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* Perimeter controls are not to scale, and subject to
field locating for precise installation location. Abut
perimeter controls to the edge of access paths
where shown, do not install BMPs across access
paths.

** Topsoil berms subject to the availability of
suitable soil. Where a topsoil berm cannot be
constructed, silt fence may be used as an alternate
BMP.

Refer to the Vegetation Management Plan for
stream crossing details and site restoration/
revegetation methods.
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* Perimeter controls are not to scale, and subject to
field locating for precise installation location. Abut
perimeter controls to the edge of access paths
where shown, do not install BMPs across access
paths.

** Topsoil berms subject to the availability of
suitable soil. Where a topsoil berm cannot be
constructed, silt fence may be used as an alternate
BMP.

Refer to the Vegetation Management Plan for
stream crossing details and site restoration/
revegetation methods.
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* Perimeter controls are not to scale, and subject to
field locating for precise installation location. Abut
perimeter controls to the edge of access paths
where shown, do not install BMPs across access
paths.

** Topsoil berms subject to the availability of
suitable soil. Where a topsoil berm cannot be
constructed, silt fence may be used as an alternate
BMP.

Refer to the Vegetation Management Plan for
stream crossing details and site restoration/
revegetation methods.
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* Perimeter controls are not to scale, and subject to
field locating for precise installation location. Abut
perimeter controls to the edge of access paths
where shown, do not install BMPs across access

Rifle paths.
mucky

peat ** Topsoil berms subject to the availability of
suitable soil. Where a topsoil berm cannot be
constructed, silt fence may be used as an alternate
BMP.

Refer to the Vegetation Management Plan for
stream crossing details and site restoration/
revegetation methods.
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* Perimeter controls are not to scale, and subject to
field locating for precise installation location. Abut
perimeter controls to the edge of access paths
where shown, do not install BMPs across access
paths.

** Topsoil berms subject to the availability of
suitable soil. Where a topsoil berm cannot be
constructed, silt fence may be used as an alternate
BMP.

Refer to the Vegetation Management Plan for
stream crossing details and site restoration/
revegetation methods.
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* Perimeter controls are not to scale, and subject to
field locating for precise installation location. Abut
perimeter controls to the edge of access paths
Rifle where shown, do not install BMPs across access
mucky paths.

peat
** Topsoil berms subject to the availability of
suitable soil. Where a topsoil berm cannot be
constructed, silt fence may be used as an alternate
BMP.

Refer to the Vegetation Management Plan for
\3&0 stream crossing details and site restoration/
revegetation methods.
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* Perimeter controls are not to scale, and subject to
field locating for precise installation location. Abut
perimeter controls to the edge of access paths
where shown, do not install BMPs across access
paths.

** Topsoil berms subject to the availability of
suitable soil. Where a topsoil berm cannot be
constructed, silt fence may be used as an alternate
BMP.

Refer to the Vegetation Management Plan for
stream crossing details and site restoration/
revegetation methods.
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peat where shown, do not install BMPs across access
paths.

** Topsoil berms subject to the availability of
Greenwood suitable soil. Where a topsoil berm cannot be

peat constructed, silt fence may be used as an alternate
BMP.

Refer to the Vegetation Management Plan for
stream crossing details and site restoration/
revegetation methods.
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field locating for precise installation location. Abut
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* Perimeter controls are not to scale, and subject to
field locating for precise installation location. Abut
perimeter controls to the edge of access paths
where shown, do not install BMPs across access
paths.

** Topsoil berms subject to the availability of
suitable soil. Where a topsoil berm cannot be
constructed, silt fence may be used as an alternate
BMP.

Refer to the Vegetation Management Plan for
stream crossing details and site restoration/
revegetation methods.
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* Perimeter controls are not to scale, and subject to
field locating for precise installation location. Abut
perimeter controls to the edge of access paths
where shown, do not install BMPs across access
paths.

** Topsoil berms subject to the availability of
suitable soil. Where a topsoil berm cannot be
constructed, silt fence may be used as an alternate
BMP.

Refer to the Vegetation Management Plan for
stream crossing details and site restoration/
revegetation methods.
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* Perimeter controls are not to scale, and subject to
field locating for precise installation location. Abut
perimeter controls to the edge of access paths
where shown, do not install BMPs across access
paths.

** Topsoil berms subject to the availability of
suitable soil. Where a topsoil berm cannot be
constructed, silt fence may be used as an alternate
BMP.

Refer to the Vegetation Management Plan for
stream crossing details and site restoration/
revegetation methods.
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Greenwood-Lobo complex,
suomi catena, 0 to 2
percent slopes

fai i

Greenwood-Lobo | I
complex, suomi catena,

Pz percemsoees R'12690 _
| Legend
I -160 i

R-29 S-24 @ structure
S-23 — Flow Direction

—m Sjlt Fence*

—m= SCL*

=== Topsoil Berm**

== New/Improved Access Path
'L__—: Right-of-way

Greenwood-Lobo

complex, suomi catena, Su pport Area
0 to 2 percent slopes

Greenwood soils,
suomi catena, 0 to Fly Yard
A 1 percent slopes
1o [IDI Mat Storage

Material Yard

Pull Site

B4 Regen Site
° PS @ B315 ® B316 @ B317 ! Structure Work Area

B313
—— 2-ft Contour

e~ Trout Stream
&R |mpaired Stream
‘ Impaired Lake

oo™

T-160
R-29
S-25 25 PWI Lake

NHD Stream

~~~ PWI| Stream

T-160 NHD Water Body
R-29 | soil Group
S-26 County Line

Section Line

* Perimeter controls are not to scale, and subject to
field locating for precise installation location. Abut
perimeter controls to the edge of access paths
where shown, do not install BMPs across access
paths.

** Topsoil berms subject to the availability of
suitable soil. Where a topsoil berm cannot be
constructed, silt fence may be used as an alternate
BMP.

Refer to the Vegetation Management Plan for
stream crossing details and site restoration/
revegetation methods.
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Effie-Hamre
complex, mira 88, 0
to 1 percent slopes

S

1100

R-28
S-19
| I
R-29 @ Structure
Greseun:’n?iog;eo:; 3ﬂg‘g'ex, S-24 — Flow Direction

percent slopes
—m Sjlt Fence*

== SCL*

=== Topsoil Berm**

== New/Improved Access Path
'L__—: Right-of-way

Support Area

® 5320 Fly Yard

[IDI Mat Storage

Material Yard

Pull Site

Regen Site

B321 @ Structure Work Area
) —— 2-ft Contour

@® B319

® B318 e~ Trout Stream
&R |mpaired Stream
‘ Impaired Lake
~~ PWI| Stream
T-160 25 PWILake
20 NHD Stream
S-25 T-160
Greenwood soils, R-28 NHD Water Body

suomi catena, 0 to S-30
1 percent slopes

ZQ'V‘

L__] Soil Group

County Line
Section Line

* Perimeter controls are not to scale, and subject to
field locating for precise installation location. Abut
perimeter controls to the edge of access paths
where shown, do not install BMPs across access
paths.

yot

** Topsoil berms subject to the availability of
suitable soil. Where a topsoil berm cannot be
constructed, silt fence may be used as an alternate
BMP.

Refer to the Vegetation Management Plan for
J.z% stream crossing details and site restoration/
revegetation methods.

&
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]

Document Path: \mspe-gis-file\GISProjLarge\MinnPower\182035\map_docs\WORKING\MWR\ErosionControl_11x17L.mxd



Erosion Control Plan

Page: 79 of 194

T-160
R-28
S-19

Effie-Hamre
complex, mira 88, 0
to 1 percent slopes

® B322

® 323

T-160
R-28
S-30

Greenwood soils,
suomi catena, O to
1 percent slopes

Spooner-Littleswan
complex, 0 to 3
percent slopes

Spooner-Sax,
depressional,
complex, 0 to 2
percent slopes

Spooner-Littleswan complex, 110 6
complex, O to 3
percent slopes

Spooner-Sax,
depressional,
complex, 0 to 2
percent slopes

>
P
< Effie-Ashlake
00 complex, mlra
88,0to0 2

percent slopes

B324 @

Effie-Hamre complex,
mlra88,0to 1
percent slopes

Effie-Ashlake
complex, mira
88,0to0 2
percent slopes

Littleswan-Baudette .
Spooner-Littleswan

complex, 0 to 3

percent slopes
percent slopes

Cathro and Tacoosh
soils, suomi catena,
0 to 1 percent slopes|

et

T-160
R-28
S-29
o
o
B325
%,
T-160
R-28
S-32

Greenwood soils,
suomi catena, 0 to
1 percent slopes

o

@ Structure
—» Flow Direction
—m Sjlt Fence*
—m= SCL*
=== Topsoil Berm**
== New/Improved Access Path
i___—: Right-of-way
Support Area
Fly Yard
[IDI Mat Storage
Material Yard
Pull Site
Regen Site
@ Structure Work Area
—— 2-ft Contour
e~ Trout Stream
&R |mpaired Stream
‘ Impaired Lake
~~ PW| Stream
25 PWI Lake

NHD Stream

NHD Water Body
L__] Soil Group

County Line

Section Line

* Perimeter controls are not to scale, and subject to
field locating for precise installation location. Abut
perimeter controls to the edge of access paths
where shown, do not install BMPs across access
paths.

** Topsoil berms subject to the availability of
suitable soil. Where a topsoil berm cannot be
constructed, silt fence may be used as an alternate
BMP.

Refer to the Vegetation Management Plan for
stream crossing details and site restoration/
revegetation methods.
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Spooner-Sax, Greenwood soils,
depressional, suomi catena, 0 to
comple:, IO to2 1 percent slopes
ercent slopes
. 3

1101

Cathro and Tacoosh
soils, suomi catena, 0
to 1 percent slopes

(4

/LQT,T

T-160
R-28

S8 T-160
S-33 @ structure
—>» Flow Direction

—m Sjlt Fence*

—m= SCL*

=== Topsoil Berm**

== New/Improved Access Path
'L__—: Right-of-way

Support Area

Greenwood soils, Fly Yard

suomi catena, 0 to

1 percent slopes D]:II Mat Storage
Material Yard
Pull Site

B327 B328 Regen Site
® ® ® ® B329 | structure Work Area

B326
—— 2-ft Contour

1104

l10g

T-160 , s~~~ Trout Stream
R-28 Beseman and Merwin

S-32 S‘t’(i)'sl' ::‘r’c'?nf‘;‘lz;:so @ms |mpaired Stream
‘ Impaired Lake
~~—~ PWI Stream
25 PWI Lake
NHD Stream
NHD Water Body
T-159 L__] Soil Group

R-28 County Line
S-4 -

Section Line

o

* Perimeter controls are not to scale, and subject to
field locating for precise installation location. Abut
perimeter controls to the edge of access paths
where shown, do not install BMPs across access
paths.

<<2 ** Topsoil berms subject to the availability of
suitable soil. Where a topsoil berm cannot be
1110 constructed, silt fence may be used as an alternate

Effie-Hamre BMP.

complex, mira 88, 0 T-159

to 1 percent slopes R-28 Refer to the Vegetation Management Plan for

stream crossing details and site restoration/

S-5 revegetation methods.
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T-160
R-28
S-34
Greenwood soils,
suomi catena, 0 to
1 percent slopes ‘G V]
&'\}?' 1

A0

Effie-Hamre complex,

milra88,0to 1
Beseman and Merwin percent slopes
T-160 soils, suomi catena, Legend
0 to 1 percent slopes
R-28 @ Structure

S-33 —» Flow Direction

= Sjlt Fence*

%‘0

—m= SCL*

=== Topsoil Berm**

== New/Improved Access Path
'L__—: Right-of-way

® B329
Support Area

Fly Yard

) B333 [IDI Mat Storage
Material Yard
Cathro and Tacoosh Pull Site

soils, suomi catena, 0

B330 P to 1 percent slopes Regen Site
@ Structure Work Area

—— 2-ft Contour
B332

e~ Trout Stream
&R |mpaired Stream

‘ Impaired Lake

T-159 ~~—~ PWI Stream

T-159 R-28
R-28 S-3

S-4 NHD Stream

B33l @

25 PWI Lake

NHD Water Body

1120 L__] Soil Group

I g! .
Greenwood soils, County Line

suomi catena, 0 to . )
1 percent slopes Section Line

* Perimeter controls are not to scale, and subject to
) ) ' field locating for precise installation location. Abut
Rifle soils, suomi perimeter controls to the edge of access paths

;::f:;g;g:s where shown, do not install BMPs across access
paths.

,\9’7’ \1 ** Topsoil berms subject to the availability of
‘E( suitable soil. Where a topsoil berm cannot be
constructed, silt fence may be used as an alternate
BMP.

Refer to the Vegetation Management Plan for
stream crossing details and site restoration/
revegetation methods.

T-159 /@

R-28 Greenwood soils, 0 500 Feet
suomi catena, 0 to ']
S-5 1 percent slopes
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Erosion Control Plan

1108

Cathro and Tacoosh
soils, suomi catena,
0 to 1 percent slopes

Ricellake-B:omggrdo Daisybay and Terric i
complex, mira 88, Haplosaprist soils,
T-160 to 3 percent slopes T-160 kab catena, 0 to
1110 R-28 - 1 percent slopes
R-28
Effie-Ashlake S-34 S-35

complex, mira )
88,0t0 2 Effie-Hamre § I
percent slopes complex, mira 88, 0
to 1 percent slopes

Cathro and Tacoosh
soils, suomi catena,
0 to 1 percent slopes

Effie-Hamre complex, 10
mira 88, 0 to
1 percent slopes

@ Structure

Blomford-Northwood
complex, mira 88, 0
to 2 percent slopes

—» Flow Direction

1116 1114

Cathro and Tacoosh
soils, suomi catena,
0 to 1 percent slopes

1118

® B334 @ B335

T-159
R-28

Rifle soils, suomi
catena, 0to 1
percent slopes

1124

Ricelake-Blomford
complex, mira 88, 0
to 3 percent slopes

@ B336

Effie-Hamre
complex, mira 88, 0
to 1 percent slopes

Blomford-Northwood
complex, mira 88, 0
to 2 percent slopes

Effie-Hamre
complex, mira 88, 0
to 1 percent slopes

Cathro and Tacoosh
soils, suomi catena, 0
to 1 percent slopes

@ B337

T-159
R-28
S-2

Rifle soils, suomi
catena, 0to 1
percent slopes

—m Sjlt Fence*
—m= SCL*
=== Topsoil Berm**
== New/Improved Access Path
i___—: Right-of-way
Support Area
Fly Yard
[IDI Mat Storage
Material Yard
Pull Site
Regen Site
@ Structure Work Area
—— 2-ft Contour
e~ Trout Stream
&R |mpaired Stream
‘ Impaired Lake
~~ PW| Stream
25 PWI Lake

NHD Stream

NHD Water Body
L_ ! soil Group

County Line

Section Line

* Perimeter controls are not to scale, and subject to
field locating for precise installation location. Abut
perimeter controls to the edge of access paths
where shown, do not install BMPs across access
paths.

** Topsoil berms subject to the availability of
suitable soil. Where a topsoil berm cannot be
constructed, silt fence may be used as an alternate
BMP.

Refer to the Vegetation Management Plan for
stream crossing details and site restoration/
revegetation methods.
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Daisybay and Terric
Haplosaprist soils,
kab catena, 0 to
1 percent slopes

Blomford-Northwood
complex, mira 88, 0
to 2 percent slopes

Cathro and Tacoosh
soils, suomi catena, 0
to 1 percent slopes

118

1120

Effie-Ashlake
complex, mira
88,0t0 2
percent slopes

T-160
R-28
S-35

Cathro and Tacoosh
soils, suomi catena, 0
to 1 percent slopes

@ B338

T-159
R-28
S-2

Rifle soils, suomi
catena, 0to 1
percent slopes

&6

Zippel silt
loam, O to 2
percent slopes

B339

4,

Greenwood-Lobo
complex, suomi catena,
0 to 2 percent slopes

1110

Zippel silt loam,
0 to 2 percent

slopes

Spooner-Sax,
depressional,
complex, 0 to 2
percent slopes

N
%
[e9)
Zippel silt
loam, 0 to 2
Fluvaquents, percent slopes
frequently

flooded-Hapludalfs
complex, 0 to 35
percent slopes 4102

%
O >

NS
Spooner-Littleswan

complex, 0 to 3
percent slopes

Zippel silt
loam, 0 to 2
percent slopes

300

B341
B340 @ )

1108

Longsiding-Foglake-Grasston
complex, O to
6 percent slopes

Cathro and Tacoosh
soils, suomi catena,
0 to 1 percent slopes

@ Structure
—» Flow Direction
—m Sjlt Fence*
—m= SCL*
=== Topsoil Berm**
== New/Improved Access Path
i___—: Right-of-way
Support Area
Fly Yard
[IDI Mat Storage
Material Yard
Pull Site
Regen Site
@ Structure Work Area
—— 2-ft Contour
e~ Trout Stream
&R |mpaired Stream
‘ Impaired Lake
~~ PW| Stream
25 PWI Lake

NHD Stream

NHD Water Body
L_ ! soil Group

County Line

Section Line

* Perimeter controls are not to scale, and subject to
field locating for precise installation location. Abut
perimeter controls to the edge of access paths
where shown, do not install BMPs across access
paths.

** Topsoil berms subject to the availability of
suitable soil. Where a topsoil berm cannot be
constructed, silt fence may be used as an alternate
BMP.

Refer to the Vegetation Management Plan for
stream crossing details and site restoration/
revegetation methods.
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Spooner-Sax,
depressional,
complex, 0to 2
percent slopes
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complex, 0 to
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88,0102 ) L Soil Group
percent slopes A
1130 County Line
Cathro and Tacoosh
soils, suomi catena, “&g Section Line

0 to 1 percent slopes

Longsiding-Foglake-Grasston \')f'{)/ ) fPerimetgr controls are npt to scgle, and ;ubject to

complex, 0 to 6 Effie-Ashlake field locating for precise installation location. Abut

percent slopes complex, mira perimeter controls to the edge of access paths

pei%n?;?of)es where shown, do not install BMPs across access

paths.
Ratroot-Dora

complex, 0to 1 ** Topsoil berms subject to the availability of

percent slopes suitable soil. Where a topsoil berm cannot be

,\/»\/’L% constructed, silt fence may be used as an alternate

Effie-Ashlake 1124 Kab-Ratroot BMP.
complex, mira complex, 0 to 2
Effie-Hamre pefcse'n? ;‘I’Oies &19 percent slopes Refer to the ) Vegetati(_)n Manage_ment Plan _for
complex, mira 88, 0 N stream crossing details and site restoration/
' : Suomi-Ashlake < .
to 1 percent slopes complex, mira @ revegetation methods.
/%C/o Lo, 88,1108 = &
C,@e/(‘/d Suomi-Ashlake percent slopes T-159
complex, mira =
88,1108 R-27 0 500 Feet
percent slopes I + i
S-7

B343

Rifle soils, suomi
catena,0to 1
percent slopes

Faang

B344

Effie-Hamre complex,

mira88,0to 1
percent slopes

Ricelake-Blomford
complex, mira 88, 0
to 3 percent slopes
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Graycalm-Grettum
complex, 1to 8
percent slopes

Effie-Hamre

complex, mira 88, 0
to 1 percent slopes

Ashlake-Suomi-Effie
complex, mira 88, 1

@ Structure
—» Flow Direction
—m Sjlt Fence*
—m= SCL*
=== Topsoil Berm**
== New/Improved Access Path
i___—: Right-of-way
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Pull Site
Regen Site
@ Structure Work Area
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e~ Trout Stream
&R |mpaired Stream
‘ Impaired Lake
~~~ PWI Stream
25 PWI Lake
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NHD Water Body
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Effie-Hamre complex,
&6 mira 88,0to 1
percent slopes

Cathro and Tacoosh
soils, suomi catena,
0 to 1 percent slopes

W8
Rifle soils, suomi

catena,0to 1
percent slopes

115,

Ricelake-Blomford
complex, mira 88, 0
to 3 percent slopes

w"
4

Effie-Ashlake
complex, mira
88,0102
percent slopes

Graycalm-Grettum

8 percent slopes

Effie-Hamre
a complex, mira 88, 0
,\9/ to 1 percent slopes

Ratroot-Dora
complex, 0to 1
percent slopes

Ratroot-Dora
complex, 0to 1
percent slopes

Kab-Ratroot
complex, 0 to 2
percent slopes

Suomi-Ashlake
complex, mira
88,1t08
percent slopes

B346

complex, 1 to .

Effie-Ashlake
complex, mira

88,0t02

percent slopes

1134

Ashlake-Suomi-Effie
complex, mira 88, 1
to 4 percent slopes

Effie-Ashlake
complex, mira
88,0t02
percent slopes

N

Suomi-Ashlake
complex, mlra
88,1t08
percent slopes

17 26

Effie-Hamre
complex, mira 88, 0
to 1 percent slopes
Q
9’(5
I
®
Effie-Hamre
complex, mira 88, 0
to 1 percent slopes
B347 @
“A'l
N
o

Suomi-Ashlake
complex, mira
88,108
percent slopes

Suomi-Ashlake
complex, mira
88,1t08
percent slopes

Usy

B348
%
7 Q
»
v
©
mn
d
Ashlake-Suomi-Effie
complex, mira 88, 1
to 4 percent slopes
5 o &
S
[N
@
I8}
Suomi-Ashlake
complex, mira
88,108
percent slopes
T-159
R-27
Ashlake-Effie
S-7

complex, 0 to 4
percent slopes

1160

0o ™

o

89Tl

b 20

T-159
R-27
S-8

75

174

/\‘b
¥
©
N
=}
T-159
R-27
S-5
Cathro and Tacoosh
soils, suomi catena, 0
to 1 percent slopes
B349

Ashlake-Effie

complex, 0 to 4
percent slopes

1184

1200
1198

Cutaway-Suomi
complex, 1to 8
percent slopes

1202

@ structure
— Flow Direction

—m Sjlt Fence*
—m= SCL*
=== Topsoil Berm**
== New/Improved Access Path
i___—: Right-of-way
Support Area
Fly Yard
[IDI Mat Storage
Material Yard
Pull Site
Regen Site
@ Structure Work Area
—— 2-ft Contour
e~ Trout Stream
&R |mpaired Stream
‘ Impaired Lake
~~ PW| Stream
25 PWI Lake

NHD Stream

NHD Water Body
L_ ! Soil Group

County Line

Section Line

* Perimeter controls are not to scale, and subject to
field locating for precise installation location. Abut
perimeter controls to the edge of access paths
where shown, do not install BMPs across access
paths.

** Topsoil berms subject to the availability of
suitable soil. Where a topsoil berm cannot be
constructed, silt fence may be used as an alternate
BMP.

Refer to the Vegetation Management Plan for

stream crossing details and site restoration/
revegetation methods.
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Cutaway-Suomi
complex, 1to 8
percent slopes

T-159
R-27
S-5
Cathro and Tacoosh
soils, suomi catena, 0
to 1 percent slopes
® B350
&
\97
%
¢ %,
% % %
Q.
© I
1202
1200
.
198 1190

Cutaway-Suomi
complex, 1to 8
percent slopes

Cathro and Tacoosh
soils, suomi catena,
0 to 1 percent slopes

T-159
R-27
S-8

T-159
R-27
S-4

@ B351

10

1178

1182

Quetico, stony-Rock
outcrop complex, 2
to 15 percent slopes

Effie-Hamre
complex, mira 88, 0
to 1 percent slopes

B352

Effie-Hamre
complex, mira 88, 0
to 1 percent slopes

Ashlake-Effie
complex, 0 to 4
percent slopes

T-159
R-27

B353

PIAN

Effie-Hamre complex,
mira 88,0to 1
percent slopes

1170

@

B354

@ structure
— Flow Direction

—m Sjlt Fence*
—m— SCL*
=== Topsoil Berm**
== New/Improved Access Path
i___—: Right-of-way
Support Area
Fly Yard
[IDI Mat Storage
Material Yard
Pull Site
Regen Site
@ Structure Work Area
—— 2-ft Contour
e~ Trout Stream
&R |mpaired Stream
‘ Impaired Lake
~~ PWI| Stream
25 PWI Lake
NHD Stream
NHD Water Body
L__] Soil Group
County Line
Section Line
* Perimeter controls are not to scale, and subject to
field locating for precise installation location. Abut
perimeter controls to the edge of access paths
where shown, do not install BMPs across access
paths.
** Topsoil berms subject to the availability of
suitable soil. Where a topsoil berm cannot be
constructed, silt fence may be used as an alternate
BMP.
Refer to the Vegetation Management Plan for

stream crossing details and site restoration/
revegetation methods.
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Cathro and Tacoosh
soils, suomi catena,
0 to 1 percent slopes

1162
S
%
Cathro and Tacoosh
soils, suomi catena,
0 to 1 percent slopes
T-159
R-27
B354 @
170
Ashlake-Effie
complex, O to 4
percent slopes
Cathro and Tacoosh
soils, suomi catena, 0
to 1 percent slopes
4180
©
N~
—~
~~

1166

B355 @

T-159
R-27
S-10

Effie-Ashlake
complex, mira
88,0t0 2
percent slopes

N >,

FAn

Effie-Hamre
complex, mira 88, 0
to 1 percent slopes

T-159
R-27
S-15
Rifle soils,
suomi catena, O to
1 percent slopes
Heg Effie-Ashlake
complex, mira
88,0t0 2
percent slopes
B356 @ B357
o
v
Greenwood soils, \’q,'lz
suomi catena, 0 to N
1 percent slopes lZ@q
Quetico, stony-Rock
outcrop complex, 2
to 15 percent slopes
T-159 Ashlake-Effie
complex, 0 to 4
R-27 percent slopes
S-16

Effie-Hamre complex,
mira 88, 0 to
1 percent slopes

B358 @

&
%

Beseman and Merwin
soils, suomi catena, 0
to 1 percent slopes

@ Structure
—» Flow Direction
—m Sjlt Fence*
—m= SCL*
=== Topsoil Berm**
== New/Improved Access Path
i___—: Right-of-way
Support Area
Fly Yard
[IDI Mat Storage
Material Yard
Pull Site
Regen Site
@ Structure Work Area
—— 2-ft Contour
e~ Trout Stream
&R |mpaired Stream
‘ Impaired Lake
~~ PW| Stream
25 PWI Lake

NHD Stream

NHD Water Body
L__] Soil Group

County Line

Section Line

* Perimeter controls are not to scale, and subject to
field locating for precise installation location. Abut
perimeter controls to the edge of access paths
where shown, do not install BMPs across access
paths.

** Topsoil berms subject to the availability of
suitable soil. Where a topsoil berm cannot be
constructed, silt fence may be used as an alternate
BMP.

Refer to the Vegetation Management Plan for
stream crossing details and site restoration/
revegetation methods.
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