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North Carolina Department of Transportation  

NEPA/SEPA Consultation Form 
  

STIP Project No. NA 
WBS Element 17BP.9.R.83 
Federal Aid Project No. NA 

 
A. Project Description, Location, and Purpose: 

The project involves replacing Bridge number 286 in Stokes County.  NCDOT Bridge 
Management Unit records indicate Bridge No. 286 has a sufficiency rating of 73.48 out of a 
possible 100 for a new structure (3/27/17). This rating is not considered as structurally 
deficient. However, based on discussion with NCDOT staff the rating does not appear to 
reflect the structure’s on-going maintenance issues as would be expected with an 80+ year 
old structure. The bridge, however, is functionally obsolete. The bridge deck is narrow 
consisting of 2 travel lanes and no functional clear zone. This bridge does not comply with 
current AASHTO Greenbook guidelines. Based on the on-going need for maintenance and 
its functional obsolescence the bridge is considered at the end of its useful life in need of 
replacement.   
 
The existing, concrete, 4-span bridge was constructed in 1936 and is 190 feet long. The 
proposed new structure will be a 190-foot long, three span (1 at 40 ft., 1 at 105 ft. and 1 at 
45 ft.), box beam bridge. The new bridge will include two 12-foot travel lanes and 
approximately 6-foot shoulders. The replacement structure will be on new location 
upstream and adjacent to the existing bridge. The bridge approaches will be on new 
location and tie into the existing roadway approximately 1,100 feet to the east and 1,200 
feet to the west of the new structure. The approaches will have two 12-foot travel lanes and 
8- to 11-foot shoulders including 4 feet paved. The roadway is a major collector. It will be 
designed as a major collector using sub-regional tier guidelines with a 55 mile per hour 
design speed (Figure 3a and b). 

 
Two roads intersect SR 1236 to the northwest of the existing bridge, SR 1140 (Dalton Loop 
Road) enters from the east and SR 1127 (W Dalton Road) enters from the west.  Both 
intersections will individually be realigned to reduce the skew and to accommodate the new 
location of the roadway. SR 1140 will shift approximately 75 feet to the west and SR 1127 
will shift slightly to the east. 
 
The existing bridge will remain in use during construction. Once the new bridge is 
complete, the existing structure and its approaches will be removed and the area 
revegetated. 
 

B. Consultation Phase: (Check one) 
 

☐ Right-of-Way 

☒ Construction 

☐ Other: Identify the trigger – (e.g., design change, change in impacts)  
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C. NEPA/SEPA Class of Action Initially Approved as:  

 

☒ SEPA MCDC September 6, 2019 

☒ ROW Consultation August 9, 2022 

☒ Construction Consultation   February 3, 2023 
 

D. Changes in Proposed Action & Environmental Consequences:  
There have been no changes to the project design or limits since the completion of the 
construction consultation in February 2023.  

 
In the previous construction consultation, new project commitments were added due to 
informal consultation between USACE and USFWS for the northern long-eared, tricolored 
and grey bats. However, since then, the USFWS updated the range maps for the bats, and 
none of the 3 bats are in range for the project area. As such, the project special 
commitments related to the bats have been deleted. 
 

E. Conclusion:  
The above NEPA/SEPA documentation has been reevaluated (as required by either 23 
CFR 771 or by NC General Statute Chapter 113A Article 1).  It has been determined that 
the current proposed action is essentially the same as the original proposed action.  
Proposed changes, if any, are noted in Section D.  It has been determined that anticipated 
social, economic, and environmental impacts were accurately described in the above 
referenced document(s) unless noted otherwise herein.  Therefore, the original 
Administration Action remains valid. 

 
 
F. Coordination 

NCDOT personnel have discussed the current project parameters with qualified NCDOT 
representatives and FHWA (where applicable). The NCDOT Project Manager, Daniel 
Dagenhart, hereby verifies the involvement of the following staff and the incorporation of 
their technical input: 
  

Division 9 Bridge Program Manager: Jeremy Keaton, PE December 17, 2024 
Environmental Specialist: Amy Euliss December 17, 2024 
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Consultation Approval for NCDOT Project 17BP.9.R.83 

  
 Prepared By: 

 
 
 
 

  

 Date Amy Euliss, Division 9 PDEA Engineer 
 NCDOT 
 
 

 
Reviewed By: 
 

   
 Date Jeremy Keaton, PE Division 9 Bridge Program Manager 
 NCDOT 

12/17/2024

12/17/2024
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G. Project Commitments (as of February 3, 2023) 
 

Stokes County 
Bridge No. 86 Replacement on Old US 52 

WBS No. 17BP.9.R.83 
 

Changes since ROW consultation are in italics. 
 
Previous commitments from MCDC 
Coordination with Stokes County Schools 
In order to have time to adequately reroute school busses, Stokes County Schools will be 
contacted at least one month prior to road closure by NCDOT Division 9. 
 
Coordination with Stokes County Emergency Services 
Stokes County Emergency Services will be contacted by NCDOT Division 9 at least one month 
prior to road closure to make the necessary temporary reassignments to primary response 
units. 
 
New commitments from ROW consultation 
The small anthered bittercress survey will be updated in the 2023 survey window. 
This commitment is not required.  Small anthered bittercress surveys are not required in the 
Yadkin River Basin. 
 
Prior to any clearing or permitting, consultation needs to be completed for the Gray bat and 
Northern long-eared bat. 
Consultation for gray and northern long-eared bats is complete. 
 
Prior to listing of the tricolored bat, consultation needs to be completed for the tricolored bat. 
Consultation for gray and northern long-eared bats is complete. 
 
New commitments from Informal Consultation with USFWS 

NCDOT has committed to the following conservation measures:  
1. NCDOT will not perform blasting or pile driving activities at night.  
2. Blast monitoring will follow NCDOT standard specifications for all blasting activities.  
3. NCDOT will use blast mats or overburden material (e.g., soil) over all blast sites.  
4. NCDOT will implement a tree clearing moratorium for the action area from April 1 to 
October 15, effective with the uplisting of the northern long-eared bat (Myotis 
septentrionalis) and/or listing of the tricolored bat (Perimyotis subflavus), whichever is first.  
5. Permanent lighting will be downward facing, full cut-off lens light, with the same intensity 
or less for replacement lighting.  
6. NCDOT will clearly denote tree clearing limits on project plans and ensure that the 
contractor understands the limits.  
7. NCDOT will minimize tree clearing to what is required to implement the project safety.  
8. There will be no nightwork, so temporary lights will not be needed.  

 
 

   
 
 



PROJECT COMMITMENTS
Bridge Replacement

T.I.P Number:
Stokes 

Federal Aid Number:
WBS:17BP.9.R.83

COMMITMENTS FROM PROJECT DEVELOPMENT AND DESIGN
No commitments developed during project development and design.

COMMITMENTS FROM PERMITTING
Construction Office - Emergency Services
Stokes County Emergency Services will be contacted by NCDOT Division 9 at least one month prior to road closure to make the necessary 
temporary reassignments to primary response units.

Construction Office - Stokes County Schools
In order to have time to adequately reroute school busses, Stokes County Schools will be contacted at least one month prior to road 

No permitting commitments developed to date.

*****END OF PROJECT COMMITMENTS*****

Bridge Replacement
17BP.9.R.83
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MINIMUM CRITERIA DETERMINATION CHECKLIST 

 
TIP Project No.:  
W.B.S Project No.: 17BP.9.R.83 
 
Project Location: Bridge #286 over Little Yadkin River on SR 1236 (N. Old 52) in 
Stokes County (Figures 1 and 2). 
 
Project Description: NCDOT Bridge Management Unit records indicate Bridge No. 286 
has a sufficiency rating of 73.48 out of a possible 100 for a new structure (3/27/17).  This 
rating is not considered as structurally deficient.  However, based on discussion with 
NCDOT staff the rating does not appear to reflect the structure’s on-going maintenance 
issues as would be expected with an 80+ year old structure.  The bridge, however, is 
functionally obsolete.  The bridge deck is narrow consisting of 2 travel lanes and no 
functional clear zone.  This bridge does not comply with current AASHTO Greenbook 
guidelines.  Based on the on-going need for maintenance and its functional obsolescence, 
the bridge is considered at the end of its useful life in need of replacement. 
 
The existing, concrete, 4-span bridge was constructed in 1936 and is 190 feet long.  The 
proposed new structure will be a 190-foot long, three span (1 at 40 ft., 1 at 105 ft. and 1 at 
45 ft.), box beam bridge. The new bridge will include two 12-foot travel lanes and 
approximately 6-foot shoulders. The replacement structure will be on new location 
upstream and adjacent to the existing bridge.  The bridge approaches will be on new 
location and tie into the existing roadway approximately 1,100 feet to the east and 1,200 
feet to the west of the new structure. The approaches will have two 12-foot travel lanes 
and 8- to 11-foot shoulders including 4 feet paved.  The roadway is a major collector. It 
will be designed as a major collector using sub-regional tier guidelines with a 55 mile per 
hour design speed (Figure 3a and b). 
 
Two roads intersect SR 1236 to the northwest of the existing bridge, SR 1140 (Dalton 
Loop Road) enters from the east and SR 1127 (W Dalton Road) enters from the west.  
Both intersections will individually be realigned to reduce the skew and to accommodate 
the new location of the roadway.  SR 1140 will shift approximately 75 feet to the west 
and SR 1127 will shift slightly to the east.    
 
The existing bridge will remain in use during construction. Once the new bridge is 
complete, the existing structure and its approaches will be removed and the area 
revegetated.  
 
Anticipated Permit Requirements:   
Construction of the permanent 3-span bridge will not include new piers in the Little 
Yadkin River.  Riprap will be utilized for bank stabilization including approximately 180 
feet placed in the river under the new bridge and to stabilize new drainage channels along 
the new roadway approaches. Additionally, the project will result in the loss of 
approximately 350 feet of an unnamed perennial stream just northeast of the existing 
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bridge for the construction of the approach roadway. Finally, placement of fill at the east 
end of the project will impact approximately 0.10 ac. of jurisdictional wetlands.  
 
The proposed project will utilize the existing bridge during construction. The existing 
bridge will be removed once the proposed structure is completed and the area will be 
stabilized and revegetated. 
 
 A Nationwide Permit will likely be required for the temporary and/or permanent impacts 
to the Little Yadkin River and its unnamed tributary, as well as the wetlands.  A 
corresponding NCDWQ Section 401 Water Quality General Certificate may be required 
prior to the issuance of a Section 404 Permit. The USACE holds final discretion as to 
what permit will be required to authorize project construction.  
 
Special Project Information: 
 
Environmental Commitment: Project commitments have been made for this project. A 
Green Sheet is attached.   
 
Estimated Traffic: 
Current    5000 ADT 
Year 2025    9000 ADT    
 
Design Exceptions: Design exceptions will be required on this project for vertical curve 
and vertical sight distance.    
 
Protected Species: 
As of June 27, 2018, the US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) lists five federally 
protected species for Stokes County. 
 
Federally protected species listed for Stokes County 

Scientific Name Common Name Federal 
Status 

Habitat 
Present 

Survey Date Biological 
Conclusion 

Percina rex Roanoke logperch E No -- No Effect 
Parvaspina collina James Spinymussel E No -- No Effect 

Helianthus schweinitzii Schweinitz’s sunflower E Yes 9/13/16 No Effect 
Cardamine micranthera Small-anthered bittercress E Yes 6/9/17 No Effect 
Myotis septentrionalis Northern long-eared bat T Yes 7/25/18 No Effect 

E – Endangered, T – threatened 
 
As indicated in the previous table, two species did not have available habitat in the 
project area.  The fish and the mussel are not known from the Yadkin River basin.  No 
surveys were conducted for these species and a biological conclusion of “No effect” was 
made.   
 
Surveys were conducted for the three federally protected species with available habitat in 
the project area.  
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Surveys did not find any populations of the federally protected plant species with their 
respective, appropriate habitats. Therefore, a Biological Conclusion of “No Effect” has 
been made for the small-anthered bittercress and Schweinitz’s sunflower.  
 
During surveys conducted in December 2017, traces of guano was observed on the sub-
structure of the bridge.  This would indicate bat roosting activity.  Additional surveys will 
be conducted by NCDOT to identify if bats utilizing the bridge.  On July 25, 2018 
additional surveys were conducted to determine if northern long-eared bats were utilizing 
the bridge.  No evidence (bats, staining, and guano) of bats was observed.  Therefore, a 
Biological Conclusion of “No Effect” has been made for the northern long-eared.    
 
Pedestrian and Bicycle Accommodations: This portion of SR 1236 is not a part of a 
designated bicycle route nor is it listed in the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) 
as a bicycle project.   
 
Bridge Demolition: The existing Bridge No. 286 is constructed of concrete and steel and 
should be possible to remove with no resulting debris in the water based on standard 
demolition practices.  The existing pier in the Little Yadkin River will be removed at 
stream bed level leaving no obstruction in the river.    
 
Water Classification: According to the Department of Water Resources (DWR) Surface 
Water Classification Program the Little Yadkin River is Water Supply IV (WS-IV).  
 
Construction Moratoria: The project location in Stokes County is not identified as 
having Trout Waters or habitat for anadromous fish; therefore, construction moratoria are 
not anticipated.  
 
Historic Resources: NCDOT Cultural Resource staff reviewed the project study area for 
the presence of National Register eligible structures and archeology sites.  No effect 
determinations were reached on both Historic Architecture (June 6, 2017) and 
Archeology (February 22, 2018).   
 
Residential Relocation: Based on the 25% design plans plus a 25-foot buffer, it appears 
there will likely be one residential relocation north of the proposed bridge at the junction 
of N Old 52 Road and Dalton Loop.  Efforts will be made during the final design phase to 
minimize property impacts.   
 
It is the policy of the NCDOT to ensure that comparable replacement housing is available 
for those relocated prior to construction of all state- and/or federally-funded projects.  
The NCDOT utilizes three programs to minimize the inconvenience of relocation, 
including relocation assistance, relocation moving payments, and relocation replacement 
housing payments or rent supplements.  The relocation program for the proposed project 
will be conducted in accordance with the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and 
Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 (Public Law 91-646) and the North 
Carolina Relocation Assistance Act (GS-133-5 through 133-18).   
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Floodplains: The project area is regulated by the Federal Emergency Management 
Agency (FEMA) in a detailed study area. Any encroachments into the floodplain will be 
managed according to the NCDOT and NC Floodplain Mapping Program MOA 
(modified August 12, 2016).  Hydraulics analysis indicates the new bridge will not 
require a map revision as stipulated under the MOA.  
 
Agency Comments:  No comments are available. 
 
PART A:  MINIMUM CRITERIA 

 
 

  

 
 
        

   YES               NO 
1. Is the proposed project listed as a type and class of activity allowed under 

the Minimum Criteria Rule in which environmental documentation is not 
required? 

      
      

   
If the answer to number 1 is “no”, then the project does not qualify as a 
minimum criteria project.  A state environmental assessment is required.   

  

    
If yes, under which category? Category #9   

If either category #8, #12(i) or #15 is used complete Part D of this checklist.        
    

PART B:  MINIMUM CRITERIA EXCEPTIONS 
 

  

                                            YES              NO 
2. Could the proposed activity cause significant changes in land use 

concentrations that would be expected to create adverse air quality 
impacts? 
 

      
      

3. Will the proposed activity have secondary impacts or cumulative 
impacts that may result in a significant adverse impact to human health 
or the environment? 
 

      
      

4. Is the proposed activity of such an unusual nature or does the proposed 
activity have such widespread implications, that an uncommon concern 
for its environmental effects has been expressed to the Department? 

      
      

   
5. Does the proposed activity have a significant adverse effect on wetlands;  

surface waters such as rivers, streams, and estuaries; parklands; prime or 
unique agricultural lands; or areas of recognized scenic, recreational, 
archaeological, or historical value? 

      
      

        
6. Will the proposed activity endanger the existence of a species on the 

Department of Interior's threatened and endangered species list? 
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7. Could the proposed activity cause significant changes in land use 
concentrations that would be expected to create adverse water quality or 
ground water impacts? 

      
      

        
8. Is the proposed activity expected to have a significant adverse effect on 

long-term recreational benefits or shellfish, finfish, wildlife, or their 
natural habitats 

            
      

        
        

 
 
PART C:  COMPLIANCE WITH STATE AND FEDERAL REGULATIONS 

 

  

     YES   NO 
9. Is a federally protected threatened or endangered species, or its 

habitat, likely to be impacted by the proposed action? 
 

     

      

10. Does the action require the placement of temporary or permanent 
fill in waters of the United States? 
 

     
      

11. Does the project require the placement of a significant amount of 
fill in high quality or relatively rare wetland ecosystems, such as 
mountain bogs or pine savannahs? 
 

     
      

12. Is the proposed action located in an Area of Environmental 
concern, as defined in the coastal Area Management Act? 

     
      

  
13. Does the project require stream relocation or channel changes?      

      
 
 
Cultural Resources 
 
14. Will the project have an “effect” on a property or site listed on the 

National Register of Historic Places? 
 

     
      

15.  Will the proposed action require acquisition of additional right of 
way from publicly owned parkland or recreational areas? 

     
      

    
 
 
Response to Question 10: 
Construction of the permanent 3-span bridge will not include new piers in the Little 
Yadkin River.  Riprap will be utilized for bank stabilization including approximately 180 
feet placed in the river under the new bridge and to stabilize new drainage channels along 
the new roadway approaches. Additionally, the project will result in the loss of 
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approximately 350 feet of an unnamed perennial stream just northeast of the existing 
bridge for the construction of the approach roadway. Finally, placement of fill at the east 
end of the project will impact approximately 0.10 ac. of jurisdictional wetlands. A 
Nationwide Permit will likely be required for the temporary and/or permanent impacts to 
the Little Yadkin River and its unnamed tributary, as well as the wetlands.  A 
corresponding NCDWQ Section 401 Water Quality General Certificate may be required 
prior to the issuance of a Section 404 Permit. 
 
PART D:( To be completed when either category #8, 12(i) or #15 of the rules are 
used.) 

 

        
16. Project length:       

      
17. Right of Way width:       

      
18. Project completion date:       

      
19. Total acres of newly disturbed ground 

surface:  
 

      
 

20. Total acres of wetland impacts:       
 

21. Total linear feet of stream impacts:       
        

22. Project purpose:       
        

 
 
 
 
 

Reviewed by: 
 
 
__________         ________________________________________________ 
Date  Daniel R. Dagenhart 

  Division Bridge Program Manager 
 
 
___________        ________________________________________________ 
Date  J. Brett Abernathy, PE, PLS 
   Division Project Development Engineer 
 
 
   

Date  Martha Register 
  Simpson Engineers & Associates 
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PROJECT COMMITMENTS:  
 

Stokes County 
Bridge No. 286 on SR 1236 (N. Old 52) 

Over Little Yadkin River 
W.B.S. No. 17BP.9.R.83 

 
 
Coordination with Stokes County Schools 
In order to have time to adequately reroute school busses, Stokes County Schools will be 
contacted at least one month prior to road closure by NCDOT Division 9. 
 
Coordination with Stokes County Emergency Services 
Stokes County Emergency Services will be contacted by NCDOT Division 9 at least one month 
prior to road closure to make the necessary temporary reassignments to primary response units. 
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Figure 1:Vicinity Map
State Project No. 17BP.9.R.83
Replace Bridge 286 on SR 1236 (N. Old 52)
over Little Yadkin River in Stokes County
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17-05-0059 

 
N O  A R C H A E O L O G I C A L  S U R V E Y  R E Q U I R E D  F O R M  
This form only pertains to ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES for this project.  It is not 

valid for Historic Architecture and Landscapes.  You must consult separately with the 
Historic Architecture and Landscapes Group. 

 
PROJECT INFORMATION 
 

Project No: Bridge No. 286 County:  Stokes 

WBS No:  17BP.9.R.83 Document:  M C C 

F.A. No:        Funding:   State            Federal 

Federal Permit Required?   Yes      No Permit Type: tbd 

Project Description:  NCDOT proposes to replace the circa 1936 Bridge No. 286 in Stokes County.  The 
bridge is located along SR 1236, Old US 52, over the Little Yadkin River/West Prong.  The project length 
provided is listed as 0.10 miles (528 feet).  The new proposed ROW is listed as 180 feet, will include a 
slightly wider roadway, wider shoulders and a guardrail.  No other information was provided as to whether 
this would be a replace in place project, a realignment to one side or the other of the existing bridge, or 
would involve either a temporary onsite detour or offsite (driving route) detour.  There is little project 
information available on the NCDOT SharePoint/Connect site, nor on the ProjectStore.  General road 
mapping shows that a potential detour under five miles does potentially exist, but that is only an observation 
by the reviewing archaeologist.  For purposes of this investigation, there is an assumption that a conceptual 
bridge design could be located adjacent to the existing bridge on either side, allowing for a number of 
alternative options.  Therefore, the Area of Potential Effects for the bridge project is defined as the stated 
length of the project, 528 feet, with a total width of 200 feet, all centered on the existing bridge.  

This is federally funded and permitted project, therefore, the undertaking falls under Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act for purposes of archaeological review. 

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

This undertaking involves constructing a new bridge with guardrails along SR 1236, Old US 52, replacing 
the present 1930s bridge structure.  Much of the APE is already majorly altered by the construction of the 
existing Old US 52 roadway, the bridge, a modern structure (church), and possibly channelized waterways. 

USGS mapping (Pinnacle) and aerial photography was studied (see Figures 1 and 2).  The project area 
along SR 1236 is principally bordered by woods with some agriculture fields adjacent beyond the ROW 
east of the bridge.  .  West of the bridge at the southeastern quadrant of the intersection of SR 1236 and SR 
1127 (West Dalton Road) is a structure used as a church.  This structure, surrounded by a graded and 
otherwise modified lot, was present on 1964 USGS mapping.  Contour mapping indicates that the approach 
from the east towards the existing Bridge No. 286 was built up several feet in an otherwise low and level 
floodplain. 

Soil types include Dan River and Comus soils (DaA, 0-4 percent slopes, occasionally flooded and well 
drained) and a smaller percentage of Siloam fine sandy loam (SfD, 15-25 percent slopes) towards the 
western end of the project.  The Dan River soils, being fairly level and well drained, are suitable for some 
past human activities, though are subject to flooding.  The Siloam soils, with a greater slope, are often 
considered too hilly for occupation. 
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Virtual drive-by was available on Google Maps.  This examination and Google Earth confirmed conditions 
that were expected from topographic and aerial mapping, including the elevated roadway approach for the 
entire APE and plowed fields beginning near the ROW on the eastern side of the project.  It also shows that 
a new bridge has been recently constructed (within about ten years) on SR 1127 in the immediate area 500 
feet southwest of the subject bridge.  The scale of the project, perhaps, is similar, resulting in a two lane 
bridge with guardrails, though the span for the recent bridge may be greater. 

Historic maps of Stokes County were examined.  The 1934 soils map of Stokes County is detailed and 
accurate, reliably showing road configurations, streams as they existed at the time, and structures.  Here, 
the bridge to be replaced has not been constructed, nor has (Old) NC 52.  The north to south running Dalton 
Road/Dalton Loop (SR 1127) does exist in 1934, though no structures are present at that time.  The east to 
west traffic was routed on Chestnut Grove Rd, now possibly a portion outside of the state system.  Had 
there been a crossroad or structures depicted nearby then the presence of historic archaeological resources 
would be more likely and worthy of consideration.  Instead, we have a context that illustrates a road and 
the subject bridge being built about 90 years ago. 

Little changed in mapping from the midcentury.  The 1964 USGS quadrangle now shows the subject road, 
SR 1236, and the structure currently used as a church at the nearby intersection with SR 1127. 

A number of environmental reviews for archaeology are recorded with the NC Office of State Archaeology 
near the project (ER 04-0792, ER 03-1305, ER 98-8303).  Further west, there have been surveys and several 
archaeological sites identified that are associated with Pilot Mountain and the state park.  Prehistoric 
archaeological site 31SK209 is about 1500 feet outside of the project area to the southwest on a ridge toe 
overlooking the Little Yadkin River.  Some distance away, it will not be affected by the undertaking. 

Significantly, the archaeological review (MA09503B) of the very nearby Bridge No. 242 by NCDOT 
archaeologist Jesse D. Zinn as part of the MovingAhead! initiative recommended no archaeological survey 
based on the project scale, archaeological background and immediate surroundings.  That archaeological 
review is directly comparable to the present proposed bridge replacement. 

As a result of this review, we conclude that the likelihood of encountering intact, NRHP-eligible resources 
are very low based on the nature (replacement of existing facility) and scale of undertaking within a largely 
disturbed context.  The project should be considered compliant with Section 106.  No archaeological survey 
is recommended for this undertaking as currently proposed. 

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

The construction of an existing highway facility (Old US 52) and 1930s bridge running through the primary 
location for the proposed bridge replacement has disturbed much of the APE's archaeological integrity.  
Plowing to either side of the built up roadway has modified and mixed the soil layers resulting is poorer 
archaeological context.  A midcentury building and associated graded lot has likely further destroyed an 
archaeological sites that may have been present on the soutwestern project quadrant.  While there are no 
archaeological sites present within the APE, a recent archaeological review at a similar bridge replacement 
project a few hundred feet away was recommended as not requiring additional work after the initial review.  
Therefore, this federally permitted undertaking should be considered compliant with Section 106. 

SUPPORT DOCUMENTATION 

See attached:   Map(s)  Previous Survey Info  Photos Correspondence
  Photocopy of County Survey Notes  Other:       

FINDING BY NCDOT ARCHAEOLOGIST  

NO ARCHAEOLOGY SURVEY REQUIRED 

          2/22/2018 

NCDOT ARCHAEOLOGIST       Date
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North Carolina Department of Transportation  

NEPA/SEPA Consultation Form 
  

STIP Project No. NA 
WBS Element 17BP.9.R.83 
Federal Aid Project No. NA 

 
A. Project Description, Location, and Purpose: 

The project involves replacing Bridge number 286 in Stokes County.  NCDOT Bridge 
Management Unit records indicate Bridge No. 286 has a sufficiency rating of 73.48 out of a 
possible 100 for a new structure (3/27/17). This rating is not considered as structurally 
deficient. However, based on discussion with NCDOT staff the rating does not appear to 
reflect the structure’s on-going maintenance issues as would be expected with an 80+ year 
old structure. The bridge, however, is functionally obsolete. The bridge deck is narrow 
consisting of 2 travel lanes and no functional clear zone. This bridge does not comply with 
current AASHTO Greenbook guidelines. Based on the on-going need for maintenance and 
its functional obsolescence the bridge is considered at the end of its useful life in need of 
replacement.   
 
The existing, concrete, 4-span bridge was constructed in 1936 and is 190 feet long. The 
proposed new structure will be a 190-foot long, three span (1 at 40 ft., 1 at 105 ft. and 1 at 
45 ft.), box beam bridge. The new bridge will include two 12-foot travel lanes and 
approximately 6-foot shoulders. The replacement structure will be on new location 
upstream and adjacent to the existing bridge. The bridge approaches will be on new 
location and tie into the existing roadway approximately 1,100 feet to the east and 1,200 
feet to the west of the new structure. The approaches will have two 12-foot travel lanes and 
8- to 11-foot shoulders including 4 feet paved. The roadway is a major collector. It will be 
designed as a major collector using sub-regional tier guidelines with a 55 mile per hour 
design speed (Figure 3a and b). 

 
Two roads intersect SR 1236 to the northwest of the existing bridge, SR 1140 (Dalton Loop 
Road) enters from the east and SR 1127 (W Dalton Road) enters from the west.  Both 
intersections will individually be realigned to reduce the skew and to accommodate the new 
location of the roadway. SR 1140 will shift approximately 75 feet to the west and SR 1127 
will shift slightly to the east. 
 
The existing bridge will remain in use during construction. Once the new bridge is 
complete, the existing structure and its approaches will be removed and the area 
revegetated. 
 

B. Consultation Phase: (Check one) 
 

☒ Right-of-Way 

☐ Construction 

☐ Other: Identify the trigger – (e.g., design change, change in impacts)  
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C. NEPA/SEPA Class of Action Initially Approved as:  

 

☒ SEPA MCDC September 6, 2019 
 

 
 

D. Changes in Proposed Action & Environmental Consequences:  
Since completion of the MCDC, the project study area was revised.  The revision was 
needed to get the relocated Old US 52 to properly tie back into the existing section.  

 
The project was resubmitted to NCDOT Cultural Resources staff for review and Historic 
Architecture and Archeology.  No survey required forms were received for both.  
Additionally, the Catawba Indian Nation was consulted concerning impact to their 
resources.  They had no immediate concerns in a response dated April 14, 2020. 
 
Since the completion of the MCDC, USFWS has begun to utilize IPAC instead of county 
level data for triggering habitat surveys.  A IPAC report was run on August 3, 2022 to 
determine threatened and endangered species in the project area.  The list includes  
Schweinitz’s sunflower, small-anthered bittercress, and the Grey bat as endangered.  Its 
also lists NLEB as threatened.  We anticipate that NLEB will be listed prior to construction 
of the project.  Additionally, we anticipate that the tricolored bat will be added to the project 
area in IPAC prior to the construction of the project.   

 
E. Conclusion:  

The above NEPA/SEPA documentation has been reevaluated (as required by either 23 
CFR 771 or by NC General Statute Chapter 113A Article 1).  It has been determined that 
the current proposed action is essentially the same as the original proposed action.  
Proposed changes, if any, are noted in Section D.  It has been determined that anticipated 
social, economic, and environmental impacts were accurately described in the above 
referenced document(s) unless noted otherwise herein.  Therefore, the original 
Administration Action remains valid. 

 
 
F. Coordination 

NCDOT personnel have discussed the current project parameters with qualified NCDOT 
representatives and FHWA (where applicable). The NCDOT Project Manager, Daniel 
Dagenhart, hereby verifies the involvement of the following staff and the incorporation of 
their technical input: 
  

Division 9 Bridge Program Manager: Daniel Dagenhart August 3, 2022 
Environmental Specialist: Amy Euliss August 3, 2022 
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G. Consultation Approval for NCDOT Project 17BP.9.R.83 
  

 Prepared By: 
 

 
 
 

  

 Date Amy Euliss, Division 9 PDEA Engineer 
 NCDOT 
 
 

 
Reviewed By: 
 

   
 Date Daniel Dagenhart, Division 9 Bridge Program Manager 
 NCDOT 
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H. Project Commitments (as of August 3, 2022) 
 

Stokes County 
Bridge No. 86 Replacement on Old US 52 

WBS No. 17BP.9.R.83 
 

 
Previous commitments from MCDC 
Coordination with Stokes County Schools 
In order to have time to adequately reroute school busses, Stokes County Schools will be 
contacted at least one month prior to road closure by NCDOT Division 9. 
 
Coordination with Stokes County Emergency Services 
Stokes County Emergency Services will be contacted by NCDOT Division 9 at least one month 
prior to road closure to make the necessary temporary reassignments to primary response 
units. 
 
New commitments from ROW consultation 
The small anthered bittercress survey will be updated in the 2023 survey window. 
 
Prior to any clearing or permitting, consultation needs to be completed for the Gray bat and 
Northern long-eared bat. 
 
Prior to listing of the tricolored bat, consultation needs to be completed for the tricolored bat. 
 
 



Revised 09/21/20 

    RAILROAD CERTIFICATION 

TIP / ID 

NUMBER 
 WBS ELEMENT 17BP.9.R.83 

COUNTY  Stokes 
FEDERAL AID 

PROJECT NUMBER 
N/A 

 

In connection with the above referenced project, I certify that all necessary and 

applicable railroad work complies with Federal and State laws and regulations. I further 

certify that one of the following has application: 

 

______ 1. Railroad work is complete, 

 

_____ 2. That all necessary arrangements have been made for applicable railroad 

work to be undertaken and completed as required for proper coordination 

with the physical construction schedule to the extent deemed necessary. 

There will be appropriate notification in the contract documents 

identifying the railroad work that is to be undertaken concurrently with  

project construction, 

 Or 

___X__ 3. No railroad conflicts. 

 

 

This certification assures compliance with all applicable Federal and State laws, rules, 

and policies. 

DATE: 12/17/2024 APPROVED____________________________________ 

                                                                           Surfaces & Encroachments Manager 



bww 
08/03/2017 

  UTILITY CERTIFICATION 

I.D. 17BP.9.R.83 
County:  Stokes

W.B.S. Element: 17BP.9.R.83 
F. A. Project No. N/A 

In connection with the above referenced project, I certify that all necessary utility work 
applicable is in accordance with Federal and State laws and regulations. I further certify 
that one of the following has application: 

____X__ 1. Completed, 

______ 2. That all necessary arrangements have been made for it to be undertaken 
and completed as required for proper coordination with the physical 
construction schedule and, to the extent deemed necessary. There will be 
appropriate notification in the contract documents identifying the utility 
work that is to be undertaken concurrently with the project construction, 

Or 

_______ 3. No utility conflicts. 

This certification assures compliance with all applicable Federal and State laws, rules 
and policies. 

DATE: 3/06/24 APPROVED____________________________________ 
Division Coordinator 






















