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Columbus Viaducts Plan Phase 1 - Public Meeting Feedback Form 

October 30 and November 1 

Please take a few minutes to fill out this feedback form on the Columbus Viaducts Plan Phase 1. We welcome 
your feedback. If you would like answers to your questions, please include your name, address and e-mail 
address. Thank you for your participation. 

Design 

1. Do you have suggestions for the design and/or aesthetics (visual enhancements) of Phase 1 

viaducts? 

r 

X-

Placement/Alignment 

2. Do you understand the engineering considerations leading to the viaducts' 

placement and alignment? 

Yes 

No Why? 

Columbus Viaducts Plan Phase 1 

3. Do you believe you have a good understanding of the Phase 1 Viaducts Plan and how the 

City of Columbus developed this plan? (Mark a circle below closest to your level of understanding, 

from far left - very good understanding - to far right - minimal understanding.) 

\f o o o o o o 

Very good understanding Minimal understanding 

4. What are your concerns related to the Phase 1 Viaducts Plan? 

6 d 

(OVER) 

www.columbusviaducts.net 



General Information 

5. How did you hear about this meeting? 

6. In general, what is your impression of today's public meeting? 

Excellent Good Fair Poor 

If you would like a response to any of your questions, please provide your contact information 

so that we may follow-up with you. Please fill out the following: 

First Name: Last Name: 

Organization: 

Address: ZIP Code: 

Telephone: E-mail: 

□ General Information 

D Follow-up 

Please drop this form into the box provided at this public meeting ormaiiitto: 

Columbus City Administrator 

PO Box 1677 

2424 14 St 

Columbus NE 68602-1677 

www.oolumbusviaducts.net 



Columbus Viaducts Plan Phase 1 - Public Meeting Feedback Form 

October 30 and November 1 

Please take a few minutes to fill out this feedback form on the Columbus Viaducts Plan Phase 1. We welcome 
your feedback. If you would like answers to your questions, please include your name, address and email 

address. Thank you for your participation. 

Design 

1. Do you have suggestions for the design and/or aesthetics (visual enhancements) of Phase 1 

viaducts? 

Placement/Alignment 

2. Do you understand the engineering considerations leading to the viaducts' 

placement and alignment? 

0Yes 

No Why? 

Columbus Viaducts Plan Phase 1 

3. Do you believe you have a good understanding of the Phase 1 Viaducts Plan and how the 

City of Columbus developed this plan? (Mark a circle below closest to your level of understanding, 

from far left - very good understanding - to far right - minimal understanding.) 

o o o o o o 

Very good understanding Minimal understanding 

4. What are your concerns related to the Phase 1 Viaducts Plan? 

(OVER) 

www.columbusviad ucts. net 



General Information 

5. How did you hear about this meeting? 

6. In general, what is your impression of today's public meeting? 

o h/ o o 

Excellent Good Fair Poor 

If you would like a response to any of your questions, please provide your contact information 

so that we may follow-up with you. Please fill out the following: 

First Name: Last Name: . 

Organization: 

Address: ZIP Cade: 

Telephone: E-mail: 

□ General Information 

□ Follow-up 

Please drop this form into the box pro vided at this pubiic meeting or mail it to: 

Columbus City Administrator 

PO Box 1677 

2424 14 St 

Columbus NE 68602-1677 

www.columbusviaducts.net 
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Please take a few minutes to fill out this feedback form on the Columbus Viaducts Plan Phase 1. We welcome 

your feedback. If you would like answers to your questions, please include your name, address and e-mail 

address. Thank you for your participation. 
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3. Do you believe you have a good understanding of the Phase 1 Viaducts Plan and how the 

City of Columbus developed this plan? (Mark a drcle below closest to your level of understanding, 

from far left - very good understanding - to far right - minimal understanding.) 
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General Information 

5. How did you hear about this meeting? 

6. In general, what is your impression of today's public meeting? 

O 0 O O 

Excellent Good Fair Poor 

If you would like a response to any of your questions, please provide your contact information 

so that we may follow-up with you. Please fill out the following: 

First Name: Last Name: 

Organization: 

Address: ZIP Code: 

Telephone: E-mail: 

□ General Information 

D Follow-up 

Please drop this form into the box provided at this public meeting ormaiiit to: 
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PO Box 1677 

2424 14 St 

Columbus NE 68602-1677 

www.columbusviaducts.net 





















































































































































 

 

APPENDIX B 

AGENCY CORRESPONDENCE 



 
HDR Engineering, Inc. 
 

8404 Indian Hills Drive 
Omaha, Nebraska 68114-4098 

Phone (402) 399-1098 
Fax (402) 399-1111 
www.hdrinc.com 

Page 1 of 1 

 

 Telephone Record 
Project:   Columbus Viaducts EA Project No:  80759 
Date:   October 27, 2010 Subject:  Deyke Oil site concerns 
Call to:   Neal Heil (NDEQ Petroleum Remediation) Phone No:  402-471-2186 
Call from:  Randy McCart Phone No:  402-726-7193 

Discussion, Agreement and/or Action:
I spoke again with Neal Heil,NDEQ project manager for the Deyke Oil Site.  Neil said that NDEQ would 
reimburse the cost of moving any monitoring wells.  He would like Greg Lang at Kennedy/Jenks (the 
contractor for the cleanup, 402-937-3388 or greglang@ kennedyjenks.com) to be notified of wells that 
would be affected by construction.  Mr. Lang would submit a work plan for replacing the wells (plug and 
abandon the existing wells and drill new wells) and NDEQ would approve it. 
 
Mr. Heil did not have any concerns with regard to construction impacts. He said NDEQ wanted to 
expedite the construction process for the project. Cost for disposal of contaminated soil or groundwater, if 
encountered, would typically go to the responsible party for the property (for 18th Avenue ROW, this would 
be the City).   
 
The Deyke/Pollard oil site is complicated. Krumland Oil had a leak at their building (approximately 320 
feet west of 18th Avenue and 100 feet north of the UPRR mainline). The Pollard Oil and Propane 
Company operated at this site at a later date and there was a release of fuel to the northwest of the 
building (the Pollard site). Deyke Oil operated to the east (just west of 18th Avenue) and there was a 
release of fuel approximately 60 feet west of 18th Avenue. BNSF Railway Company, current owner of the 
Deyke and Pollard site, is voluntarily remediating the Deyke/Pollard site, so NDEQ is managing the 
remediation as one site. All of the leaks in storage tanks involved fuel. It is believed to be gasoline, but 
there are indications from free product recovery and groundwater samples that other fuels (tractor gas or 
kerosene) and waste oil were also released.  
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HDR Engineering, Inc. 
 

8404 Indian Hills Drive 
Omaha, Nebraska 68114-4098 

Phone (402) 399-1098 
Fax (402) 399-1111 
www.hdrinc.com 

Page 1 of 1 

 

 Telephone Record 
Project:   Columbus Viaducts EA Project No:  80759 
Date:   October 26, 2010 Subject:  Regulated Materials - Deyke Oil Site 
Call to:   Greg Lang Phone No:  402-937-3388 (cell) 
Call from:  Randy McCart Phone No:  402-926-7193 

Discussion, Agreement and/or Action:
I discussed potential well impacts with Greg Lang of Kennedy/Jenks. Monitoring wells 4 and 5 would not need 
replaced, as these have not detected anything for a while. Monitoring wells 6 and 8 would need to be 
replaced (they can’t currently find monitoring well 6, but they need something in this area). Monitoring well 20, 
if affected, would need to be replaced. They need a well on the west side of 18th Avenue and something in the 
vicinity of monitoring wells 8 and 20 to delineate the eastern extent of the non-detect line. It is preferable to 
keep the wells on public property for easier access to the wells to conduct sampling and to maintain the wells.  
 
Drilling a well costs between $1,500 and $2,000 each for multiple wells (3 or 4 at a time). To plug an abandon 
wells, it typically costs approximately $500 each. Plugging and abandoning multiple wells is cheaper, on the 
order of $2,000 to plug and abandon 5 wells at one time. It is most cost effective to drill new wells and plug 
and abandon old wells at the same time.  
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APPENDIX C 

AIR QUALITY  
MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 











 

 

APPENDIX D 

FARMLAND IMPACTS FORM NRCS-CPA-106 



1

Gust, Kimberly

From: Scheinost, Steve - Lincoln, NE [Steve.Scheinost@ne.usda.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, September 30, 2008 11:39 AM
To: Talbitzer, Travis
Subject: RE: City of Columbus Farmland Conversion Impact Rating
Attachments: CPA106_Clumbus_Viaducts.pdf

September 30, 2008 
 
Travis Talbitzer 
 
Attached is the completed NRCS-CPA-106, with my portion of the form filled in.   
 
Steve Scheinost 
402-437-4117 

From: Talbitzer, Travis [mailto:Travis.Talbitzer@hdrinc.com]  
Sent: Monday, September 29, 2008 2:46 PM 
To: Scheinost, Steve - Lincoln, NE 
Cc: Richardson, Lisa (Omaha); McCart, Randall 
Subject: City of Columbus Farmland Conversion Impact Rating 
 
Steve,  
  
Please review the attached NRCS-CPA-106 form for the proposed Viaducts in Columbus, NE. Let me know if you concur 
with our findings or if any further action is needed.  
  
Thanks,  
  

Travis Talbitzer  
Environmental Scientist 
HDR ONE COMPANY | Many Solutions 
8404 Indian Hills Drive | Omaha, NE | 68114-4098 
Phone: 402.926.7165 | Fax: 402.399.1111 | Email: Travis.Talbitzer@hdrinc.com 
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Natural Resources Conservation Service

PART I (To be completed by Federal Agency)

1. Name of Project

2. Type of Project

PART II (To be completed by NRCS)

3. Date of Land Evaluation Request

5. Federal Agency Involved

6. County and State

1. Date Request Received by NRCS

YES                NO  

4.
Sheet 1 of

NRCS-CPA-106
(Rev. 1-91)

2.  Person Completing Form

4.  Acres Irrigated Average Farm Size

7.  Amount of Farmland As Defined in FPPA

Acres: %

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING
FOR CORRIDOR TYPE PROJECTS

6.  Farmable Land in Government Jurisdiction

Acres: %

3.  Does the corridor contain prime, unique statewide or local important farmland?
     (If no, the FPPA does not apply - Do not complete additional parts of this form).

5.  Major Crop(s)

8.  Name Of Land Evaluation System Used 9.  Name of Local Site Assessment System 10.  Date Land Evaluation Returned by NRCS

Alternative Corridor For Segment
Corridor A            Corridor B              Corridor C            Corridor D

PART III (To be completed by Federal Agency)

A.  Total Acres To Be Converted Directly

B.  Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly, Or To Receive Services

C.  Total Acres In Corridor

PART IV (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information

 A.  Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland

B.  Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland

C.  Percentage Of Farmland in County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted

D.  Percentage Of Farmland in Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value

PART V (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information Criterion Relative 
value of Farmland to Be Serviced or Converted (Scale of 0 - 100 Points)
PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Corridor
Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(c))

1.  Area in Nonurban Use

2.  Perimeter in Nonurban Use

3.  Percent Of Corridor Being Farmed

4.  Protection Provided By State And Local Government

5.  Size of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average

6.  Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmland

Maximum
Points

15
10

20

20
10

25
57.  Availablility Of Farm Support Services

8.  On-Farm Investments

9.  Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services

10.  Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use

20

25

10

160TOTAL CORRIDOR ASSESSMENT POINTS

PART VII (To be completed by Federal Agency)

Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100

Total Corridor Assessment (From Part VI above or a local site
assessment) 160

TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260

1.  Corridor Selected: 2.  Total Acres of Farmlands to be
     Converted by Project:

5.  Reason For Selection:

Signature of Person Completing this Part:

3. Date Of Selection: 4.  Was A Local Site Assessment Used?

YES                 NO

DATE

NOTE: Complete a form for each segment with more than one Alternate Corridor



NRCS-CPA-106 (Reverse)

CORRIDOR - TYPE SITE ASSESSMENT CRITERIA

            The following criteria are to be used for projects that have a linear  or corridor - type site configuration connecting two distant
points, and crossing several different tracts of land.  These include utility lines, highways, railroads, stream improvements, and flood
control systems.  Federal agencies are to assess the suitability of each corridor - type site or design alternative for protection as farmland
along with the land evaluation information.

           (1)      How much land is in nonurban use within a radius of 1.0 mile from where the project is intended?
More than 90 percent - 15 points 
90 to 20 percent - 14 to 1 point(s)
Less than 20 percent - 0 points

           (2)      How much of the perimeter of the site borders on land in nonurban use?
More than 90 percent - 10 points
90 to 20 percent - 9 to 1 point(s)
Less than 20 percent - 0 points

           (3)      How much of the site has been farmed (managed for a scheduled harvest or timber activity) more than five of the last
10 years?
More than 90 percent - 20 points
90 to 20 percent - 19 to 1 point(s)
Less than 20 percent - 0 points

           (4)      Is the site subject to state or unit of local government policies or programs to protect farmland or covered by private programs 
to protect farmland?
Site is protected - 20 points
Site is not protected - 0 points

           (5)      Is the farm unit(s) containing the site (before the project) as large as the average - size farming unit in the County ?
(Average farm sizes in each county are available from the NRCS field offices in each state.  Data are from the latest available Census of
Agriculture, Acreage or Farm Units in Operation with $1,000 or more in sales.)
As large or larger - 10 points
Below average - deduct 1 point for each 5 percent below the average, down to 0 points if 50 percent or more below average - 9 to 0 points

           (6)      If the site is chosen for the project, how much of the remaining land on the farm will become non-farmable because of 
interference with land patterns?
Acreage equal to more than 25 percent of acres directly converted by the project - 25 points
Acreage equal to between 25 and 5 percent of the acres directly converted by the project - 1 to 24 point(s)
Acreage equal to less than 5 percent of the acres directly converted by the project - 0 points

           (7)      Does the site have available adequate supply of farm support services and markets, i.e., farm suppliers, equipment dealers, 
processing and storage facilities and farmer's markets?
All required services are available - 5 points
Some required services are available - 4 to 1 point(s)
No required services are available - 0 points

           (8)      Does the site have substantial and well-maintained on-farm investments such as barns, other storage building, fruit trees
and vines, field terraces, drainage, irrigation, waterways, or other soil and water conservation measures?
High amount of on-farm investment - 20 points
Moderate amount of on-farm investment - 19 to 1 point(s)
No on-farm investment - 0 points

           (9)      Would the project at this site, by converting farmland to nonagricultural use, reduce the demand for farm support
services so as to jeopardize the continued existence of these support services and thus, the viability of the farms remaining in the area?
Substantial reduction in demand for support services if the site is converted - 25 points
Some reduction in demand for support services if the site is converted - 1 to 24 point(s)
No significant reduction in demand for support services if the site is converted - 0 points

         (10)      Is the kind and intensity of the proposed use of the site sufficiently incompatible with agriculture that it is likely to
contribute to the eventual conversion of surrounding farmland to nonagricultural use?
Proposed project is incompatible to existing agricultural use of surrounding farmland - 10 points
Proposed project is tolerable to existing agricultural use of surrounding farmland - 9 to 1 point(s)
Proposed project is fully compatible with existing agricultural use of surrounding farmland - 0 points
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