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Type III Categorical Exclusion Action Classification Form 
 

STIP Project No. B-5980 
WBS Element 47617.1.1 
Federal Project No. NHP-1522(005) 

 
A. Project Description: 
The North Carolina Department of Transportation (NCDOT) proposes to replace Bridge No. 630203 over 
I-95 and make improvements to the I-95 and NC 4 interchange (exit 145). The project is located north of 
Rocky Mount in Nash County (see Figure 1). The proposed action is listed in the NCDOT 2018-2027 State 
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) as project number B-5980, and is included in the Upper 
Coastal Plain Rural Planning Organization’s (RPO) Draft STI P5 Project list. The project is described as 
“interchange improvement to remove tight radius ramp to accommodate trucks due to CCX [intermodal 
terminal] project.” 
 
Land use in the project study area is a mix of commercial, residential, and agricultural. The project study 
area is generally commercial in nature with Wake Stone Corporation, McLane Carolina, The Cheesecake 
Factory Bakery, Draka Elevator Products, Original Log Cabin Homes and LS Tractor USA. Immediately 
adjacent to the exit 145 interchange are several chain motels, fast/food restaurants and gas station 
convenience stores that comprise an area known as the Gold Rock community. Residential and agricultural 
areas are on the outside fringe of the commercial properties within the project study area. 
 
Other nearby STIP projects include I-5726 (pavement rehabilitation on I-95 from mile marker 143 to mile 
marker 150), which is under construction, and U-5911 (widening of NC 48 from SR 1524 to NC 4), which is 
scheduled for right of way in 2023.  
 
B.  Description of Need and Purpose: 
The purpose of the proposed project is to improve traffic operations at the I-95 and NC 4 interchange (exit 
145) and better accommodate truck traffic through the interchange by correcting geometric deficiencies. 
I-95 is a major regional freight corridor with about 17 percent heavy vehicles, and roadways in the project 
study area serve high volumes of trucks exiting I-95 to access commercial and industrial development, as 
well as services such as gas, food, and lodging, near the interchange. Table 1 shows existing and projected 
traffic in the project study area.  
 

Table 1. Existing (2017) and Future (2040) Traffic 

Facility Current ADT 
(2017) 

Heavy Vehicles 
(%) 

Future ADT  
(2040) 

Heavy Vehicles 
(%) 

Interstate 95 46,900 17% 67,600 18% 

NC 48 6,100  11% 11,100 11% 

NC 4 7,300 12% 8,500 23% 

N Halifax Road (SR 1544) 1,600 29% 1,800 29% 
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Traffic capacity analyses completed for this project indicate that while intersections and roadway segments 
within the study area currently operate at acceptable levels of service (D or better); some would not have 
acceptable levels of service in the future year (2040) without improvements. Several movements at the 
NC 4 and NC 48 intersection would operate at LOS E, and queues would exceed storage capacity.  
 
The existing trumpet interchange contains several components that do not meet desirable geometric 
standards. The radius of the NC 4 to I-95 southbound loop is 150 feet (230 feet is desirable), which creates 
an unsafe condition and potential rollover hazard for trucks. Additionally, the loop acceleration lane from 
NC 4 to I-95 southbound is 840 feet long (approximately 1,500 feet is desirable), which does not allow 
traffic, particularly trucks, to fully accelerate before merging onto the interstate.  
 
Roadways in the project study area have high percentages of heavy vehicles and trucks due to the presence 
of numerous commercial and industrial land uses near the interchange. Halifax Road provides access to 
Wake Stone Corporation quarry west of I-95 and about 29 percent of the 1,600 vehicles per day that use 
the road are heavy vehicles or trucks. NC 4 and NC 48 carry 12 percent and 11 percent heavy vehicles, 
respectively. Truck traffic at the interchange is expected to increase in the future when the CCX intermodal 
terminal is constructed in Nash County, and this interchange will be the primary access to the terminal from 
I-95. 
 
C. Categorical Exclusion Action Classification: TYPE III 
 
D. Proposed Improvements: N/A 
 

E. Special Project Information:  
 
Alternatives Discussion:  
 
No Build Alternative: There would be no changes to the existing bridge or interchange and would not 
address the need 
 
Selected Alternative: As previously noted, the Selected Alternative would replace the existing trumpet 
interchange at I-95 and NC 4 with a new diamond interchange. The diamond interchange would include 
roundabouts at the ramp terminals on NC 4 and a new wider bridge over I-95. In addition, Halifax Road 
would be realigned to tie into the new interchange from the west, and the existing Halifax Road bridge over 
I-95 would be removed. No improvements would be made to the existing I-95 through lanes.  
 
The Selected Alternative would replace the existing trumpet interchange at I-95 and NC 4 with a new 
diamond interchange. The diamond interchange would include roundabouts at the ramp terminals on NC 4. 
In addition, Halifax Road would be realigned to tie into the new interchange from the west, and the existing 
Halifax Road bridge over I-95 would be removed. No improvements would be made to the existing I-95 
through lanes. All ramps would have one lane, and the roundabouts would have one lane. Figure 2 shows 
the Selected Alternative.  
 
West of I-95, the lane loop from NC 4 to I-95 southbound would be removed. The existing two-lane ramp 
from southbound would be reduced to one-lane and extended to a new roundabout intersection between 
realigned Halifax Road, NC 4, and a new one-lane on-ramp to I-95 southbound. The new NC 4 bridge over 
I-95 would be two lanes and approximately 230 feet long to accommodate future widening of I-95 to eight 
lanes. Halifax Road would be cul-de-saced approximately 300 feet west of the existing bridge over I-95, and 
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pavement between the cul-de-sac and I-95 would be removed. A portion of the remaining section of 
existing Halifax Road west of the cul-de-sac would be utilized and realigned to form a new intersection with 
the realigned Halifax Road. This would provide access to properties.   
 
The ramps to and from northbound I-95 would be realigned and tie to a roundabout at the ramp terminal 
on NC 4. East of I-95, Halifax Road would be cul-de-saced approximately 100 feet east of the existing bridge 
over I-95, and the section of Halifax Road between the cul-de-sac and NC 48 would remain to provide 
access to properties. 
 
The signalized intersection of NC 4 and NC 48 would remain. Minor intersection improvements would be 
made, including adding a right-turn lane from NC 48 onto NC 4 westbound and a left turn lane from NC 48 
onto NC 4 eastbound. On the opposite side of the intersection, the monolithic island would be removed 
and a dedicated left-turn lane from NC 48 onto NC 4 westbound would be added. Other intersection 
modifications include: on NC 4 westbound, the right-turn lane from NC 4 to NC 48 northbound would be 
eliminated, and an existing through lane on westbound NC 4 would be converted to a dedicated right-turn 
lane. Only one lane would continue through the intersection toward I-95. The westbound left turn lane 
onto NC 48 would remain. On NC 4 eastbound, the dedicated right-turn lane would be eliminated and the 
lanes approaching the NC 48 intersection would be reconfigured to a dedicated left-turn lane, through lane, 
and through-right combination lane.  
 
Traffic would be maintained on existing facilities for the duration of the construction. Nighttime lane 
closures on I-95 would be used to construct the new NC 4 bridge over I-95. 
 
The Selected Alternative was selected because it best fulfills the purpose and need for the project by 
providing improved traffic operations at the interchange, correcting geometric deficiencies, and 
accommodating high volumes of truck traffic. Using roundabouts at the ramp terminals allows traffic to 
move through the interchange without stopping. The Selected Alternative also minimizes impacts to 
properties and businesses near the interchange. By realigning Halifax Road into the interchange, the 
Selected Alternative allows the bridge over I-95 on Halifax Road to be removed and the on-ramp from NC 4 
to I-95 southbound to be extended to allow for a better merge condition. The Selected Alternative includes 
only one new bridge over I-95, which results in a lower construction cost.  
 
Alternatives Considered but Eliminated: In addition to the Selected Alternative, the following alternatives 
were considered but eliminated from further consideration due to higher impacts and/or costs than the 
Selected Alternative: 
 
 Trumpet interchange – This alternative included removing the existing ramps in the northwest and 

northeast quadrants of the interchange, as well as the existing bridge over I-95; realigning the 
northbound I-95 ramps; adding a free-flowing loop for the exit from I-95 southbound to NC 4, and 
extending an on-ramp to I-95 southbound on new location to the west; and realigning Halifax Road 
and the bridge over I-95 to accommodate a new, longer on-ramp to I-95 southbound.   

 Partial diamond with loop interchange – This alternative included removing the existing ramp and 
loop in the northwest quadrant of the interchange, as well as the existing bridge over I-95; 
realigning the northbound I-95 ramps; realigning Halifax Road to tie into the west side of the 
interchange and adding a loop from I-95 southbound and a new ramp to I-95 southbound with an 
intersection on realigned Halifax Road. The existing Halifax Road bridge over I-95 would be 
removed and Halifax Road would be cul-de-saced on both sides of I-95.  

 Diverging Diamond interchange – This alternative would replace the existing trumpet interchange 
with a diverging diamond interchange with a realignment of Halifax Road to tie in on the west side 
of the interchange. The existing Halifax Road bridge over I-95 would be removed.  
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 Half Diverging Diamond interchange – This alternative would replace the existing trumpet 
interchange with a half diverging diamond interchange to accommodate the traffic exiting from and 
to southbound I-95. Halifax Road would be realigned slightly to the south to allow for extending the 
ramp and acceleration lane onto I-95 southbound. The ramps for northbound I-95 would not be 
modified. 

 Rotary interchange – This alternative would remove the existing loop to I-95 southbound and the 
existing bridge over I-95 and construct a rotary interchange using the existing ramps in the 
northwest, southeast, and northeast quadrants of the interchange. A new ramp would be 
constructed to access I-95 southbound, and Halifax Road would be realigned to the south to allow 
for a longer on-ramp to I-95.  

 Half Split Diamond Interchange – This alternative would replace the existing interchange with a split 
diamond interchange. The alternative would require removing the existing ramp and loop for I-95 
southbound, as well as the existing bridge over I-95. A new ramp from I-95 southbound to NC 4 
would be constructed, with a roundabout at the ramp terminal. A new location road would connect 
to Halifax Road and a ramp would extend from Halifax Road onto I-95 southbound. Minor 
modifications would be made to the ramps for northbound I-95, and a roundabout would be added 
at the ramp termini at NC 4. Halifax Road would be maintained across I-95.  

 
Traffic Studies: 
Traffic capacity analysis for the Selected Alternative indicates that roundabouts at the ramp termini and the 
signalized intersection at NC 4 and NC 48 are expected to operate at LOS D or better in the future (2040). In 
addition, freeway segments on I-95 and all ramps and ramp junctions would operate at LOS D or better. 
 
Cost Estimate: 
The estimated project costs for the Selected Alternative, based on 2018 prices, are as follows:  

Right of way  $2,000,000 
Construction  $12,100,000 
Total Cost  $14,100,000 

 
Noise and Air Quality: 
The Selected Alternative is considered a Type III project, as defined by NCDOT Traffic Noise Policy 
(October 6, 2016); therefore, traffic noise analyses are not required.  
 
The project is located in Nash County, which is in compliance with the National Ambient Air Quality 
Standards. The proposed project is located in an attainment area; therefore, 40 CFR Parts 51 and 93 are not 
applicable. This project is not anticipated to create any adverse effects on the air quality of this attainment 
area.  
 
This project will not result in any meaningful changes in traffic volume, vehicle mix, location of the existing 
facility, or any other factor that would cause an increase in emissions impacts relative to the no-build 
alternative. As such FHWA has determined that this project will generate minimal air quality impacts for 
Clean Air Act criteria pollutants and has not been linked with any special mobile source air toxics (MSAT) 
concerns. Consequently this effort is exempt from analysis for MSATs. 
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Cultural Resources: 
A review of the project study area conducted by NCDOT’s Historic Architecture group determined that 
there are no National Register of Historic Places (NHRP)-listed or eligible resources present and that further 
surveys of historic architectural resources are not required. An archaeological reconnaissance of the project 
area, and potential intensive subsurface testing as needed, has been recommended by NCDOT’s 
Archaeology group. This work will be completed prior to construction. Should NHRP sites be identified, 
NCDOT will initiate consultation with NC Historic Preservation Office. 
 
Water Resources:  
The project study area lies within the Upper Tar River Basin (US Geological Survey [USGS] Hydrologic Unit 
03020101). Two streams were identified in the project study area (see Figure 2): one to the west of the 
ramp from I-95 southbound to NC 4 (stream SA), and one east of I-95 to the south of Halifax Road (stream 
SB). Both streams SA and SB flow into Swift Creek, which is north of the project study area. SA is an 
intermittent channel that was previously relocated in a constructed channel (i.e., ditch) associated with the 
construction of the ramp. SA was determined by US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and NC Division of 
Water Resources (NC DWR) to not be a jurisdictional feature. Stream SB begins at the outlet of a culvert 
under I-95 south of the existing interchange and flows into a headwater forest wetland (Wetlands 2, 4, and 
5) adjacent to Halifax Road. SB also appears to have been previously relocated into a constructed channel, 
and the adjacent wetland has been impacted from encroachments from construction of roadways and 
commercial development. SB is a jurisdictional stream.  
 
In addition, two ponds (abandoned quarry pits) and two small isolated wetland depressional pockets 
(Wetlands 1 and 3) that appear to be associated with previous quarry operations are located in the 
northwest quadrant of the project study area (Figure 2).  
 
FEMA Considerations: 
Portions of the floodway and floodplain associated with Swift Creek are located within the project study 
area north and west of the interchange. The Selected Alternative would not encroach on the regulated 
floodway. 
 
Jurisdictional Issues: 
Stream SB is a jurisdictional stream, but no impacts are anticipated from this project. There would be no 
impacts to the buffer associated with Stream SB. The Selected Alternative would impact approximately 0.04 
acre of wetland (Wetland 5, see Figure 2). Preliminary impacts were calculated using preliminary design 
slope stake limits plus 25 feet, and it is likely that this impact will be eliminated during final design.   
 
Bald Eagle and Golden Eagle Protection Act:  
Habitat for bald eagle is present within the project study area. However, based on a GIS assessment of the 
study area using recent color aerial photography, as well as field surveys, no bald eagle nests are located 
within the study area and a review of the NC Natural Heritage Program database (updated February 2018) 
revealed no known occurrences of this species within 8 miles of the study area. Due to lack of known 
occurrences and no visible nests observed during surveys, it has been determined that this project would 
not affect this species.  
 
Anticipated Permits or Consultation Requirements:  
The proposed project has been designated as a Categorical Exclusion (CE) for the purposes of National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documentation. As a result, a Nationwide Permit (NWP) 23, and 
corresponding NC Water Quality Certification, will likely be applicable for anticipated permanent impacts to 
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“Waters of the United States” resulting from the proposed project. A NWP 14 (linear transportation 
projects) and may also apply.  
 
An Interchange Access Request must be approved by FHWA. 
 
Agency and Public Involvement: 
NCDOT sought input from resource and regulatory agencies via a start of study scoping letter distributed to 
federal agencies, as well as to state agencies through the State Environmental Clearinghouse, in December 
2017. Comments were received from the following agencies:  
 NCWRC 
 NC DWR 
 NC Division of Waste Management 
 NC Division of Waste Management, Inactive Hazardous Sites Branch 
 NC Department of Environmental Quality 
 NC Department of Public Safety, Emergency Management 
 NC Historic Preservation Office 
 Upper Coastal Plain Council of Government 
 NC NHP 

 
Agencies noted that the project should avoid and minimize impacts to Swift Creek, its floodplain, and 
tributaries. Comment letters are included in Attachment A. 
 
A start of study notification was sent out to landowners within the vicinity of the project. A postcard was 
distributed to local business and landowners within the project vicinity in October 2018.  
 

F.  Project Impact Criteria Checklists: 

Type III Actions Yes No 

1 Does the project involve potential effects on species listed with the US Fish 
and Wildlife Service (USFWS) or National Marine Fisheries (NMFS)? ☒ ☐ 

2 Does the project result in impacts subject to the conditions of the Bald and 
Golden Eagle Protection Act (BGPA)? ☐ ☒ 

3 Does the project generate substantial controversy or public opposition, for 
any reason, following appropriate public involvement? ☐ ☒ 

4 Does the project cause disproportionately high and adverse impacts relative to 
low-income and/or minority populations? ☐ ☒ 

5 Does the project involve substantial residential or commercial displacements 
or right of way acquisition? ☐ ☒ 

6 Does the project include a determination under Section 4(f)? ☐ ☒ 
7 Is a project-level analysis for direct, indirect, or cumulative effects required 

based on the NCDOT community studies screening tool? ☐ ☒ 
8 Is a project level air quality Mobile Source Air Toxics (MSAT) analysis required? ☐ ☒ 
9 Is the project located in anadromous fish spawning waters? ☐ ☒ 

10 

Does the project impact waters classified as Outstanding Resource Water 
(ORW), High Quality Water (HQW), Water Supply Watershed Critical Areas, 
303(d) listed impaired water bodies, buffer rules, or Submerged Aquatic 
Vegetation (SAV)? 

☐ ☒ 
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11 Does the project impact waters of the United States in any of the designated 
mountain trout streams? ☐ ☒ 

12 Does the project require a U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) Individual 
Section 404 Permit?  ☐ ☒ 

13 Will the project require an easement from a Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission (FERC) licensed facility? ☐ ☒ 

14 
Does the project include Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act 
(NHPA) effects determination other than a no effect, including archaeological 
remains?  Are there project commitments identified?  

☒ ☐ 

15 Does the project involve hazardous materials and/or landfills? ☐ ☒ 

16 

Does the project require work encroaching and adversely effecting a 
regulatory floodway or work affecting the base floodplain (100-year flood) 
elevations of a water course or lake, pursuant to Executive Order 11988 and 
23 CFR 650 subpart A? 

☐ ☒ 

17 
Is the project in a Coastal Area Management Act (CAMA) county and 
substantially affects the coastal zone and/or any Area of Environmental 
Concern (AEC)?  

☐ ☒ 

18 Does the project require a U.S. Coast Guard (USCG) permit? ☐ ☒ 
19 Does the project involve construction activities in, across, or adjacent to a 

designated Wild and Scenic River present within the project area? ☐ ☒ 
20 Does the project involve Coastal Barrier Resources Act (CBRA) resources? ☐ ☒ 
21 Does the project impact federal lands (e.g. USFS, USFWS, etc.) or Tribal Lands? ☐ ☒ 
22 Does the project involve any changes in access control? ☐ ☒ 
23 Does the project have a permanent adverse effect on local traffic patterns or 

community cohesiveness? ☐ ☒ 
24 Will maintenance of traffic cause substantial disruption? ☐ ☒ 

25 
Is the project inconsistent with the STIP or the Metropolitan Planning 
Organization’s (MPO’s) Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) (where 
applicable)? 

☐ ☒ 

26 

Does the project require the acquisition of lands under the protection of 
Section 6(f) of the Land and Water Conservation Act, the Federal Aid in Fish 
Restoration Act, the Federal Aid in Wildlife Restoration Act, Tennessee Valley 
Authority (TVA), Tribal Lands, or other unique areas or special lands that were 
acquired in fee or easement with public-use money and have deed restrictions 
or covenants on the property? 

☐ ☒ 

27 Does the project involve Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) 
buyout properties under the Hazard Mitigation Grant Program (HMGP)? ☐ ☒ 

28 Is the project considered a Type I under the NCDOT's Noise Policy? ☐ ☒ 

29 Is there prime or important farmland soil impacted by this project as defined 
by the Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA)? ☐ ☒ 

30 Are there other issues that arose during the project development process that 
effected the project decision? ☐ ☒ 
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G. Additional Documentation as Required from Section F 
 
Question 1: The US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) lists four species with federal protection in Nash 
County: Red-cockaded Woodpecker (Picoides borealis), Tar River Spinymussel (Elliptio steinstansana), 
Yellow Lance (Elliptio lanceolata), and Michaux’s sumac (Rhus michauxii). Northern long-eared Bat (Myotis 
septentrionalis) is not listed by USFWS as a federally-protected species known to occur in Nash County; 
however, it is covered under a programmatic biological opinion (PBO) that includes Nash County. According 
to the NC Natural Heritage Program (NCNHP) element occurrence database (updated February 2018), Tar 
River Spinymussel and Yellow Lance have documented element occurrence in Swift Creek just outside of 
the project study area limits to the north. Potential habitat for Tar River Spinymussel, Yellow Lance, and 
Michaux’s sumac is not present in the project study area. Red-cockaded Woodpecker (RCW) is listed as 
“Historic” for Nash County, and no actively nesting RCWs were documented by NCNHP in the study area. 
 

Common Name Scientific Name Status Habitat Present Biological 
Conclusion 

Northern long-eared Bat Myotis 
septentrionalis 

T Yes (PBO) May Affect, Likely to 
Adversely Affect 

Red Cockaded Woodpecker Picoides borealis E No No effect 
Tar River Spinymussel Elliptio steinstansana E No May Affect, Not 

Likely to Adversely 
Affect 

Yellow lance Elliptio lanceolata T No May Affect, Not 
Likely to Adversely 
Affect 

Michaux’s sumac Rhus michauxii E No No effect 
T – Threatened; E – Endangered 

 
Northern long-eared Bat: The USFWS has developed a programmatic biological opinion (PBO) in 
conjunction with Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), the USACE and NCDOT for the northern long-
eared bat (NLEB) in eastern North Carolina. The PBO covers the entire NCDOT program in Divisions 1-8, 
including all NCDOT projects and activities. The programmatic determination for NLEB for the NCDOT 
program is “May Affect, Likely to Adversely Affect”. The PBO provides incidental take coverage for NLEB 
and will ensure compliance with Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act for five years for all NCDOT 
projects with a federal nexus in Divisions 1-8, which includes Nash County, where B-5980 is located. This 
level of incidental take is authorized from the effective date of final listing through April 30, 2020. 
 
Tar River Spinymussel (TRSM): Potential habitat for TRSM does not exist within the project study area. 
However, the non-jurisdictional drainage feature in the project study area (stream SA) flows into a section 
of Swift Creek in which NCNHP reports an element occurrence of TRSM. Based on the proximity of this 
project to Swift Creek and the potential for turbid water and/or sediment to enter Swift Creek during the 
construction of this project, a “May Affect, Not Likely to Adversely Affect” biological conclusion is 
appropriate. Concurrence from USFWS will be required. 
 
Yellow Lance: Potential habitat for Yellow Lance does not exist within the project study area. However, the 
non-jurisdictional drainage feature in the project study area (stream SA) flows into a section of Swift Creek 
in which NCNHP reports an element occurrence of Yellow Lance. Based on the proximity of this project to 
Swift Creek and the potential for turbid water and/or sediment to enter Swift Creek during the construction 
of this project, a May Affect, Not Likely to Adversely Affect biological conclusion is appropriate. 
Concurrence from USFWS will be required. 
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Question 14: Much of the proposed project falls within areas that have been severely altered by the 
construction of the nearby transportation facilities or commercial and industrial development in the area. 
However, a few landforms, particularly to the west of I-95, may retain the possibility for intact 
archaeological resources. An archaeological reconnaissance of the entire Area of Potential Effect (APE) has 
been recommended by NCDOT’s Archaeology group, followed by intensive subsurface testing of those 
portions of the APE that are determined appropriate. These surveys will be completed prior to 
construction. Should National Register of Historic Places (NHRP) sites be identified, NCDOT will initiate 
consultation with NC Historic Preservation Office. 
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H.  Project Commitments 
 

Nash County 
I-95 Interchange Improvements at Halifax Road (SR 1522) 

WBS No. 47617.1.1 
TIP No. B-5980 

 
 

NCDOT Division 4 & NCDOT Environmental Analysis Unit 
Intensive archaeological surveys of the Area of Potential Effects (APE) will be completed prior to 
construction. Should National Register of Historic Places (NHRP) sites be identified, NCDOT will initiate 
consultation with NC Historic Preservation Office. 
 
NCDOT Division 4 – Northern long-eared Bat 
The USFWS has developed a programmatic biological opinion (PBO) in conjunction with Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), the USACE and NCDOT for the northern long-eared bat (NLEB) in eastern North 
Carolina. The PBO covers the entire NCDOT program in Divisions 1-8, including all NCDOT projects and 
activities. The programmatic determination for NLEB for the NCDOT program is “May Affect, Likely to 
Adversely Affect”. The PBO provides incidental take coverage for NLEB and will ensure compliance with 
Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act for five years for all NCDOT projects with a federal nexus in 
Divisions 1-8, which includes Nash County, where B-5980 is located. This level of incidental take is 
authorized from the effective date of final listing through April 30, 2020. 
 
After project completion, the contract administrator for construction must submit the actual amount of 
tree clearing reported in tenths of acres. This information should be submitted to the NCDOT Biological 
Surveys group. bgj 
 
NCDOT Division 4 – Tar River Spinymussel and Yellow Lance 
NCDOT will coordinate with USFWS to obtain concurrence on the biological conclusions for Tar River 
Spinymussel and Yellow Lance. 
 
NCDOT Division 4 – Erosion and Sediment Control 
Due to the proximity of the project to Swift Creek, NCDOT will follow Design Standards in Sensitive 
Watersheds guidelines for implementing erosion and sediment control BMPs for this project. 
 
NCDOT Division 4 – Interchange Access Request 
An Interchange Access Request must be approved by FHWA prior to construction. 
 
NCDOT Division 4 – Emergency Response and School Transportation Coordination 
Nash County Schools and local police and emergency services should be notified of project construction at 
least one month prior to beginning construction. 
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I. Categorical Exclusion Approval 
  

STIP Project No. B-5980 
WBS Element 47617.1.1 
Federal Project No. NHP-1522(005) 

 
 

Prepared By: 
 
 

   
 Date Christina Shumate, AICP 
 AECOM 
 
Prepared For: 
 
 

   
 Date Russell Broadwell, PE 
 NCDOT Division 4 
 
 
Reviewed By: 
 
 

   
 Date Debbie Barbour, PE 
 Kisinger Campo & Associates 
 
 
NCDOT certifies that the proposed action qualifies as a Type III Categorical Exclusion. 

 
 
 

  

 Date Ronnie Keeter, PE, Division Engineer 
  North Carolina Department of Transportation 
 
 
 
 
FHWA Approval:   
 
 

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