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NO ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY REQUIRED FORM

This form only pertains to ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCEHS this project. It is not

valid for Historic Architecture and Landscapes.u¥Ynust consult separately with the
Historic Architecture and Landscapes Group.

PROJECT INFORMATION

Project No: Str .# 490164 County: Jackson

WBS No: 17BP.14.R.105 Document: Minimum Criteria Sheet

F.A. No: NA Funding: X state [ ] Federal
Federal Permit Required? X Yes [] No Permit Type: NWP 3, NWP 14, & TVA

Project Description:

The project calls for the replacement of Bridge &4 on SR 1462 (Woodfin Road) over the Woodfin
Creek in Jackson County. The archaeological Afegatential Effects (APE) for the project is define

as a 640-foot (195.07 m) long corridor running 326t (97.54 m) east and 320 feet west along Woodfin
Road from the center of Bridge No. 164. The corrid approximately 150 feet (45.72 m) wide
extending 75 feet (22.86 m) on either side of tfael from its present center.

SUMMARY OF CULTURAL RESOURCESREVIEW
Brief description of review activities, results of review, and conclusions:

Bridge No. 64 is located northeast of Sylva, saitthe Blue Ridge Parkway, and just west of Balsam
the northeastern section of Jackson County, Noatiolda. The project area is plotted in the wester
half of the Hazelwood USGS 7.5' topographic quagle(Figure 1).

A map review and site file search was conductetleaOffice of State Archaeology (OSA) on August 20,
2013. No previously recorded archaeological sitage been identified within the APE or within a enil
radius of bridge. In addition, no existing NatibR&gister of Historic Places (NRHP), Locally
Designated (LD), Determined Eligible (DE), Statedt Listed (SL), or Surveyed Site (SS) properties a
within or adjacent to the archaeological APE acewydo the North Carolina State Historic Preseosati
Office online data base (HPOWEB 2013). Topographaps, USDA soil survey maps, aerial
photographs (NC One Map), and historic maps (NG&holina maps website) were examined for
information on environmental and cultural varialilest may have contributed to prehistoric or histor
settlement within the project limits and to asdessevel of ground disturbance.

Bridge No. 64 and Woodfin Road cross Woodfin Cremlghly east to west. Woodfin Creek flows south
and is a tributary to Scott Creek. These waterveaggart of the Little Tennessee drainage babhe

APE is situated within the drainageway with nartmenches and mountain side slopes on either side
(Figure 2). A stream confluence within Woodfin €keand an unnamed tributary is north of the bridge.
The surrounding area is mostly forested, but residleproperties are present in the northwest caratdr
along the bench. Ground disturbance appears gistasf utilities, past road improvements, and
landscaping on the residential properties.

The review of the USDA soil survey map shows thatmajority of the APE is composed of the
Cullasaja-Tuckasegee complex (CuC; CuD) with therBNMCowee complex (EVE) occupying a small

area to the east (see Figure 3). The CullasajaSagee complex consists of well drained sandy loam
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soils with a heavy concentration of cobblSlope along the Cuvariety is between 8 and 15 perce

while the CuD is much steeper at 15 to 30 percent. Adthdle soil map depicts CuC as covering most
of the APE, the contour map indicates that slope is gréeta the reported 15 percent. This suggests
that the area described as CuC is exaggerated. Namdikely the mountain side slopes within the APE
are composed of the neighboring Evard-Cowee complex. @ihesss typical found along the sides of
mountains, hills, or ridges. It consists of wekiidied loamy soils with a steep slope of 30 to 50 percent.
Landforms with a slope of 15 percent or more rarelydysajnificant archaeological sites. As a result, it
is unlikely a subsurface investigation will provide positivautes for archaeological sites and is not
recommended.

The site file review identified only a few archaeologicakestigations in the nearby area. These
investigations have yielded negative results for archaeolaiiea within a mile of the bridge. More
work is needed throughout the area before any firm conckiseambe drawn on site predictability based
upon known sites, but the current project will not provide the mie¢ded as the soils are strongly sloping
within the APE.

Finally, a historic map review was carried out. Mwostps prior to the 20th century provide few details
illustrating just major routes and settlements. The 83807 Cowee topographic map is one of the
earliest to show the project area with any accuracy (Fijurdhis map illustrates a road alignment
similar to Woodfin Road, but it appears to be west of Woddfeek having crossed the waterway further
downstream. Historic structures depicted on the mapsaklsm to be well outside the project limits.

Later maps from the early 20th century provide no additionaseful information due to their scale
and/or schematic nature. Overall, it appears unlikelyd@pysits associated with former historic
structures will be encountered within the APE

Brief Explanation of why the available information provides a reliable basis for reasonably predicting
that there are no unidentified historic propertiesin the APE:

The defined archaeological APE for the proposed replacesh&ntdge No. 164 is located along
mountain side slope and benches found along the Woodfik.Cheis unlikely intact and significant
archaeological deposits will be present within the APEs Bhdue to slope of 15 percent or more within
the APE and former disturbance associated with the restproperties along the bench in the
northwest quadrant. Also, the historic maps suggeshthidrmer historic structures or features are
within the APE. As long as impacts to the subsurface ocehimihe defined APE, no further
archaeological work is recommended for the replacemeBttidfe No. 164 in Jackson County. If
construction should affect subsurface areas beyond the defitedukEher archaeological consultation
might be necessary.

SUPPORT DOCUMENTATION

See attached: [X] Map(s)  [_] Previous Survey Info X] Photos [ ]Correspondence
[] Photocopy of County Survey Notes OtHenages from historic maps

FINDING BY NCDOT ARCHAEOLOGI ST

NO ARCHAEOLOGY SURVEY REQUIRED

/M - 8/29/13

C. Damon Jones Date
NCDOT ARCHAEOLOGIST Il
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Figure 1. Topographic Setting of the Project Area, Hazeti\(1941;
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Figure 2. Aerial photograph of the APE showing developmentaamttiorms within and near the project
area.
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Figure 3. Aerial photograph of the APE showing developmensaitglwithin and near the project area.
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Figure 4. The 1907 USGS Cowee topographicmap istgotive location of the project area.
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