CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION ACTION CLASSIFICATION FORM

TIP Project Nc B-495:
W.B.S. No 40078.1.
Federal Project N BRZ-1912(2

Project Description:

The purpose of this project is to replace Alamance CountggBmNo. 64 on

SR 1912 over Quaker Creek (see Figure 3). Bridge No. 64 is 6rigefThe
replacement structure will be a bridge approximately 65|degt providing a
minimum 27°-6” clear deck width. The bridge will includea 10-foot lanes and
3'-9” offsets (see Figure 2). The bridge length is based elmpnary design
information and is set by hydraulic requirements. Tlalway grade of the new
structure will be approximately the same as the existmgtsire.

The approach roadway will extend approximately 170ffeet the west end of
the new bridge antl15 feet fronthe east end of the new bridgéhe approaches
will be widened to include a 20-foot pavement width providing fd-foot lanes.
Six-foot shoulders with four-foot paved will be provided oaleside (9-foot
shoulders where guardrail is includedhe roadway will be designed as a Rural
Local Routeusing Sub Regional Tier Guidelines with a 45 mile per hosigde
speed.

Traffic will be detoured off-site during construction ($&gure 1).

Purpose and Need:

NCDOT Bridge Management Unit records indicate Bridge Nchdgla
sufficiency rating of 21.6 out of a possible 100 for a newcsure.

The bridge is considered structurally deficient due to a strpeture rating of 4
out of 9 according to Federal Highway AdministratioR{¥A) standards and
therefore eligible for FHWA'’s Highway Bridge Prograihe bridge also meets
the criteria for functionally obsolete due to strudtaggpraisal of 2 out of 9 and a
deck geometry appraisal of 3 out of 9.

The superstructure and substructure of Bridge No. 64 habertielements that
are fifty-five years old. Timber components have acsidife expectancy
between 40 to 50 years due to the natural deterioratierofatood.
Rehabilitation of a timber structure is generally padtonly when a few
elements are damaged or prematurely deteriorated. Hovpast a certain
degree of deterioration, most timber elements becorpectical to maintain and
upon eligibility are programmed for replacement. Timtmnponents of Bridge
No. 64 are experiencing an increasing degree of deteriothabian no longer
be addressed by reasonable maintenance activities, aatbtbethe bridge is
approaching the end of its useful life.



Bridge No. 64 carries 410 vehicles per day with 600 vehicles ygordgected
for the future. The substandard deck width is becomingasingly unacceptable
and replacement of the bridge will result in safeffic@perations.

The posted weight limit on the bridge is down to 1Gsttar single vehicles and
14 tons for truck-tractor semi-trailers. The bridgeppraaching the end of its
useful life. Replacement of the bridge will resalsafer traffic operations.

Proposed Improvements:

Circle one or more of the following Type Il improventewhich apply to the

project:

1. Modernization of a highway by resurfacing, restoratiehabilitation,
reconstruction, adding shoulders, or adding auxiliary lé@es, parking,
weaving, turning, climbing).

~0o0T @

=T

Restoring, Resurfacing, Rehabilitating, and Reconstructing
pavement (3R and 4R improvements)

Widening roadway and shoulders without adding through lanes
Modernizing gore treatments

Constructing lane improvements (merge, auxiliary, amdlanes)
Adding shoulder drains

Replacing and rehabilitating culverts, inlets, and dgeraipes,
including safety treatments

Providing driveway pipes

Performing minor bridge widening (less than one through lane)
Slide Stabilization

Structural BMP’s for water quality improvement

2. Highway safety or traffic operations improvement @ectg including the
installation of ramp metering control devices and lighting.

a. Installing ramp metering devices

b. Installing lights

C. Adding or upgrading guardrail

d Installing safety barriers including Jersey type bes@ad pier
protection

e. Installing or replacing impact attenuators

f. Upgrading medians including adding or upgrading median barrier

g. Improving intersections including relocation and/or reafignt

h. Making minor roadway realignment

I. Channelizing traffic

J- Performing clear zone safety improvements includimgonéng
hazards and flattening slopes

k. Implementing traffic aid systems, signals, and mstaid

l. Installing bridge safety hardware including bridge raioft

3. Bridge rehabilitation, reconstruction, or replacemethe construction of

grade separation to replace existing at-grade railroadiogss



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Q.o.cr.m

Rehabilitating, reconstructing, or replacing bridge ambre&abs
Rehabilitating or replacing bridge decks

Rehabilitating bridges including painting (no red lead pasctur
repair, fender systems, and minor structural improvesnent
Replacing a bridge (structure and/or fill)

Transportation corridor fringe parking facilities.
Construction of new truck weigh stations or resasre

Approvals for disposal of excess right-of-way orjéant or limited use of
right-of-way, where the proposed use does not have signifadverse
impacts.

Approvals for changes in access control.

Construction of new bus storage and maintenanceiiii areas used
predominantly for industrial or transportation purposes &/kech
construction is not inconsistent with existing zoning lmdted on or near
a street with adequate capacity to handle anticipatednousugpport
vehicle traffic.

Rehabilitation or reconstruction of existing rail and buildings and
ancillary facilities where only minor amounts of aduial land are
required and there is not a substantial increase inuhmer of users.

Construction of bus transfer facilities (an opema aansisting of
passenger shelters, boarding areas, kiosks and releget st
improvements) when located in a commercial area @rdtigh activity
center in which there is adequate street capacity fgeqiem bus traffic.

Construction of rail storage and maintenance fesilin areas used
predominantly for industrial or transportation purposes &/kach
construction is not inconsistent with existing zoning where there is no
significant noise impact on the surrounding community.

Acquisition of land for hardship or protective purposes, advéa
acquisition loans under section 3(b) of the UMT Adiardship and
protective buying will be permitted only for a particularqedor a limited
number of parcels. These types of land acquisition qualifg CE only
where the acquisition will not limit the evaluatiohadternatives,
including shifts in alignment for planned construction prgjeathich may
be required in the NEPA process. No project developoesuch land
may proceed until the NEPA process has been completed.

Acquisition and construction of wetland, stream and endadgecies
mitigation sites.

Remedial activities involving the removal, treatment onitoring of soil
or groundwater contamination pursuant to state or fedemsdiation
guidelines.



Special Project Information:

The estimated costs, based on 2013 prices, are as follows:

Structure $ 302,000
Roadway Approaches $ 164,000
Structure Removal $ 25,000
Misc. & Mob. $ 90,000
Eng. & Contingencies $ 95,000
Total Construction Cost $ 676,000
Right-of-way Costs $ 23,000
Right-of-way Utility Costs $0
Total Project Cost $ 699,000

Estimated Traffic:

Year 2015 - 452 vpd
Year 2035 - 600 vpd
TTST - 1%
Dual - 2%

Accidents: Traffic Engineering has evaluated a recent five year pamnodound
two accidents occurring in the vicinity of the projeblone were associated with
the geometry of the bridge or its approach roadways.

Design ExceptionsThere are no anticipated design exceptions for this projec

Pedestrian and Bicycle AccommodationsThis portion of SR 1912 is not a part
of a designated bicycle route nor is it listed in thanBportation Improvement
Program (TIP) as a bicycle project. Alamance Counpfaaning a greenway
along Quaker Creek, which, as it approaches from the ¢dotimstream), would
run along the west bank, preferably underneath the bradgee onto the bridge
to cross the creek, and continue along the west sitte @feek as it proceeds
north. The greenway project is unfunded, and there &adetailed plan for the
project. There is currently a bench in topography undenrtbatbridge that looks
as though there will be enough vertical and horizoréarance to support a
greenway. The current proposed design alternative éosttiacture includes 3’-9”
offsets on the bridge as well as four-foot paved shosildeithe approaches to
accommodate bicycles on the roadway. NCDOT has codedinaith the County
Planner, and the county is in support of our proposed ad®Bither permanent
nor temporary bicycle or pedestrian accommodationsegpgred for this project.

Bridge Demolition: Bridge No. 64 is constructed entirely of timber and stedl
should be possible to remove with no resulting debrisennater based on
standard demolition practices.

Alternatives Discussion:

No Build — The no build alternative would result in eventuallysihg the
road which is unacceptable given the volume of traiored by SR 1912.



Rehabilitation — The bridge was constructed in 1956 and the timber
materials within the bridge are reaching the end of trsaful life.
Rehabilitation would require replacing the timber comptsermich
would constitute effectively replacing the bridge.

Offsite Detour —Bridge No. 64 will be replaced on the existing
alignment. Traffic will be detoured offsite (see Figijeduring the
construction period. NCDOT Guidelines for Evaluation éfs@e Detours
for Bridge Replacement Projects considers multipleggtojariables
beginning with the additional time traveled by the averagel user
resulting from the offsite detour. The offsite dettmurthis project would
include SR 1915, SR 1921, and SR 190t majority of traffic on the
road is through trafficThe detour for the average road user would result
in 3 minutes additional travel tim{@ miles additional travel distance). Up
to a 12-month duration of construction is expected on toiggir

Based on the Guidelines, the criteria above indicateah the basis of
delay alone, the detour is acceptable. Alamance Coungrdency
Services along with Alamance County Schools Transpontaave also
indicated that the detour is acceptable. NCDOT Divisiba¥ indicated
that the condition of all roads, bridges and interseston the offsite
detour are acceptablgthout improvement and concurs with the use of
the detour.

Onsite Detour— An onsite detour was not evaluated due to the presence
of an acceptable offsite detour.

Staged Construction -Staged construction was not considered because
of the availability of an acceptable offsite detour.

New Alignment — Given that the alignment for SR 1912 is acceptable, a
new alignment was not considered as an alternative.

Other Agency Comments:

The N.C. Wildlife Resource Commission and U.S. FisW&dlife Service in
standardized letters provided a request that they prefaeptacement structure
to be a spanning structure.

ResponseNCDOT will be replacing the existing bridge with a new
bridge.

The City of Mebane, the N.C. Division of Water Qualind the Army Corps of
Engineers had no special concerns for this project.



Public Involvement:

A newsletter has been sent to all those living alBRg1912 between the
intersection with SR 1916 (Johnson Road) and the int@yeegith SR 1915

(Miles Chapel Road). No comments have been receiveddo da

Based on the lack of responses to the newslettetiz&IiCs Informational

Workshop was determined unnecessary.

E. Threshold Criteria

The following evaluation of threshold criteria mustdompleted for Type Il

actions:
ECOLOGICAL YE NO
(1) Will the project have a substantial impact on

unique or important natural resour X
(2) Does the projecinvolve habita where federall

listed endangered or threatened species may ¢ X
3) Will the project affect anaamous fish’

X

4) If the project involves wetlands, is the amc of

permanent and/or temporary wetland taking less

one-tenth (1/10) of an acre and have all practicable mee

to avoid and minimize wetland takings been evalu: X
5) Will the project require the use of U. S. Forestvice lands

X

(6) Will the quality of adjacent water resources be advg

impacted by proposed construction activit X
(7) Does the project involve waters classified as Outstay

ResourceWateis (ORW) andor High Quality Waters (HQW | x
(8) Will the project require fill in waters of the Unitedag:

in any of the designated mountain trout coun X
(9) Does the project involve any known underground stc

tanks (UST's) or hazardous materials si X
PERMITS AND COORDINATION YES NO
(10) If the project is located within a CAMA county, will t

project significantly affect the coastal zone andfoj

"Area of Environmental Concern” EC)* X




(11)

(12)

(13)

(14)

Does the project involve Coastal Barrier Resource
resources

Will a U. S. Coast Guard permit be requir
Coulc the project result in the modification of anysting
regulatory floodway

Will the project require any stream relocations or cled
changes

SOCIAL, ECONOMIC, AND CULTURAL RESOURCE

(15)

(16)

17

(18)

(19)

(20)

(21)

(22)

(23)

(24)

(25)

Will the project induce substantial impacts to pled
growth or land use for the are

Will the project require the relocation of any famik
business

Will the project have a disproportionately high and adb
human health and environmentafect on any minority ¢
low-income populatior

If the project involves the acquisition of right of wagy the
amount of right of way acquisition considered mit

Will the project involve any chanc in access contrg

Will the project substantially alter the usefulr
and/or land use of adjacent prope

Will the project have an adverse effect on perms
local traffic patterns or communicohesivenes:

Is the project included in an approved thoroughfare
and/or Transportation Improvement Program (ar
therefore, in conformance with the Clean Air Act of 19!

Is the projec anticipated to cause an increase in tr
volumes'

Will traffic be maintained during construction using exis
roads, staged construction, ol-site detours

If the project is a bridge replacent project, will the bridg

be replaced at its existing location (along the exidargity)
and will all construction proposed in association wihit¢
bridge replacement project be contained on the exisarigty?

X
X
X
X
YES NO
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
X




(26)

(27)

(28)

(29)

(30)

(31)

(32)

F.

Is there substantial controversy on social, econom
environmental grounds concerning the proj

Is the project consistent with all Federal, State, lanal laws
relating to the environmental aspects of the pro

Will the project have an "effect” on structures/projges
eligible for or listed on the National Register astdric Places

Will the project affect any archaeological remains \utace
important to history or p-history?

Will the project require the use of Section 4(f) resot
(public parks, recreation lands, wildlife and waterfoviliges
historic sites, or historic bridges, as defined in Seactid)

of the U. S. Department of Trarortation Act of 1966)

Will the project result in any conversion of assisted g
recreation sites or facilities to r-recreation uses, as defir
by Section 6(f) of the Land and Water Conservatior

of 1965, as amende

Will the project involve construction in, across, djagen
to a river designated as a component of or propos
inclusion in the National System of Wild and Scenic R3¢

Additional Documentation Required for Unfavorable fjRases in Part E

Response to Question uaker Creek, in the study area, has been designakigras

Quality Waters and Water Supply Watershed (WS-I1).
Therefore, Design Standards for Sensitive Watershetbeavil
implemented during project construction.

Response to Question 1Alamance County is a participant in the National Flood

Insurance Program, administered by the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA). The project is located within
Flood Hazard Zone, designated as Zone AE, for whici@fe
year base flood elevations and corresponding regulatory
floodway have been established. The Hydraulic Unit will
coordinate with FEMA to determine if a Conditional Leté
Map Revision (CLOMR) and a subsequent final Letter opMa
Revision (LOMR) are required for this project. If requaly the
Division will submit sealed as-built construction planghe
Hydraulic Unit upon project completion certifying the patje
was built as shown on the construction plans.



Response to Question 28 & 30Fhe project alternative will maintain traffic throudtet
use of an off-site detour and the bridge will be replaced
place, relocating a small driveway east of the miliHfer east
to terminate outside of the guardrail. A small amoumighit-
of-way may be needed to construct the new bridge, whi¢h w
be larger than the existing bridge, with Alaska 2-bar bridge
railing to be used on the new structure. The projectratime
is deemed “No Adverse Effect” and a “DeMinimus” foeth
historic mill site, Dickey Mill, pursuant to Section 4(f)



CE Approval

TIP Project No. B-4953
W.B.S. No. 40078.1.1
Federal Project No. BRZ-1912(2)

Project Description:

The purpose of this project is to replace Alamance County Bridge No. 64 on

SR 1912 over Quaker Creek (see Figure 3). Bridge No. 64 is 62 feet long. The
replacement structure will be a bridge approximately 65 feet long providing a
minimum 27°-6” clear deck width. The bridge will include two 10-foot lanes and
3°-3” offsets (see Figure 2). The bridge length is based on preliminary design
information and is set by hydraulic requirements. The roadway grade of the new
structure will be approximately the same as the existing structure.

The approach roadway will extend approximately 170 feet from the west end of
the new bridge and 115 feet from the east end of the new bridge. The approaches
will be widened to include a 20-foot pavement width providing two 10-foot lanes.
three-foot turf shoulders will be provided on each side (6-foot turfshoulders
where guardrail is included). The roadway will be designed as a Rural Local
Route using Sub Regional Tier Guidelines with a 45 mile per hour design speed.

Traffic will be detoured off-site during construction (see Figure 1).

Categorical Exclusion Action Classification:

TYPE II(A)
X __ TYPE II(B)

Approved:
9 / 3 } 13 m M 4
Date Bridge Project e ldpmer@ngineer
Project Development & Envivonmental Analysis Unit
3p3)s3 K Wcns
Date Projct Engineer
Prolect Deanviro 1ental Analysis Unit
If <
21273 Ll R
"I' Date Project Planning Engineer

Project Development & Environmental Analysis Unit

For Type II(B) projects only:

e ety it

Date Y John F. Sullivan, 111, PE, Division Administrator
Federal Highway Administration

10




PROJECT COMMITMENTS:

Alamance County
Bridge No. 64 on SR 1912
Over Quaker Creek
Federal Aid Project No. BRZ-1912(2)
W.B.S. No. 40078.1.1
T.1.P. No. B-4953

All Units — Historic Site Adjacent to Bridge

The proposed project is located adjacent to historic mill site, Dickey Mill, which is
eligible for the National Register of Historic Places. The Mill is located north of the
existing bridge (see Figure 2). As recorded on the concurrence form, the project
alternative will maintain traffic through the use of an off-site detour and the bridge will
be replaced in place, relocating a small driveway east of the mill further east to terminate
outside of the guardrail. A small amount of right-of-way may be needed to construct the
new bridge, which will be larger than the existing bridge, with Alaska 2-bar bridge railing
to be used on the new structure. Any change to the footprint must be re-coordinated with
the State Historic Preservation Office (HPO) through NCDOT’s Historic Architecture
Section.

Division Seven Construction, Resident Engineer’s Office — Offsite Detour
In order to have time to adequately reroute school busses, Alamance County Schools will
be contacted at (336) 570-6480 at least one month prior to road closure.

Alamance County Emergency Services will be contacted at (336) 227-1365 at least one
month prior to road closure to make the necessary temporary reassignments to primary
response units.

Roadside Environmental Unit, Division Resident Engineer — Sensitive Watersheds
Quaker Creek is designated as High Quality Waters and Water Supply Watershed (WS-
I1) and will be subject to all Design Standards for Sensitive Watersheds.

Hydraulic Unit, Natural Environment Unit —Buffer Rules
The Jordan Lake Buffer Rules apply to this project.

Hydraulics Unit — FEMA Coordination

The Hydraulics Unit will coordinate with FEMA to determine status of project with
regard to applicability of NCDOT’s Memorandum of Agreement, or approval of a
Conditional Letter of Map Revision (CLOMR) and subsequent final Letter of Map
Revision (LOMR).

Division Construction - FEMA

This project involves construction activities on or adjacent to FEMA-regulated stream(s).
Therefore, the Division shall submit sealed as-built construction plans to the Hydraulics
Unit upon completion of project construction, certifying that the drainage structure(s) and
roadway embankment that are located within the 100-year floodplain were built as shown
in the construction plans, both horizontally and vertically.

Categorical Exclusion Page 1 of 1
Green Sheet
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North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources

State Historic Preservation Office
Peter B. Sandbeck, Administrator
Office of Archives and History

Beverly Faves Perdue, Governor
Division of Tistorical Resources

Finda A. Carhisle, Scerctary
Jetfrey ] Crow, Deputy Scerctaey

January 26, 2009

David Brook, Dircctor

MEMORANDUM

TO: Christy M. Wright, P.E.
Project Development and Environmental Analysis Branch

NCDOT Division of Highways l i
FROM:; Peter Sandbeck ?la; i Sa

SUBJECT: Bridge 64 on SR 1912 over Quaker Creek, B-4953, Alamance County, ER 08-2622
We have reviewed the proposed bridge replacement project and offer the following comments.

The aerial photograph accompanying the project documentation shows the location of a mill within the area of
potential effect (APE). If this mill is to be affected by the proposed bridge replacement, we recommend that
its archacological potential be evaluated by an experienced professional archacologist. Please forward the
recommended, alignment clearly delineating the APE, as soon as it 1s available so we may make final
recommendations regarding nceded archacological investigations.

We have conducted a search of our maps and files and have located the following structure of historical or

architectural importance within the general area of the project:

¢ AM 121, The Dickey Mill, a study listed property.
We recommend that a Department of Transportation architectural historian identify and evaluate any effect
this project may have on this property.

The above comments are made pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and the
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s Regulations for Compliance with Section 106 codified at 36 CFR

Part 800.

Thank you for your cooperation and consideration. If you have questions concerning the above comment,
please contact Renee Gledhill-Eatley, environmental review coordinator, at 919/807-6579. In all future
communication concerning this project, please cite the above-referenced tracking number.

cc: Matt Wilkerson, NCDOT
Mary Pope Furr, NCDOT

Location: 109 Iiast Jones Street, Raleigh NC 27601 Muailing Address: 4617 Mail Service Center, Raleigh NC 276994617 Telephone/Fax: (919) 807-6370/807-6599



- RECEIVED
Division of Highways

DEC 14 2009
Preconstruction
Project Development and

North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources”"® @ Analysis Branch

State Historic Preservation Office
Peter B. Sandbeck, Administrator

Office of Archives and History
Division of Historical Resources
David Brook, Director

Beverly Eaves Perdue, Governor
Linda A. Carlisle, Secretary
Jeffrey J. Crow, Deputy Secretary

December 10, 2009
MEMORANDUM

TO: Matt Wilkerson
Office of Human Environment
NCDOT Division of Highways

FROM: Peter Sandbeck % Pe,l&l Sa.,.&lzd‘—

SUBJECT:  Archaeological Reconnaissance for the Replacement of Bridge 64 on SR 1912 Over Quaker
Creek, B-4953; Alamance County, ER 08-2622

Thank you for your letter of November 10, 2009, transmitting the archaeoldgical teport by Shane Petersen of
your staff concerning the above project. We have reviewed the repott and offer the following comments.

Dickey Mill (31AM396**), a late nineteenth century property, is located in close proximity to the proposed
bridge replacement project. However, the investigation by Mr. Petersen and Mr. Mohler found no evidence
that archaeological remains associated with the mill are located within the area of potential effect (APE). As a
consequence, your finding of “no historic properties affected” is appropriate for the project as currently
proposed. If plans change, please forward the new information to us for our review and comment.

The above comments are made pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and the
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s Regulations for Compliance with Section 106 codified at 36 CFR

Part 800.

Thank you for your cooperation and consideration. If you have questions concerning the above comment,
please contact Renee Gledhill-Eatley, environmental review coordinator, at 919/807-6579. In all future
communication concerning this project, please cite the above-referenced tracking number.

cc: Felix Davila, FHWA
Christy Huff, NCDOT

Location: 109 East Jones Street, Raleigh NC 27601 Mailing Address: 4617 Mail Service Center, Raleigh NC 27699-4617 Telephone/Fax: (919) 807-6570/807-6599



Federal Aid #BRZ-2426 (1) TIP # B-4953 Cownty: Alamance

CONCURRENCE FORM FOR PROPERTIES NOT ELIGIBLE FOR
THE NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES

Pragect Description: Replace Bridge No. 64 over Quaker Creek on SR 1912

Om May 26, 2009, representatives of the

% North Carclina Department of Transportation (NCDOT)

Federal Highway Admmistration (FHWA)

8 Naorth Caroling State | listoric Preservation Office (HPO)
(rher

Reviewed the subject project at historic architectural resources photograph review session/consuliation and

All parties present agreed

[l There are no properties aver fifly years old within the project’s Area of Potennial Effects {APE).

w There are no properties less than fifty years old which are considered to meet Criteria Consideration G within the
project’s APE,

W There are properties aver fifty years old within the project’s APE, but based on the historical information available
and the phatographs of each property. the properties identifled as = 2 A< are considered not eligible for
the National Register and no further evaluation of them is necessary. Photographs of these properties are attached.

Y&  There arc no Natianal Register-listed or Study Listed properties within the project’s APE.

C

All properties greater than 50 years of ape located m the APE have been considered at this consultation, and based
upon the above concurrence, all compliance for historic architecture with Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act and GS 121-12{a) has been completed for this project.

w Maore information is requested on propertics —ff *_-"'__'

S/Zb/zcoﬂ
I Dae

FHWA, for the Division Administrator, or other Federal Agency Dae
Rﬁp{ﬁmnmn-m. HPO Deate 7
State Historic Preservation Officer Daie.

I3 survey repoit is prepeesd. 3 Gnal copy of this form and the amachod liss will be tncheded.



North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources

State Historic Preservation Office
Ramona M. Bartos, Administrator

Beverly Eaves Perdue, Governor Office of Archives and History
Linda A. Carlisle, Secretary Division of Historical Resources
Jeffrey J. Crow, Deputy Secretary David Brook, Ditector
September 10, 2012

MEMORANDUM

TO: Mary Pope Furr

Office of Human Environment
NCDOT Division of Highways

FROM: Ramona M. Bartos wf éy QMM M(m%(b

SUBJECT: Revised Historic Architectural Resources Survey Report, Replacement of Bridge 64 on SR 1912,
over Quaker Creek, B-4953, Alamance County, ER 08-2622

Thank you for your letter of August 21, 2012, transmitting the above report.

For the purpose of compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, we concur with
your finding that Dickey Mill (AM 0121) is e/zgible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places under
Criterion A for Industry and Critetion C for Architecture/Engineering, and that the proposed National
Register boundaries appear appropriate.

We also concur that barring additional information to the contrary, Bridge 64 (AM 2334) and the two
properties listed in Appendix B are ot eligible for listing in the National Register.

The above comments are made pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and the
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s Regulations for Compliance with Section 106 codified at 36 CFR
Part 800.

Thank you for your cooperation and consideration. If you have questions concerning the above comment,
please contact Renee Gledhill-Earley, environmental review coordinator, at 919-807-6579. In all future
communication concerning this project, please cite the above-referenced tracking number.

cc: Jessica Hill, Alamance County HPC, jessica.hill@alamance-nc.com

Location: 109 East Jones Street, Raleigh NC 27601~ Mailing Address: 4617 Mail Service Center, Raleigh NC 27699-4617 Telephone/Fax: (919) 807-6570/807-6599



Federal Aid #: BRZ-2426(1) TIP#: B-4953 County: Alamance

CONCURRENCE FORM FOR ASSESSMENT OF EFFECTS
Project Description: Replace Bridge No. 64 on SR 1912 over Quaker Creek

On 9/18/2012, representatives of the

?Nonh Carolina Department of Transportation (NCDOT)
“ Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
North Carolina State Historic Preservation Office (HPO)

[] Other

Reviewed the subject project and agreed on the effects findings listed within the table on the
reverse of this signature page.

Signed:

Moo Rrae o ‘%_/\8/ 2012

Reprgsentative, coT Date
Wﬂ%a/ G-18- 1

F}!{/W\A, for the Division Administrator, or other Federal Agency Date

q.18 (2

Date

Representative, HPO
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