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TRIP REPORT FOR JEFFERSON PROVING GROUND 
SITE VISIT AND AGENCY INFORMATION GATHERING MEETINGS 

JANUARY 12-14, 2015 
 
 
INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND 
 
On January 12–14, 2015, a site visit and information gathering meetings were conducted by 
staff of the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) and its contractor, the Center for 
Nuclear Waste Regulatory Analyses (CNWRA®), in support of the NRC’s environmental review 
and Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed termination of NRC Materials 
License SUB-1435 at the Jefferson Proving Ground (JPG) Depleted Uranium (DU) Impact Area.  
The JPG facility, located in Jefferson, Jennings, and Ripley Counties in southeastern Indiana, 
was a munitions testing facility used by the U.S. Army (Army) from 1941 to 1994.  JPG was 
closed in 1995 under the Defense Authorization Amendments and Base Realignment and 
Closure Act of 1988.  
 
The entire JPG facility comprised approximately 22,300 hectares (ha) [55,000 acres (ac)], with 
the area north of the munitions firing line encompassing about 20,600 ha (51, 000 ac).  More 
than 24 million rounds of conventional explosive ammunition were fired.  Approximately 1.5 
million rounds did not detonate upon impact, remaining as unexploded ordnance (UXO) either 
on or beneath the ground surface.  An additional 3 to 5 million rounds with live detonators, 
primers, or fuzes also remain within the installation.  As part of its munitions testing program at 
JPG, from 1984 to 1994, the Army test fired DU projectiles into the 842 ha (2,080-ac) DU Impact 
Area, which is located in Jefferson County.  The DU test firings were conducted under NRC 
Materials License SUB-1435, which was later amended to cover possession of DU by the Army 
within the DU Impact Area.  Approximately 100,000 kilograms (kg) [220,462 pounds (lb)] of DU 
projectiles were fired, and approximately 73,500 kg (162,040 lb) of DU remain in the DU Impact 
Area.   
 
In June 2000, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) established the Big Oaks National 
Wildlife Refuge (BONWR) at the former JPG in the approximately 20,600-ha (51, 000-ac) area 
north of the former firing line, including the DU Impact Area.  Under a Memorandum of 
Agreement (MOA) between the Army, U.S. Air Force (USAF), and USFWS, the Army retains 
ownership of the land; the USFWS operates the BONWR on a 25-year lease with 10-year 
renewal options; and the Indiana Air National Guard (INANG) operates a 420-ha (1,038-ac) 
bombing test range for the USAF within the BONWR, also under a 25-year lease with 10-year 
renewal options.   
 
In August 2013, the Army submitted a license amendment application to the NRC, including a 
Decommissioning Plan (DP) and an Environmental Report (ER), proposing termination of NRC 
Materials License SUB-1435 by the NRC under restricted conditions in accordance with Section 
20.1403 of Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) (Criteria for license termination 
under restricted conditions).  Specifically, the Army’s proposed action is for the NRC to 
terminate the license with the Army’s commitment for institutional controls in the area north of 
the firing line at JPG, including the DU Impact Area, based on Army ownership of the land and 
the existence of DU and UXO.  The institutional controls include physical access restrictions 
(e.g., perimeter chain-link fence with pad locked chain-link fence gates) to prevent unauthorized 
entry into the area, legal controls (e.g., the Army as an agency of the Federal Government and 
an enduring entity retains property ownership of JPG north of the firing line), and administrative 



 

controls (e.g., restricted and limited public access and hunting prohibitions) over the DU Impact 
Area.  Concurrent with license termination, the Army proposes to discontinue its present semi-
annual Environmental Radiation Monitoring (ERM) program for surface soil, sediment, 
groundwater, and surface water and associated reporting.   
 
The NRC staff is presently conducting a review of the Army’s proposal for license termination, 
including safety and environmental reviews.  The environmental review includes preparation of 
an EIS.   
 
This trip report summarizes the NRC staff’s findings from the site visit and information gathering 
trip for the NRC’s EIS, which included a meeting at JPG in Jefferson County, Indiana, with the 
U.S. Army (Army) and their contractors; a meeting at JPG with the USFWS BONWR; a site 
tour/reconnaissance of selected portions of JPG and surrounding offsite areas; and meetings 
with other agencies and stakeholders in the vicinity of JPG and at other locations in the State of 
Indiana.  At the start of meetings, NRC staff provided a concise briefing to meeting attendees 
who were not familiar with the NRC’s JPG license termination review project.   
 
Table 1 identifies the staff members from the NRC and it contractor, the Center for Nuclear 
Waste Regulatory Analyses (CNWRA®), who participated in the site visit and meetings. 
 

Table 1.  NRC and CNWRA Participants in JPG EIS Site Visit and  
Information Gathering Meetings, January 12-14, 2015 

 
STAFF MEMBER AND TITLE ROLE IN ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 

     Stephen Lemont, Senior Project Manager Project Manager 

     Jean Trefethen, Project Manager Assistant Project Manager 

 

Center for Nuclear Waste Regulatory Analyses 

     James Prikryl, Senior  Research Scientist Principal Investigator, Purpose and Need, Alternatives, 
Land Use, Geology, Geochemistry 

     Amy Minor, Research Scientist Co-Principal Investigator, Ecology, Visual and Scenic 
Resources, Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice  

     Patrick LaPlante, Staff Scientist Public and Occupational Health, Transportation, Waste 
Management, Cumulative Impacts 

     Robert Lenhard, Group Manager Soils 

     Gary Walter, Manager Water Resources (Surface Water and Groundwater) 

 
 
MEETING SUMMARIES 
 
Date:  Monday, January 12, 2015  

 

Agency:  U.S. Army and Army contractors; U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service-Big Oaks National 
Wildlife Refuge staff were also present 
 



 

Meeting Location:  JPG/BONWR, 1661 West JPG Niblo Road, Building 125, Madison, Indiana 
47205 
 
Attendees:  Robert Cherry (U.S. Army Installation Management Command); Kristina Corley, 
Denise Miller (U.S. Army Environmental Command); Joe Robb, Ben Walker (USFWS-BONWR); 
Mike Barta, David Bradley, Dennis Chambers, Randy Hansen, Jamie Johnson, Joe Skibinski 
(Leidos, Inc.); Tad Fox (HydroGeoLogic, Inc.); and Ashok Katyal (Resources and Systems 
International, Inc.)   
 

Discussions focused on preliminary information needs that NRC and CNWRA staff had 
developed for the NRC’s EIS.  These information needs were based largely on the staff’s 
reviews of the Army’s ER and DP.  Leidos provided electronic copies of documents (e.g., 
site characterization reports, environmental monitoring reports) and modeling files (e.g., 
input/output files for groundwater, surface water, and release, transport and dose 
modeling) that had been requested by the NRC prior to the site visit.  Any information 
relied on for the development of and referenced in the NRC’s EIS will be included in the 
NRC’s Agencywide Documents Access and Management System (ADAMS) as publicly 
available, unless already readily publicly available from other sources.   
 
Purpose and Need 
Discussions commenced with the Army’s basis for the purpose and need statement 
provided in its ER.  A brief history of the Army’s decommissioning requests was 
described and decommissioning options were discussed.  The only decommissioning 
option that the Army had considered was to leave the DU in place at the DU Impact 
Area; cleanup of the UXO and DU in the area was never considered.  References were 
made to the following NRC papers for descriptions of additional background information 
and potential decommissioning options relevant to JPG:  SECY–03-0031, SECY–03–
0069, and NRC Regulatory Issue Summary RIS-2004-08.  

 
Alternatives and Continued Environmental Monitoring 
An explanation was provided as to why continued environmental monitoring was not 
included as part of the Army’s proposed action or as part of an alternative to the 
proposed action (other than the No-Action Alternative) in the Army’s ER or DP.  Under 
NRC Materials License SUB-1435, the Army conducts a bi-annual ERM program.  The 
Army did consider a reduced monitoring frequency and elimination of background 
sampling points, which would be less costly than the present bi-annual ERM program.  
The annual monitoring costs under the Army’s present ERM program are approximately 
$150,000, including two sampling events per year and associated reporting.  However, it 
was explained that the results of the Army’s bi-annual ERM program since 1983 and of 
recent groundwater, surface water, and air pathway modeling, as documented in the ER 
and DP, do not indicate the need for continued environmental monitoring following 
license termination.  The NRC and CNWRA staff pointed out that while no materials 
sites have been decommissioned under restricted conditions, other types of sites such 
as uranium mill tailings impoundments have undergone license termination involving 
long-term caretaking agreements that involve post-license termination monitoring.   
 
The NRC and CNWRA staff questioned whether documentation is available that 
explains the Army’s decision to not remove UXO at JPG.  The Army stated that the DU 
Impact Area is not regulated under the Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) or Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 
(RCRA) for munitions constituents/UXO.  The status of JPG was prioritized based on the 



 

Army’s Munitions Response Site Priority Protocol (MRSPP); however, no documentation 
of past analyses or decisions regarding potential long term impacts of UXO in the DU 
Impact Area were described or provided.   
 
Additionally, the Army provided the NRC with reports and supporting information on the 
draft and final Phase II Remedial Investigation studies that were referenced in the ER for 
the area of JPG south of the former firing line. 
 
Land Use 
Information was provided on land ownership south of the firing line.  Kruger Park, which 
includes a lake, was given to the Jefferson County Park System.  Railroad tracks and 
Building 216 were sold to the Madison Port Authority.  The Indiana Department of 
Transportation (INDOT) owns about 12 ha (30 ac).  The Southeastern Indiana Recycling 
District (SEIRD) owns and operates a regional recycling center in Building 534.  The 
remaining land south of the firing line is owned or in the process of being transferred to a 
private citizen, Mr. Dean Ford.  The final land transfer to Mr. Ford in being negotiated 
and is scheduled for completion by June 2015. 
 
Geology and Soils 
Geologic aspects of the JPG site were discussed.  Site geologic strata include loess on 
glacial till on bedrock (limestone).  Loess has good sorption capacity for uranium based 
on sorption/desorption laboratory testing conducted by the Army, while glacial till has a 
much lower sorption capacity for uranium.  Karst features (caves and sinkholes) are 
present at JPG, primarily in stream valleys or thin soil areas.  Leidos provided an 
electronic copy of a karst study conducted at JPG.   

 
Water Resources 
The NRC and CNWRA staff asked for a description of the selection of sorption 
coefficients (Kd’s) used in the Army’s vadose zone modeling.  The basis for choosing the 
Kd values and other assumptions in developing the 1,000-year model were described.  
Model inputs and outputs, supporting documents from the Army’s Installation 
Restoration Program activities, and additional information about karst features were 
provided to the NRC.  Vadose zone modeling by the Army did not account for crayfish 
burrows, which could provide fast pathways for fluid migration, but the modeling did 
consider a range of hydraulic conductivities. 
 
A list of impaired water bodies under the Clean Water Act was provided; however, 
additional information on impaired water bodies may be available.  Leidos agreed to look 
for other relevant information and provide it to the NRC.   
 
The NRC and CNWRA staff asked for information on how potential future flood events 
associated with climate change could affect the chemical or physical nature of the site.  
It was explained that during the Army’s 500-year surface water transport modeling 
simulation activities, an assumption of a 3-degree Fahrenheit increase was used to 
account for the effects on evapotranspiration/water balance due to climate change, while 
the rainfall rate remained unchanged.  Both the NRC/CNWRA and Leidos staff thought 
that this temperature change assumption may be more conservative than the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change recommendations for evaluating potential 
impacts from climate change.  The Army did not consider other projections and 
recommendations for evaluating potential impacts from climate change, such as those 
published by the U.S. Global Change Research Program. 



 

 
It was explained that the Residual Radioactivity (RESRAD) Pond model was the platform 
used to conduct offsite stream transport and dose calculations for Big Creek.   
 
Wetlands north of the firing line have not been surveyed due to the presence of UXO, 
and a jurisdictional determination letter has neither been requested from nor issued by 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers for that area.  The ER contains National Wetland 
Inventory maps of the site. 
 
Leidos provided electronic copies of requested documents referenced in the ER and DP 
relevant to water resources. 

 
Cultural and Historic Resources 
Leidos provided an electronic copy of the 2011 Indiana National Air National Guard 
Integrated Cultural Resource Management Plan (ICRMP).  Joe Robb of the USFWS-
BONWR indicated there may be an older, more inclusive report available that he would 
provide to the NRC upon request. 
 
Public and Occupational Health 
The NRC and CNWRA staff asked if the modeling of DU fate and transport and dose 
included an evaluation of the chemical (non-radiological) risks of DU.  The response was 
that the modeling only included radiological risks.  The NRC was referred to Section 6 of 
the ER for information that may be useful for evaluating non-radiological impacts from 
DU.  In addition, Leidos provided electronic copies of a number of documents to support 
the overall NRC EIS analysis of public and occupational health.  These included studies 
of the potential effects of controlled burns on air transport of DU and sampling of deer for 
DU contamination.   

 
Cumulative Impacts 
The NRC and CNWRA staff requested that the Army provide additional information to 
supplement its cumulative impacts analysis in the ER.  For example, the ER does not 
include information on past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions outside 
the JPG boundaries.  Leidos provided information about regional characteristics that 
may be considered as part of the NRC’s cumulative impacts analysis in the EIS.  The 
predominant character of the region is rural agricultural.  A road transportation project 
proposal was mentioned that may cross the region south of the site.  Some former JPG 
land areas released south of the firing line are being proposed for potential industrial 
uses including storage and distribution activities.  In general, Leidos was not aware of 
any major projects in or changes to the areas adjacent to the site.  Further, the Army has 
no plans for changing the use of JPG north of the firing line.   
 
The NRC and CNWRA staff asked about the finality of leaving the UXO in place and any 
technical documentation supporting conclusions about chemical hazards.  Leidos 
referred to the 1995 base closure EIS that addresses leaving the UXO in place.  It was 
indicated that the Army had no plans to remove the UXO, but did not rule out the 
possibility in the future if the technology advances.   
 
An electronic copy of a 2002 Draft Final Remedial Investigation was provided which was 
cited in the ER and characterized chemical hazards north of the firing line.  Leidos 
agreed to provide the NRC with additional information if identified.  
 



 

Cost-Benefit Analysis 
The NRC and CNWRA staff asked for information on costs and benefits of detecting, 
removing, and disposing of DU within the DU Impact Area.  In response, Leidos 
referenced Section 4.3 of the DP.  The Army did not evaluate the costs and benefits of 
detecting, removing, and disposing of DU contained in specific areas of the DU Impact 
Area (e.g., areas where the bulk of DU was deposited during DU munitions testing).  
Rather, the Army evaluated a high-end cost option and a low-end cost option.  DP 
Section 4.3 provides key parameters used in the Army’s cost-benefit analysis.  
Supporting documentation for the high-end and low-end cost options described in DP 
Section 4.3 is found in Appendix E of the DP. 
 

 
Agency:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service-Big Oaks National Wildlife Refuge 
 
Meeting Location:  JPG/BONWR, 1661 West JPG Niblo Road, Building 125, Madison, Indiana 
47205 
 
Attendees:  Joe Robb (Project Leader, Big Oaks and Muscatatuck National Wildlife Refuge 
Complex) and Ben Walker (Wildlife Biologist) 
 

NRC, CNWRA, and BONWR staff discussed the status of the BONWR.  The USFWS is 
responsible for the operation of the BONWR; and is in the process of preparing a 
Comprehensive Conservation Plan (CCP) for the refuge, a draft of which is expected to 
be issued in late 2015.  The BONWR staff mentioned that they are interested in 
constructing a facility northeast of the DU Impact Area on the eastern JPG property 
boundary, which would serve as their main offices, visitor’s center, and public entrance 
to the refuge.  About 20,000 people visit the refuge every year.   
 
The BONWR staff stated that no UXO clearance has been conducted by the Army north 
of the firing line, including on roads.  However, the BONWR has been operating safely 
since its inception in 2000.  The USFWS serves as environmental steward of the site.   
 
Ecology  
Currently, the grasslands within the DU Impact Area and elsewhere within the JPG site 
provide habitat for the Henslow’s sparrow and crawfish frog, two Indiana sensitive 
species.  The USFWS manages these grasslands to enhance habitat for these two 
species and to ensure that their populations do not decline.   
 
The BONWR staff noted that there are numerous crayfish at the site and that they dig 
down to the water table.  Crayfish holes could provide a route for water to infiltrate to the 
subsurface.  They also noted that burrowing by moles and groundhogs could bring UXO 
to the surface.   
 
Several USFWS documents are referenced in the Army’s ER.  The NRC and CNWRA 
staff determined that the BONWR staff is familiar with these and other documents, and 
are willing to provide copies to the NRC staff to support the development of the EIS, if 
needed. 

 
Environmental Monitoring  
The USFWS conducts wildlife population monitoring within the BONWR (e.g., for birds, 
crayfish, frogs), but does not conduct environmental sampling of water, soil, sediment, 



 

air, or plant or animal tissue.  The BONWR staff indicated that they have no major 
radiological or chemical concerns for humans or animals from the DU or UXO present at 
the site.  They also verified that the operations in the existing INANG bombing range do 
not involve explosives and, therefore, noise impacts (e.g., on the endangered Indiana 
bat) are limited. 
 
The USFWS has no plans to conduct environmental sampling unless the Army or other 
entities fund the sampling activities.  The Army does not currently provide any funding to 
the USFWS for the BONWR.  
 
Cumulative Impacts 
The BONWR staff stated that they conduct controlled burns two to three times per year 
on about 3,640 to 4,050 ha (9,000 to 10,000 ac) of grassland within the JPG property as 
part of managing the site.  BONWR provides public notices prior to conducting controlled 
burns.  Some of the controlled burns expand onto the DU Impact Area.  Roads and 
streams are the only fire breaks that are used due to the high number of UXO present.  
Joe Robb mentioned that he has occasionally heard explosions during controlled burns, 
possibly from detonation of UXO.  If BONWR’s controlled burns were discontinued at 
JPG, including the DU Impact Area, the open grassland areas at JPG would evolve into 
bottomland forest.   The BONWR staff stated that if the Army no longer allowed 
controlled burns and the grasslands evolve into forest, the USFWS would adjust their 
management strategies within the BONWR in an effort to continue supporting healthy 
populations of the Henslow’s sparrow and crawfish frog. 
 
The BONWR staff also noted that upstream agricultural practices can significantly 
influence the surface water regime at JPG (e.g., nutrient load and sediment transport).  
For example, crops such as corn do not provide vegetative cover, which allows more 
water, along with the herbicides and pesticides used on the crops, to flow into the JPG 
creeks as compared to “cover” crops such as beans.  
 
Additionally, the BONWR staff stated that there was a plan for Route 250 to cross JPG 
south of the firing line.  
 

 
Agency:  U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA)-Natural Resources Conservation Service 
(NRCS) 
 
Meeting Location:  USDA-NRCS, Hanover Service Center, 3382 West State Road 56, Hanover, 
Indiana 47243 
 
Attendees:  Dena Anderson (Resource Soil Scientist) and Richard Neilson (Soil Scientist) 
 

The NRC, CNWRA, and NRCS staff discussed the soil resources, karst geology, and 
land use in and around the JPG site.  The NRCS staff provided soil series information 
(Blocher, Cincinnati, Nabb, Grayford, and Ryker series) for consideration in the EIS.  
They indicated that the DU Impact Area is a wetland area and, even if DU and UXO 
were removed, this area would not be able to be cleared for agricultural, commercial, or 
residential use.  The NRCS staff also provided ArcGIS shapefiles showing soil and 
topographic features within and surrounding the DU Impact Area.  Features of interest 
include karst topography and the concentration of water accumulation in the Ryker and 
Grayford series map units.  In addition, the NRCS staff provided the cover page of a U.S. 



 

Geological Survey report documenting faults and fractures in Indiana, including maps 
and information on faults and fractures within and surrounding the JPG site.  Finally, the 
NRCS staff identified websites that might contain useful information for the EIS, 
including: (i) IndianaMap (http://www.indianamap.org/index.php) containing geographic 
information system (GIS) map data on environmental (e.g., soils and land cover) and 
hydrologic (e.g., karst and water wells) features, and (ii) Indiana Historical Aerial Photo 
Index (IHAPI) (http://igs.indiana.edu/IHAPI/) containing historical aerial photographs of 
Indiana.   

 
 
Stakeholder Group:  Save the Valley (STV) 
 
Meeting Location:  Holiday Inn Express & Suites Madison, 300 Franks Drive, Madison, Indiana 
47250 
 
Attendees:  B.J. Gray (Chairman, STV) and Richard Hill (Member, STV) 
  

STV is a local environmental advocacy group.  The NRC and CNWRA staff and the STV 
representatives discussed the status of JPG and the Army’s request to terminate the 
NRC license for the DU Impact Area.  STV supports continued environmental monitoring 
at JPG, including the DU Impact Area; and is concerned that although DU and UXO 
constituents have not been detected offsite, it is possible that DU and UXO constituents 
could be detected offsite in the future as the materials degrade.   
 
The STV representatives mentioned that there are some offsite residential wells west 
(down gradient) of JPG, although they also mentioned that much of the drinking water in 
the area comes from Madison and that Madison gets the water from an aquifer near the 
Ohio River.  In addition, there are people who fish in the streams in the area (including 
Big Creek).  The STV representatives also mentioned that incidental consumption of 
creek water by livestock occurs, but were not aware of any large livestock farms along 
the creeks.   
 
STV is also concerned that institutional controls currently in effect at JPG are not 
adequate to protect the public.  The STV representatives at the meeting shared personal 
knowledge of individuals entering the property illegally.  In addition, the vertical plastic 
piping (“wind chimes”) that is strung across the creeks in lieu of fencing at the JPG 
boundaries allows people to enter the property.  The group would like to see more signs 
posted to notify people of the UXO hazards and there is no local education of the public 
that they know of about the UXO hazards at JPG.  They noted that once inside JPG, 
people can easily enter the DU Impact Area.    

 
Other concerns include the controlled burns that occur at JPG.  The STV representatives 
stated that smoke from these controlled burns can affect onsite workers and also drift 
offsite.  The group is concerned about how the fire affects the DU through oxidative and 
thermal processes and the potential for harmful constituents to be entrained in the 
smoke by these processes.  When the NRC staff asked about public notices prior to 
controlled burns, the STV representatives responded that the notices are only published 
in the newspaper and are not well advertised.     
 
On regional economic growth, the STV representatives indicated that the Ohio River 
constrains development south of Madison, so development is moving north in the 



 

direction of and around JPG (they noted 40 new houses in two subdivisions in five 
years).   Finally, the STV representatives urged the NRC to wait for better technology for 
UXO removal to emerge before recommending a licensing decision for the DU Impact 
Area.  

 
 
Date:  Tuesday, January 13, 2015 
 
Agency:  Jennings County Economic Development Commission (JCEDC)  
 
Meeting Location:  1865 West U.S. Highway 50, North Vernon, Indiana 47265 
 
Attendee:  Kathryn Ertel (Executive Director) 
 

Ms. Ertel mentioned that she was raised in the Town of Dupont just beyond the western 
boundary of JPG and west of the DU Impact Area.  Based on her experience living in the 
vicinity of the JPG site, she believes the Army has managed JPG satisfactorily.   The 
community goes on hunts at JPG and enjoys recreational activities there.  Further, the 
Muscatatuck Urban Training Center (MUTC) is located in northeast Jennings County, 
approximately 4.8 kilometers (3 miles) west of JPG’s far northwest corner.  The INANG 
uses this facility for training, including flying from there to training missions at the INANG 
bombing range at JPG.  The MUTC provides significant economic benefits for the county.  
Ms. Ertel also informed the NRC that the North Vernon Airport was expanded in the last 
few years to support the landing of C-130s that the INANG uses for training.  Therefore, 
the JCEDC supports the presence of the Army and the INANG in the region.   
 
Major industries in Jennings County include agriculture, manufacturing, and distribution.  
Two large Japanese car parts manufacturing companies and a Lowe’s distribution center 
together employ about 1,400 people.  Transportation issues are the major concern in 
Jennings County due to the large military convoys that use the US 50 highway corridor.   
INDOT is in the middle of constructing a bypass to connect Interstate-65 and the 
commercial growth areas along State Routes 3 and 7 north of North Vernon.  Ms. Ertel 
indicated that the environmental impact statement that was prepared for the bypass is 
available on INDOT’s website.  Development trends to the north toward Seymour and 
Columbus, Indiana, not toward Madison or Jefferson County.  Leaving DU/UXO in place 
at JPG is not expected to impact economic development in Jennings County. 
 
Ms. Ertel advised the NRC and CNWRA staff about population growth in the North 
Vernon area and communities in Jennings County west of JPG.  Due to the rural nature 
of the small communities near North Vernon, growth remains stagnant, and young 
people seeking jobs tend to move to communities along I-65 toward Indianapolis.  
Jennings County remains diligent in developing economic growth.  In 2011, North 
Vernon received the Indiana Stellar Communities Program award that provides state 
funding for roads, housing, brownfields revitalization, storefront facades, and other 
programs.  As Chair of the Board of Directors, Indiana Association of United Ways, Ms. 
Ertel was involved with the development of a December 2014 Asset Limited, Income 
Constrained, Employed (ALICE) report that represents a statewide community-by-
community comparison of the population of working people that require financial need.  
A copy of this report is online at 
http://www.unitedwayalice.org/documents/14UW%20ALICE%20Report_IND_Lowres_12
.9.14.pdf.  In addition, the Jennings County Comprehensive Plan (December 2012) and 



 

City of North Vernon Comprehensive Plan (October 2009) are publicly available for 
NRC review. 
 
When asked about the drinking water supplies in the county, Ms. Ertel suggested that 
the NRC and CNWRA staff contact a geologist and the Mayor of Vernon, Dan Wright.  
Ms. Ertel informed the NRC and CNWRA staff that North Vernon officials are 
considering purchasing an old rock quarry now filled with water to supplement the city’s 
water supply. 
 
Ms. Ertel said that she would provide web links to the Comprehensive Plans for 
Jennings County (December 2012) and the City of North Vernon (December 2009).  She 
also mentioned a joint land use plan that had been prepared by the INANG for the 
MUTC that could be found online, probably under Camp Atterbury. 

 
 
Agencies:  City of Madison-Madison Planning Commission and Jefferson County Industrial 
Development Corporation 
 
Meeting Location:  Madison City Hall, 101 West Main Street, Madison, Indiana 47250  
 
Attendees:  Damon Welch (Mayor, City of Madison); Darrell Henderson (City Councilman 
District 5, City of Madison, and Chairman, Madison Planning Commission);  Bob Cooke (Human 
Resources and Purchasing, City of Madison); Louann Waller (Planning Secretary, Madison 
Planning Commission); and Nathan Hadley (Executive Director, Jefferson County Industrial 
Development Corporation) 
 

The history of the JPG site was first discussed.  Many of the city and county attendees 
grew up in or around the City of Madison and can recall activities associated with the 
JPG site, such as hearing the explosions from the munitions testing.  The NRC and 
CNWRA staff was referred to YouTube videos documenting the history of the JPG site 
(https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=l8EgrljGAGI  and 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=WjYuzrlQ6nk).  The stories documented in the 
videos focus on the farm communities and people affected by the creation of the proving 
ground and the military workers affected by its closing. 
 
The city and county attendees asked whether cleanup of the DU Impact Area is realistic.  
The NRC staff explained the risks associated with cleanup of the DU Impact Area due to 
the presence of UXO, which would have to be detected and detonated before the DU 
could be removed.  One attendee commented that the perceived risk of the DU at JPG 
voiced by many local residents through the EIS scoping process is psychological and 
could be reduced by education on the radiological hazards of DU and JPG site 
conditions which limit DU transport.  However, the attendee also noted that it seems like 
the Army would want to get rid of the JPG land at some point, which would require 
removal of both the UXO and DU.  The attendees noted that the Army pays no taxes, 
and the Army’s continued control of the JPG site provides no economic benefit (i.e., no 
tax revenue) to the city or county.     
 
The city and county attendees raised concerns about surface water contamination 
associated with DU, specifically contamination of Big Creek.  They explained that Big 
Creek is used for fishing and is a source of water for area wildlife, such as deer.  The 
attendees explained further that they would like to see environmental monitoring 



 

continue, and asked about the economic cost of the Army’s current ERM program and 
whether the monitoring data are accessible to the public.  The NRC staff provided the 
yearly cost of the Army’s current ERM program (i.e., about $150,000).  One attendee 
indicated that the yearly cost of the Army’s current ERM program did not seem overly 
excessive.  The NRC staff also explained that data from the Army’s ERM program is 
available by searching the NRC’s ADAMS website. 
 
The NRC and CNWRA staff queried the city and county attendees about whether public 
water service is available to residents west of the JPG site, which is hydraulically down 
gradient of groundwater and surface water flow from JPG.  They indicated that the City 
of Madison provides water to areas west of the JPG site, including the Town of Dupont.  
The city and county attendees were unaware of any private wells that provide water for 
domestic use west of the JPG site; however, they indicated that some remote 
residences may have domestic wells. 
 
Finally, economic development activities and trends in the area were discussed.  The 
city and county attendees explained that land south of the firing line at the JPG site is 
available for industrial and commercial use.  Land south of the firing line has been 
transferred or is in the process of being transferred to a local landowner, Dean Ford.  
This landowner is actively marketing land and existing buildings south of the firing line 
for industrial use and currently leases some buildings to industrial users.  However, it 
was pointed out that there are available industrial land and buildings in the City of 
Madison and there are no plans for the City of Madison or Jefferson County to market 
the JPG site south of the firing line for industrial or commercial development.  They also 
explained that the MUTC located west of the JPG site in Jennings County has used the 
airport south of the firing line at the JPG site in the past for training activities.  The MUTC, 
which provides counterterrorism training to both military and civilian personnel, provides 
significant economic benefits, primarily to Jennings County.   
 
The NRC and CNWRA staff asked for copies of city and county planning documents, but 
the city and county attendees indicated that no documents with current (relevant) 
information are available.   
 

 
Agency:  Jefferson County Board of Commissioners 
 
Meeting Location:  Madison City Hall, 101 West Main Street, Madison, Indiana 47250 
 
Attendee:  Robert Little (President) 

 
The meeting opened with a discussion of the Army’s plan to terminate its NRC Materials 
License for the DU Impact Area and discontinue its ERM program.  Mr. Little asked why 
the DU cannot be removed from the JPG site.  The NRC staff explained the risks 
associated with cleanup of the DU Impact Area due to the presence of UXO.  Mr. Little 
raised concerns about leakage of contaminants into groundwater and surface water 
systems, specifically contamination of Big Creek.  He noted that Big Creek west of the 
JPG site is used for stock watering and fishing.  He was also concerned about the 
Army’s plan to discontinue environmental monitoring.  He asked how government 
officials and private citizens will know whether groundwater and surface water are being 
affected by contamination from the DU Impact Area if monitoring is discontinued.  Mr. 
Little also asked about the economic costs of the Army’s current ERM program.  The 



 

NRC staff explained that the annual monitoring costs are approximately $150,000, 
including two sampling events per year and associated reporting.  Mr. Little asked 
whether the sampling frequency of the ERM program could be modified (e.g., annual 
sampling and analysis) to reduce the costs to the Army.   
 
The NRC staff and Mr. Little discussed population growth and economic development 
activities and trends in Jefferson County.  Population growth in Jefferson County is 
stagnant with most new jobs in the region being created in and around Louisville, 
Kentucky.  Residential and commercial development in Jefferson County is slow and, at 
present, occurs primarily east of the City of Madison.  Major industrial employers in the 
Jefferson County area include North American Stainless and Dow Corning, both located 
across the Ohio River in Ghent and Carrollton, Kentucky, respectively.   
 
The NRC and CNWRA staff asked for city and county planning documents, but Mr. Little 
was not aware of any available planning documents. 

 
 
Agency:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife-Bloomington Ecological Services Office 
 
Meeting Location:  620 South Walker Street, Bloomington, Indiana 47403 
 
Attendees:  Dan Sparks (Contaminants Biologist) and Scott Pruitt (Field Supervisor) 

 
Mr. Sparks and Mr. Pruitt were involved with the process of establishing the BONWR 
since the mid-1990s.  The BONWR has a high density of the Federally-listed 
endangered Indiana bat.  Popeye shiner (a type of fish) have been found at the BONWR 
in Big Creek, which is indicative of healthy stream ecology.  The BONWR also has some 
of the best second-growth forests in Indiana.  Transfer of Army land to the USFWS to 
establish BONWR was supported by the Army’s 1995 base closure EIS; no further 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) analyses were conducted by the USFWS.  
They also mentioned the MOA between the Army and USFWS.  In the mid-1990s, the 
USFWS provided the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) with a letter that may 
discuss UXO chemical constituents and their potential impact to ecological resources.  
Joe Robb of the BONWR, with whom the NRC met on January 12th, may have a copy of 
this letter.  There may also be other documentation that Joe Robb could provide.  
 
The agency does not have concerns regarding endangered species if UXO and DU 
remain in the DU Impact Area, and is not aware of any adverse effects on wildlife from 
DU and UXO at JPG.  Due to the large amount of available habitat at the BONWR and 
the broad range of many species, the agency does not have concerns at this time 
regarding the Army’s proposed action.  When asked about the potential impact on 
wildlife from DU and/or UXO removal at JPG, the USFWS staff stated that significant 
impacts from habitat disruption would occur if such removal activities were conducted.  
With regard to cleaning up only the 842-ha (2,080-ac) DU Impact Area, the USFWS staff 
indicated that it would destroy that area, and that trucking materials out of that area 
through the surrounding areas of the BONWR would also cause a lot of damage to the 
perimeter area and transport route.  
 
The USFWS does not conduct any sampling at JPG other than to assist as needed with 
the Army’s ERM program.  The agency is not concerned about the Army’s proposal to 
cease environmental monitoring.  



 

 
In response to NRC and CNWRA questions, the USFWS staff indicated that a potential 
source of information on UXO chemical constituent impacts on wildlife may be available 
in documents prepared for the Crane Naval Base in Stanford, Indiana, where 
trinitrotoluene (TNT), Royal Demolition Explosive (RDX), Her Majesty’s Explosive (HMX), 
and heavy metals are present from munitions demilitarization. 
 
The USFWS staff stated that the NRC should document its findings relevant to the 
Endangered Species Act in our EIS, and clarified that the USFWS does not respond to 
or concur with “no effect” determinations from other agencies. 

 
 
Date: Wednesday, January 14, 2015 

 

Agency:  Indiana Department of Homeland Security (IDHS) 
 
Meeting Location:  Indiana Government Center South, 302 West Washington Street, 
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204 
 
Attendees:  Laura Dresen, Radiological Program Director 
 

At the meeting, the NRC staff first answered Ms. Dresen’s questions about the Army’s 
institutional controls at JPG and what the NRC’s role might be if the NRC license is 
terminated and the Army decides to clean up the DU and/or UXO at JPG in the future.  
The NRC staff referred her to 10 CFR 20.1403 and NUREG-1757, Appendix M. 
 
According to Ms. Dresen, the IDHS has limited resources (staff and programs) for 
oversight of radiological safety.  The IDHS would like to see a process put in place that 
would require the NRC to be notified if the Army decides to remove UXO or DU in the 
future.  Based on the information the NRC and CNWRA staff obtained during the 
meeting, it was determined that the most important issue for the IDHS relevant to JPG is 
continued and enhanced physical access controls and how they will be maintained.  Ms. 
Dresen seemed uncertain as to whether the present JPG fence and signage are 
adequate.  The IDHS does not have environmental concerns about the proposed action 
and cessation of the Army’s ERM program. 
 
Ms. Dresen indicated that there should be regional health studies and health statistics 
that the NRC and CNWRA staff could find relevant that may be relevant to the NRC’s 
EIS.   

 
 
Agency:  Indiana Department of Environmental Management (IDEM)-Office of Land Quality and 
Office of Water Quality  
 
Meeting Location:  Indiana Government Center North, 100 North Senate Avenue, Indianapolis, 
Indiana 46204   
 
Attendees:  Peggy Dorsey (Deputy Assistant Commissioner, Office of Land Quality); Martha 
Clark Mettler (Deputy Assistant Commissioner, Office of Water Quality); Stephanie Andrews 
(Senior Environmental Manager, Federal Programs Section-Office of Land Quality and JPG 
Project Manager); Krista Gremos (Geologist, Office of Land Quality); Kristy McIntyre (Chemist, 



 

Chemistry Services Section-Office of Land Quality); and Rex Osborn (Chief, Federal Programs 
Section-Office of Land Quality) 
 

The NRC and CNWRA staff first answered several questions from the IDEM staff about 
the proposed action, the Army-USFWS MOA, what DU is, and the radiological and 
chemical risks of DU.  They also asked if the NRC’s Safety Evaluation Report and EIS 
could disagree.  The IDEM’s involvement with JPG has been primarily in areas south of 
the firing line (the cantonment area).  Cleanup of the cantonment area is mostly 
complete, but the IDEM is still conducting groundwater monitoring to track a chemical 
plume south of the firing line.  The agency has not conducted investigations or 
environmental monitoring at the DU Impact Area or at other areas north of the firing line, 
except at one site just north of the firing line that is unrelated to UXO or DU.  The agency 
suggested that if the Army’s NRC license is terminated, the NRC should execute 
inspections or retain some kind of enforcement authority over the DU.  The agency staff 
indicated that they will provide the NRC with the link to the IDEM Virtual File Cabinet 
(VFC) where IDEM reports can be viewed, including a 5-year summary of the IDEM 
activities conducted at JPG.   
 
The agency staff informed the NRC that a permit is required for well installation activities 
in the county, including drinking water wells.  When the NRC and CNWRA staff asked 
about a map of well locations, the IDEM staff indicated that the Indiana Department of 
Natural Resources (IDNR) retains information on the locations of documented wells.  In 
addition, the State and/or county health departments would have information regarding 
any septic systems in the area.  
 
The agency prefers that JPG and the DU Impact Area continue to practice institutional 
controls, and is concerned about streams, security, and the lack of public education 
about what’s happening at JPG.  The NRC and CNWRA staff learned that the IDEM 
Commissioner is interested in optimizing the productive reuse of the JPG site to the 
extent practicable, although the IDEM recognizes that this may not happen for hundreds 
of years from now.  With regard to regulatory oversight of UXO constituents, the IDEM 
staff indicated that the U.S. Department of Defense is authorized to implement CERCLA 
under EPA oversight for military site areas on the EPA’s National Priorities List (NPL).  
Site areas that are not on the NPL are under IDEM oversight.  Cleanup actions are 
concluded by the Finding of Suitability to Transfer or Lease (FOST/FOSL) for parcels of 
land at JPG.  The IDEM does not foresee any future active oversight or required 
monitoring of UXO/munitions constituents at JPG.  No Indiana State law or regulation 
applies to UXO. 
 
 

Agency:  Indiana Department of Natural Resources-Division of Historic Preservation and 
Archaeology 
 
Meeting:  Indiana Government Center South, 402 West Washington Street, Indianapolis, 
Indiana 46204 
 
Attendees:  Chris Smith (IDNR Deputy Director, Regulatory Team), Mitch Zoll (Division Director 
and Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer [SHPO]), Chad Slider (Assistant Director of 
Environmental Review), and Cathy Draeger-Williams (Archaeologist)  
 



 

The agency staff informed the NRC and CNWRA staff that Cameron Clark is the IDNR 
Director and the Indiana SHPO.  Mitch Zoll is the Deputy SHPO.   
 
The agency staff also stated that the provisions in the 1992 Programmatic Agreement 
(PA) between the Army, Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP), and National 
Conference of State Historic Preservation Officers, and the 1992 MOA between the 
Army, ACHP, and Indiana SHPO remain valid and consistent with the agency’s 
expectations regarding the Army’s responsibilities to protect historic properties.  The PA 
and MOA outline the Army’s base closure commitments to develop and follow a Historic 
Preservation Plan/Cultural Resources Management Plan and covenants.  The SHPO 
had agreed with the Army’s Cultural Resources Management Plan (CRMP) and the 
INANG’s ICRMP.  Any future land transfers, site cleanup activities, or other site 
disturbances at JPG will be subject to these agreements, plans, and covenants as 
applicable.   
 
The agency staff indicated that they see no impacts on historic and cultural resources 
from the proposed action.  To their knowledge, no cultural resources have been 
identified in the DU Impact Area.  Since there will be no demolitions, construction, etc., 
there would be no effect on historic properties from the Army’s proposed action.  Since 
the NRC will conduct the Section 106 process for the JPG project as part of NEPA, the 
NRC should include the information on historic and cultural resources in the EIS, and our 
preliminary finding/determination in the Draft EIS would be “No Historic Properties 
Affected.”  However, we would need to explain this finding because the DU Impact Area 
was not surveyed for historic and cultural resources.  Sending a letter for SHPO 
concurrence with the determination would be optional.  The agency staff will review the 
Draft EIS including the preliminary determination and will provide comments.  The NRC 
can send its Section 106 closing letter to the agency after that.   
 
The NRC staff noted that the Federal Register Notice of Intent to prepare an EIS and a 
request for EIS scoping comments had been sent to several Native American Tribes 
identified as having potential ties to the JPG area, but that none of the Tribes responded.  
When questioned on the matter, the agency staff recommended that the NRC initiate 
tribal consultations for the proposed action, given the ACHP’s present position on Tribal 
consultation in the Section 106 process.  They cited INDOT as having a list of the 
potentially interested tribes.  However, the NRC should inform the Tribes that they 
cannot conduct surveys within the DU Impact Area.  
 
After the meeting, the agency provided the NRC with a link to the State Historic 
Architectural and Archaeological Research Database (SHAARD), which an 
archaeologist can access, and to INDOT’s website with the Indiana Indian Tribal 
Contacts.  The agency agreed to provide the NRC with additional information as needed.  

 
 
SITE TOUR/RECONNAISSANCE OF SELECTED JPG AND OFFSITE AREAS 
 
During the afternoon of Monday, January 12, 2015, NRC and CNWRA staff conducted a 
tour/reconnaissance of selected portions of the JPG site and surrounding areas.  (A more 
detailed tour of the JPG site, including the DU Impact Area, was previously conducted on 
December 2, 2014, during the NRC/CNWRA trip for the EIS Public Scoping Meeting.)   
 



 

The primary objective of the site reconnaissance was to observe areas down gradient of surface 
water flow that could be potentially impacted by physical movement (e.g., due to flooding 
events) or degradation (corrosion) of UXO and of DU penetrators.  The focus was on Big Creek 
and Middle Fork Creek which traverse the DU Impact Area within the JPG facility; they provided 
the best opportunities to view and observe areas that could be impacted by UXO or DU 
penetrators and vantage points from which to view and document (photograph) areas down 
gradient of surface water and groundwater flow from the JPG site.  In addition, to the extent 
possible, the site reconnaissance allowed staff to observe the area down gradient of surface 
water and groundwater flow with regard to land use, population density, soils, geology 
(exposure of limestone bedrock in streams), stream flow conditions, and ecological resources. 
 
The JPG West Perimeter Road on the JPG facility was initially traveled.  This road crosses Big 
Creek and Middle Fork Creek where these streams exit the JPG site and offered vantage points 
for the site reconnaissance.   While within the JPG facility, areas in and around the DU Impact 
Area were also observed.  Public roads west and southwest of the JPG facility were 
subsequently traveled to identify additional vantage points for the two creeks, including the 
bridge crossings over these creeks west and southwest of the JPG site (e.g., crossing of Big 
Creek at Breeding Road and Bear Lane, and crossing of Middle Fork Creek at North Breeding 
Road and State Route 7).   
 
During the site reconnaissance, Big Creek and Middle Fork Creek beyond the west boundary of 
the site were observed to contain slow flowing water that was partially frozen.  Layers of 
exposed bedrock were visible along the embankments of each creek.  Freezing temperatures 
allowed seepages to be visible between the rock layers and at small outfalls by forming ice 
where water emerged from the ground.  The only wildlife observed was ducks on the bank of 
Middle Fork Creek at the North Breeding Road bridge crossing.  A residential property was 
observed along the bank of the creek at this location.  Overall, the area within a few miles of the 
western site boundary in the vicinity of Big Creek was observed to be rural with large agricultural 
fields and smaller areas occupied by individual residential dwellings or clusters of dwellings.  No 
UXO or DU penetrators were observed beyond the site boundary during the site 
reconnaissance.   
 
 
OTHER AGENCIES CONTACTED 

 
The NRC staff also made contact with a number of other agencies which did not result in 
meetings during the January 12-14, 2015, site visit and agency information gathering trip.  The 
interactions with these agencies are described below. 
 
Agency and Location:  U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Region 5, Chicago, Illinois 
 
Contact:  Karen Mason-Smith (Remedial Project Manager, Superfund Division [SFD]) 
 

Ms. Mason-Smith was initially contacted via email on January 6, 2015, with a follow-up 
on January 7, 2015.  These contacts were in an attempt to set up a conference call to 
discuss the extent of the EPA’s role, regulatory programs, and actions related to the 
regulation of the chemical constituents in UXO that the Army proposes to leave in place 
at the JPG DU Impact Area and elsewhere at the JPG site and at other military sites.  
Ms. Mason-Smith had previously been involved in site remediation at JPG.   
 



 

On January 6th, Ms. Mason-Smith responded to the NRC’s first contact, to the effect that 
that the SFD in EPA Region 5 did not receive any funds this year from the Army to work 
on non-NPL federal facility sites and, therefore, she is not working on JPG.  On January 
12th, she responded to the second NRC contact, to the effect that since the former JPG 
is a non-NPL federal facility, the IDEM is the lead regulatory agency.  The EPA Region 
5’s SFD deferred the JPG site to Region 5’s RCRA Section in their Land and Chemical 
Division (LCD) approximately 10 years ago (maybe around 2004).  The DU site is a 
RCRA-regulated unit.  She recommended follow up email communications with Michael 
Sedlacek, Environmental Scientist in the NEPA Implementation Section, and Jose 
Cisneros, Remediation and Reuse Branch Chief in LCD.  Follow ups with EPA personnel 
are ongoing. 

 
 
Agency and Location:  Ripley County Economic Development Corporation, Versailles, Indiana 
 
Contact:  Gary Norman (Executive Director) 
 

When contacted, Mr. Norman indicated that he did not see the need to meet with the 
NRC as the Ripley County Economic Development Corporation has very little to nothing 
to do with JPG.  He also had very little time to meet during the January 12-14 timeframe.  
He recommended meeting with the Ripley County Tourism Bureau.  

 
 
Agency and Location:  Ripley County Tourism Bureau, Versailles, Indiana 
 
Contact:  Katherine Taul (Executive Director) 
 

In response to an initial email contact, on January 7, 2015, Ms. Taul informed the NRC 
that she does not know a lot about UXO, but has worked with Ken Knouf (Jefferson 
County Parks and Recreation Board) in the past and is a member of the Big Oaks 
Conservation Society and the Friends of Versailles State Park.  She also stated that as 
the Tourism Director for Ripley County, she is an advocate for outdoor activities and 
developing them in the county and the region. 
 
Following that contact, a suitable meeting date and time with the Ripley County Tourism 
Bureau during the January 12-14 trip could not be arranged.  Instead, in a January 8th 
email, the NRC staff requested written questions or information from Ms. Taul.  On 
January 8th, Ms. Taul responded to the NRC with the following comments:  
 

1. I would like to see an entrance to Big Oaks in the northern part of JPG, so it is 
more easily accessible. 

 
2. I believe the property should be open to the public more (days and hours). 
 
3. I think the government should make the property as usable as possible.  Many 

people gave up their homes and land for the government; it should not go to 
waste. 

 
 
 



 

Agency and Location:  Indiana Department of Natural Resources, Division of Fish and Wildlife, 
North Vernon, Indiana 
 
Contact:  Chris Grauel (Wildlife Biologist) 
 

Mr. Grauel informed the NRC staff that the IDNR Division of Fish and Wildlife typically 
does not review environmental projects like the Army’s proposed action at the JPG DU 
Impact Area, and suggested that the NRC staff meet with Joe Robb of the USFWS-
BONWR (which we did on January 12th).   

 
 
Agency and Location:  Indiana Department of Environmental Management-Office of Compliance 
Support, Southeast Regional Office, Brownstown, Indiana 
 
Contact:  Mark Amick (Deputy Director) 
 

Although a meeting with Mr. Amick had initially been arranged, he later informed the 
NRC staff that the IDEM office staff that the NRC planned to meet with in Indianapolis, 
Indiana, would provide adequate information and that a meeting with him would not be 
necessary.   
 

 
Agency and Location:  Indiana State Department of Natural Resources, Division of Fish and 
Wildlife, Indianapolis, Indiana 
 
Contact:  Christie Stanifer (Environmental Coordinator) 
 

The NRC staff contacted, but did not meet with, the IDNR Division of Fish and Wildlife, 
because Christie Stanifer of that agency reported to the NRC that it reviews only IDNR 
permit requests for projects that involve land disturbance.  The Army’s proposed action 
does include land disturbance and, therefore, does not require an IDNR permit request.  
The NRC staff was informed that the IDEM is the appropriate agency to contact.    Also, 
Ms. Stanifer suggested that the NRC contact Ronald Hellmich with the IDNR Division of 
Nature Preserves to obtain a state species list.  On January 6, 2015, Mr. Hellmich 
responded to the NRC with a list of endangered, threatened and rare species 
documented within one mile of the BONWR and JPG. 

 
 
Agency and Location:  Jennings County Area Planning Commission, Vernon, Indiana 
 
Contact:  Cheryl Trisler (Director) 
 

A meeting with the Jennings County Area Planning Commission was not arranged 
because the NRC staff was informed that this agency has no involvement with JPG and 
did not see the benefit of meeting with the NRC.  

 
 

 


