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Introduction

This document describes the Phase I survey results for fieldwork completed between May
8, and December 5, 2006, for portions of the Illinois segment of the Keystone pipeline corridor in
Madison, Bond, Fayette, and Marion counties (Figure 1). The primary objectives of the Phase 1
survey were to identify all cultural resources located within the proposed project corridor and to
provide an assessment of their eligibility for listing to the National Register of Historic Places
(NRHP). Site descriptions, site locations, site plan maps, and NRHP site evaluations are included
in this document. A full technical report will be submitted upon completion of the Phase I survey
of the entire proposed project corridor in Illinois.

The survey corridor for the Illinois segment of the proposed Keystone pipeline corridor is 200
feet (60.96 m) wide in most places, although the width of the corridor expands to 300 feet (91.44 m)
in the few locations where it diverges from an existing pipeline. Where it parallels and abuts an
existing pipeline, the entire 200-foot-wide corridor is south of the existing pipeline; consequently,
the northern boundary of the project corridor depicted on the site maps typically corresponds to the
location of the existing petroleum pipelines, usually the Platte, Buckeye, Marathon or 2Rivers
pipelines. Along the majority of the project corridor, the centerline for the proposed Keystone
pipeline was staked 40 feet south of the existing pipeline. Workspace for machinery, processing, and
fill management typically will lie south of the existing pipeline and the proposed Keystone pipeline.

To date, the Phase I survey has been completed for just under 49 miles (87.5 percent) of the
56 miles of the proposed pipeline route in Illinois. Fieldwork was accomplished in a series of
segments dictated by property access limitations, crop and weather conditions, and re-route
alignment changes. Phase II testing began in September 2006, concurrent with continuation of the
Phase I survey segments and re-route areas. Results of the Phase II site evaluations are presented in
a separate report (Schwegman 2007).

Thirty-seven archeological sites have been identified within the surveyed portions of the
project corridor, including 19 prehistoric sites, 10 historic sites and eight sites with both prehistoric
and historic components (Table 1). One historic site (JM-14) includes standing structures.
Preliminary assessments of site significance suggest that 10 of the 37 sites may be potentially eligible
for listing on the NRHP.
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. General location of the proposed Keystone pipeline route in Illinois.
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