS) 521-2413 • FAX: ·(40SJ 522·5354 . WWW.TR.AVELOK.COM 
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Appendix 6 

Public Hearing Notice, Transcript, and Written Comments 
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- , , Public Meeting Materials 



TO: Project Files 

FROM: Randy Maxey, Triad Design Group 

SUBJECT: SunuiJary of Public Meeting held for proposed widening of Covell Road 
in the City of Edmond and Oklahoma County. 

A public meeting to involve concerned citizens in the . development of the proposed 
widening project was held at 7:00 pm, Thursday, April 10, 2003 at Cheyenne Middle 
School in Edmond, Oklahoma. Representatives from the City of Edmond, Oklahoma 
County, ODOT and Triad Design Group were in attendance. Seventeen (17) people 
registered at the meeting. 

The following project officials were in attendance: 

Commissioner Stan Inman - Oklahoma County 
Mr. Gerald Wright - Oklahoma County 
Mr. Steve Manek - City of Edmond 
Mr. Robert Rodriguez - Federal Highway Administration 
Ms. Souzan Bahavar - Federal Highway Administration 

. Ms. Aaron Adel - Triad Design Group 
Mr. Joe Davis - Triad Design Group 
Mr. Randy Maxey - Triad Design Group 

Ms. Aaron Adel, with Triad Design Group, opened the meeting, introduced Mr. Maxey 
and Mr. Davis as the other presenters for the public meeting and provided a brief itinerary 
of how the meeting would be structured. She then introduced Mr. Randy Maxey, with 
Triad Design Group, who presented the environmental clearance process and those 
aspects, which will be addressed. Mr. Joe Davis, with Triad Design Group made a 
presentation of the engineering· design considerations associated with the proposed 
project. 

The following is a brief summary of the oral comments and questions received: 

• A question was raised about the level of impact the Railroad Underpass 
will have on the proposed development at the comer of Thomas Drive and 
Covell Road. Mr. Davis responded by explaining that the underpass cut 
section does not extend that far west. 

• A question was raised about the areas where existing neighborhoods abut 
Covell Road in a manner that the desired typical section will not 
logistically fit. Mr. Davis stated that those areas would be addressed and 
that the facility may have to be narrowed by eliminating or narrowing the 
median to avoid. greater impacts to the residences. Mr. Davis then 



• 

explained that in the areas where new residential developments have 
recently been constructed the developers have been aware of the proposed 
widening project and have agreed to set aside plenty of right-of-way in 
order to facilitate the project. 

A question was raised regarding the schedule of the project. Mr. Davis 
asked Mr. Steve Manek with the City of Edmond to address this question. 
Mr. Manek stated that after the underpass was completed, according to 
traffic projections, the section from Santa Fe to Broadway would likely be 
the first section of Covell to be widened. Then the City would have to 
examine which areas of the facility would next require improvements. 

No written comments were received. 

Ms. Ade1 concluded the meeting by stating that all written comments would be analyzed 
and taken into consideration for the proposed project. The meeting was adjourned at 9:00 
p.m. with City of Oklahoma City and Triad Design Group representatives being made 
available to answer additional questions. 
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tlnO It ClftlCUlr DecaUSE 
.. ______ • _ .... .: .. ~i~~b~I_tx.. __ ,!~~hltettura.1 

STATE OF OKLAHOMA, } 
COUNTY OF OKLAHOMA SS. 

jFIffiOallit of j9ub[j(ation 
Helen L. Boswell , of lawful age, being first 

Class. Counter Rep 
duly $worn, upon oath deposes and says that he Is the -,-:--;--:--:-;----;--:-;-;--7:':
of The Oklahoma Publishing Company, a corporation, which is the publisher of the 

The Daily Oklahoman (Metro) which Is a daily newspaper 
of general cIrculation In the State of Oklahoma. and which Is a daily newspaper 
published In Oklahoma County and having paid general circulation thinel"; that 
said newspaper has bean continuously and uninterruptedly published in said coun· 
ty and state for a period of more than one hundred and four consecutive weeks 
next prior to the first publication of the notice attached hereto, and that said notice 
was published in the following Issues of said newspaper, namely: 

March 27, 2003 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 31st 

day of March 20 03 

!:o~J O. ~..aJh1) 
if Notary Public 

My commission expires 9 "'dD~f)y 
GOOJ3~lf 
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING 

All interested parties are hereby given notice that the City of Edmond and Oklahoma County District 
3, in cooperation with the Oklahoma Department of Transportation (ODOT), proposes to widen and 
reconstruct Covell Road from State Highway 74 to Interstate 35. The consulting firm Triad Design 
Group, hired by The City and County to perform an environmental analysis of the proposed 
improvements, has scheduled a public meeting to discuss the project. . 

The project extends approximately 9.25 miles from roughly .25 miles east of Sooner Road to State 
Highway 74. The project segment located within the Corporate Limits of the City of Edmond (7.25-
miles) includes widening the existing two-lane Covell Road facility into a four-lane separated 
boulevard with multipurpose paths on both sides. The project segment located within the 
unincorporated area of Oklahoma County (2.0-miles) includes widening the existing roadway to a 
four-lane open section facility. 

The public meeting will be held at 7:00 pm, Thursday April 10, 2003 in the cafeteria of Cheyenne 
Middle School, located at 1271 West Covell Road in Edmond, Oklahoma. Representatives from The 
City, County, ODOT and Triad Design Group will be in attendance. Concemed citizens will have the 
opportunity to comment on the potential social, economic, and environmental impacts associated with 
the project. 

Questions prior to the meeting may be directed to Mr. Randy Maxey at (405) 752-2266 extension 223. 
Written statements and other exhibits regarding the location and major design features of the proposed 
project may be submitted through May 10, 2003 to Mr. Maxey at Triad Design Group, 14313 North 
May Avenue, Oklahoma City, OK 73l34. 

The City of Edmond, as well as Oklahoma County, strives to accommodate the needs of all citizens, 
including those who may be disabled .. If you would like to attend this meeting but find it difficult 
because of a disability, architectural barrier, or another special need, please contact Mr. Maxey at the 
above number. We will make a sincere effort to resolve the problem. If you require a sign-language 
interpreter at the meeting, please notify Mr. Maxey in writing at Triad Design Group at the above 
address no later than April I, 2003. 

TRIAD DESIGN GROup· 

To be published in the Edmond Sun, Daily Oklahoman, and the Journal Record, on Thursday, March 
27,2003 .. 
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Proof Copy 
Attn: RANDY MAXEY 

FAX: (405) 752-8855 maxey@triaddesigngroup.com 

From: Pa :ricia (Pat) Wheat 
Telephone: (405) 341-2121 Ext. 203 
Fax: (4051 340·7363 
E·mall: lelals@edmondsun.com 
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 2470 

Edmond, OK 73083 

The followir. g is a copy of the legal document )'ou h:!ve 
requested 1) be publi&hed in Thl Edmond SUit 
newspaper. 1 lease verlfy me public;ltion da1e(8). nll.me(s). 
nod numbers. 

Custc mer Number: 04100320·000 
t>.d Number: 04512671 

... Pric I of this publication to run on 
March 27, 2003 Is: $40.25 

This Inform atian Is given to you for your records 
and/or so y)U may bill your client if you so desire. 
Invoice Will be mailed 10 you aflor the , st of next 
month. 
•• •••••••••••••••••••• • •••• ••• ••••••••••• 1 

Please clll this office before 1:00 p.m. 
March 26 2003 If you have any questions 
Qr want Bny changes made before 
publicatio.1. 

Tbankyplt. 
"UblAN ••• _. *u*.a.*.*.UA .......... A." 

Published In The Edmond Sun, Edmond, 
Oklahoma 73034, March 27, 2003. 

NOTICE OF PUBUC MEETING 
All interested Parties are hereby given 

notice that the City of Edmond and Oklahoma 
County District 3, In cooperation with the 
Oklahoma Department of Transportation 
(ODOT), proposes to widen and reconstruct 
Covell Road from State Highway 74 to 
Interstate 35. The consulting firm Triad Design 
Group, hired by The City and County to 
perform an environmental analysis of the 
proposed Improvements, has scheduled a 
public meeting to discuss the project. 

The project extends approximately 9.25 
miles from roughly 25 miles east of Sooner 
Roed to State Highway 74. The project 
segment located within the Corporate Limits of 
the City of Edmond. (7.25 miles) includes 
widening the existing two-lane Covell Road 
facility Into a four·lane separated boulevard 
with multipurpose paths on both sides. The 
project segment located within the 
unincorporated area of Oklahoma County (2.0-
miles) Includes widening the existing roadway 
to a four-lane open section faCility. 

The public meeting will be held et 7:00 pm, 
Thursday April 10, 2003 in the oafeterla of 
Cheyenne Middle Sohool, located at 1271 
West Covell Road In Edmond, Oklahoma. 
Representatives from The City County, OOOT 
and Triad Design Group will be in attendance. 
Concerned citizens will have the opportunity to 
comment on the potential social, economic, 
and environmental impacts associated with the 
project. 

Questions prior to the meeting may be 
directed to Mr. Randy Maxey at (405) 752· 
2266 extension 223. Written statements and 
other exhibits regarding the location and major 
design features of the proposed project may be 
submitted through May 10, 2003 to Mr. Maxey 
at Triad Design Group, 14313 North May 
Avenue, Oklahoma City. OK 73134. 

The City of Edmond. as well as Oklahoma 
County, strives to accommodate the needs of 
all citizens including those who may be 
disabled. If you would like to attend this 
meeting, but find II difficult because of a 
disability, architectural barrier, or another 
special need, please contact Mr. Maxey at the 
above number, We will make a sincere effort to 
resolve the problem. If you require a sign· 
language Interpreter at the meeting, please 
notify Mr. Maxey in writing at Triad Design 
Group at the above address no later than April 
1,2003. 
TRIAD DESIGN GROUP 
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING 
All Interested Parties are hereby given 

notice that the City of Edmond and Okla
homa County District ·3. In cooperallon 
wllh the Oklahoma Department of Trans
portation (ODOn. proposes to widen and 
reconstruct Covell Road from State High
way 74 to Interstate 35. The consulting 
arm Triad Design Group. hired by The City 
and County to perform an environmental 
analysis of Ihe proposed Improvements. 
has Scheduled a public meeting to discuss 
the project. 

The project extends approximately 9.25 
miles from roughly 25 miles east of Soon~ 
er Roaa to State Highway 74. The project 
segment located within the Corporate LIm
its of Ihe City of Edmond (7.25 miles) In
cludes widening the existing two-lane 
Covell Road facility Into a four-fane sepa
rated boulevard with multipurpose paths 
on both sides. The project segment locat
ed within the unincorporated area of Okla
homa County (2.0-mnes) Includes widen
Ing the existing roadway to a four-lane 
open sedion facUlty. 

The public meeUng will be held at 7:00 
pm, Thursday April 10, 2003 in the cafe
teria of Cheyenne Middle School, located 
at 1271 West Covell Road In Edmond, 
Oklahoma. Representatives from The City 
County. OOOT and Triad Design Group 
will be In aUendance. Concerned citizens 
will have the opportunity to comment on 
the potential social. economic, and envi
ronmental Impacts associated with the 
project. . 

Quesllons prior to the meeting may be 
directed to Mr. Randy Maxey at (405) 752-
2266 extension 223. Written statements 
and other exhibits regarding the localton 
and major design features of the proposed 
project may be submitted through May 10, 
2003 to Mr. Maxey at Triad Design GrouP. 
14313 North May Avenue, Oklahoma City, 
OK 73134. 

The City of Edmond. as well as Oklaho
ma County, strives to accommodate the 
needs of all citizens Including those who 
may be disabled. " you would lII<e to al· 
tend this meeting, but find It difficult be
cause of a disability, architectural barrier, 
or another special need, please contact 
Mr. Maxey at the above number. We will 
make a sincere effort to resolve the prob
lem. If you require a slgn-Ianguag,e inter
preter at the meeting, please notify Mr. 
Maxey in wrlling at Triad DesIgn Group at 
the above address no later than April 1, 
2003. 
TRIAD OESIGN GROUP 
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State of Oklahoma 
SS. 

County of Oklahoma 
NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING 

Case: Covell Road 

Customer # 04100320-000 

Ad # 04512671 

Charlotte Klutts, of lawful age, being duly sworn and authorized, says that he/she is a manager with The Edmond 
Sun, a daily newspaper printed In the City of Edmond, Oklahoma County, Oklahoma, a newspaper qualified to pub
lish legal notices, advertisements and publications as provided In Section 106 of Tille 25, Oklahoma Statutes 1961, 
as amended, and complies with all other requirements of the laws of Oklahoma with reference to Legal Publications. 

Attached is a" true and correct copy of the content of the" notice, as published in the regular edition of said 
newspaper during the period and time of publication and ncit in '8 supplement, on the following dates: 

March 27. 2003. 

Publishing Fee: $40,25 
Words: l!.5§ Tabs: 2. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this .1§t day of Amil, 2003. 

~;f1M 
Notary I'UDIIG " 

~ _______ 4 __________________________ _ 

:C~--""Aa).. PATRICIA L WHEAT : I" ..... I 
: ~L' Oklahoma County : 
I S)Ot( J Notary Public in and for : 
: "" ... "J~~l::"." State of Oklahoma I 
: CqmmlssJon # 02011948 "~~Plr .. _ .. ?~2.lIp6: 

(!{tuJ~ (c!!u?6 

PUBLISHER'S ADDRESS: 
The Edmond Sun 
p. O. Box 2470 

Edmond. OK 73083-2470 
(405) 341-2121 



Appendix 8 

Environmental Issues Reviewed 



ITEMS NORMALLY CONSIDERED DURING PROJECT DEVELOPMENT 

• Purpose and Need for Project 

• Alternatives 

• Affected Environment 

• Possible Environmental Consequences 
• Airport Impacts 
• Air Quality Impacts 
• Archaeological Sites 
• Consideration Relating to Pedestrians and Bicyclists 
• Construction Impacts 
• Economic Impacts 
• Effects on Public Parks, Wildlife and Waterfowl Refuges and Historic Sites 

• Energy 
• . Environmental Justice 
• Fannland Impacts 
• Floodplain Impacts 
• Hazardous Waste / Underground Storage Tanks 
• Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitment of Resources 
• Joint Development 
• Land Use Impacts 
• Noise Impacts 

.. , 
• Permits 
• Relationship of Local Short-term Uses vs. Long Term Productivity 

., • Relocation Impacts / Right-of-way Acquisition 
• Social Impacts 
• Threatened or Endangered Species 
• Visual Impacts 
• Water Body Modification 
• Wetland Impacts 
• Wildlife Impacts 
• Wild and Scenic Rivers 

• Comments and Coordination / Public Involvement 

• Drainage Concerns 

• Accidents I Safety Concerns 
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