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hazard elimination improvements along SR 1221 (Old Beatty Ford Road) is approximately 7.4
miles.

4. Coordination
NCDOT Project Development staff consulted with the Federal Highway Administration

(FHWA), the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), the North Carolina Wildlife Resources
Commission (NCWRC), the North Carolina Department of Environment and Natural Resources
-Division of Water Quality (NCDWQ), the Rowan-Cabarrus Metropolitan Planning Organization
(CRMPO) and the Rowan County Planning Department staff, during the planning, development
and public involvement phases of this project. The USACE staff also verified project stream and
wetland delineation on-site, with the NCDOT staff, prior to the final reporting of these findings.
Per the NCDOT Caultural Resources staff, a survey recommended by the North Carolina Historic
Preservation Office (HPO), was required for this project. Resource agency comments and

correspondence is included in Appendix 1.

S. Summary of Beneficial and Adverse Environmental Impacts

Table S1 contains a summary of the quantifiable impacts, associated with the proposed
hazard elimination improvements of W-5313, along SR 1221 (Old Beatty Ford Road). The
impacts associated with the proposed project are described in detail in Section V of this

document.

6. Actions Required by Other Agencies

Constructing the proposed action will result in impacts to jurisdictional surface waters.
Pursuant to 15A NCAC 2H.1006 and 15A NCAC 2B.0224, the NCDOT will be required to
obtain a State Stormwater Permit, prior to construction.

7. Additional Information

Additional information concerning the assessment can be obtained by contacting the
following persons:

John F. Sullivan III, P. E., Division Administrator
Federal Highway Administration

310 New Bern Avenue, Suite 410

Raleigh, North Carolina, 27601

Telephone: (919) 747-7000

Richard W. Hancock, P.E., Manager

North Carolina Department of Transportation

Project Development and Environmental Analysis Unit

1548 Mail Service Center, Raleigh, North Carolina, 27699-1548
Telephone: (919)-707-6000



Table S1:
W-5313: Summary of Beneficial & Adverse Environmental Impacts

Environmental Impacts Units Proposed Action

Right-of-Way Cost Dollars $3,686,000
Utility Relocation Cost Dollars $2,234,862
Construction Cost Dollars $7,000,000
Total Project Cost Dollars $12,920,862

Project Length Miles

Residential Relocations Total

Business Relocations Total

Non-Profit Relocations Total

Farm Relocations Total

Total Relocations Total
Potential UST Facilities Each
Hazardous Waste Sites Each

Terrestrial Community Impacts Acres
Prime/Statewide Important Farmland Acres 0.08 (10 Farms)

Stream Crossings Each 8

Stream Impacts Linear feet 345.00
Buffer Impacts Acres 0.00
Wetland Impacts Acres 0.00
Open Water Impacts © Acres 0.00

Floodplain Impacts Acres 0.00

Protected Species Each 0
Noise (0 — 6 dBA) Impacted Properties 0

Air Quality - Carbon Monoxide NAAQS Standard* | In Compliance
Concentration

Historic Property Impacts (De Minimus) | Eligible Properties

Archaeological Sites Impacts Eligible Properties

Section 4(f) Resources (Parks,
Recreation Areas, Wildlife Management Each
Areas and Historic Properties

* National Ambient Air Quality Standards - Maximum CO permitted per hour average =
35 parts per million (ppm)
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shoulders, two-foot earthen shoulders and drainage ditches. The typical section for the proposed
action is shown in Figure 5.

C. Proposed Right-of-Way
The proposed right-of-way along this section of SR 1221 (Old Beatty Ford Road) will be

approximately 60 feet in width.

D. Access Control
No control-of-access is planned within the project limits.

E. Intersection Treatment and Type of Control
At-grade, stop-sign controlled intersections will continue to be used throughout the proposed

project. No intersections are proposed to be signalized.

F.  Speed Limit and Design Speed
The speed limit along SR 1221 (Old Beatty Ford Road) is proposed to be posted at 45 miles-
per-hour, due to the rural nature of the existing facility and due to the future traffic volumes predicted

to occur within the project limits.

G. Noise Barriers
No noise barriers are proposed as part of this project.

H. Sidewalks
Special accommodations for sidewalks are not included in the proposed action.

L. Bicycle Accommodations
Special accommodations for bicycles are not included in the proposed action.

J.  Structures
No improvements to Bridge 126, over Dutch Buffalo Creek, are proposed in this project.

“Narrow Bridge” warning signs will be installed on either bridge approach.

K. Greenways
There are no existing or proposed greenways along SR 1221 (Old Beatty Ford Road), within

the project limits.

L. Right-of-Way Cost

The right-of-way cost is based on the preliminary design of the proposed action. Right-of-way
costs includes: land and damage, utilities, and acquisitions. The estimated right-of-way cost for the
proposed action is $3,686,000. Table 3 shows the right-of-way cost, construction cost and total cost

of the proposed project.

M. Construction Cost
The construction cost is based on the preliminary design of the proposed action. The construction
cost estimate includes items such as clearing and grubbing, earthwork, drainage, and paving. The






consists of older, modest, single-family homes. Bostian School is located in the western portion of
the project. Several churches and accompanying cemeteries are located along this section of SR 1221
(Old Beatty Ford Road), including Ebenezer Lutheran, Phaniel Baptist, Vision Baptist and Grace
Lower Stone Church. Historic structures, which are listed in the National Register of Historic Places,
are located in the project area, as well as a rural volunteer, fire station that is located in the eastern
portion of the project.

d. Population Characteristics

According to the 2010 US Census, the population in the Demographic Study Area was
8,706, as shown in Table 4. This number represented a 20.2% (1,463 people) increase in population
from 7,243 people in 2000. This compares to a 6.2% increase in population in Rowan County, during
the same period. The population increases were not consistent across the Demographic Study Area.
Census Tract 514, Block Group 1, closest to China Grove and Kannapolis, experienced an increase of
18.8% or 307 people during this time. Block Group 1 in Census Tract 510.01, south of the Town of
Rockwell, experienced a 28.3% increase in population or 507 people during the same time period.

Table 4: Population Characteristics

Population Trends: 2000-2010 2000 2010 Difference % Change
Census Tract 514, Block Group 1 1,629 1,936 307 18.8%
Census Tract 511.01, Block Group 4 1,830 2,206 376 20.5%
Census Tract 511.01, Block Group 3 1,992 2,265 273 13.7%
Census Tract 510.01, Block Group 1 1,792 2,299 507 28.3%
DSA Aggregate 7,243 8,706 1,463 20.2%
Rowan County 130,340 138,428 8,088 6.2%
North Carolina 8,049,313 9,535,483 1,486,170 18.5%

Source: US Census Bureau, Summary File 2000 & 2010

e. Race and Ethnicity

In the Demographic Study Area, 94.1% of the population identified themselves as
racially White and 2.3% identified themselves as racially Black or African-American, in the 2010
Census. The Demographic Study Area has a higher percentage of a racially White population and a
much lower percentage of a Black or African-American population, than does Rowan County (76.5%
White and 16.2% Black or African-American), as shown in Table 5. According to the 2010 census,
only 3.0% of the population, or 225 people, living in the demographic study area identified
themselves as ethnically Hispanic or Latino. This group percentage is lower than the Rowan County
Hispanic or Latino group percentage, at 7.7%.





















1. Soils

The Rowan County Soil Survey identifies twenty soil types within the project study area. These

soils types are summarized in Table 8.
Table 8 Soils in the Study Area

*Soils which are primarily non-hydric, but which may contain hydric inclusions

Soil Series Mapping Unit Drainage Class Hydric Status

Appling sandy loam ApB Well Drained Non-hydric
Ashlar-Rock outcrop AsB Well Drained Non-hydric
Cecil sandy clay CeB2 Well Drained Non-hydric
Cecil sandy clay CeC2 Well Drained Non-hydric
Chewacla loam Ch Somewhat Poorly Drained Hydric*

Enon fine sandy loam EnB Well Drained Non-hydric
Enon fine sandy loam EnC Well Drained Non-hydric
Helena sandy loam HeB Moderately Well Drained Hydric

Lloyd clay loam LdB2 Well Drained Non-hydric
Mecklenburg loam MeB2 Well Drained Non-hydric
Mecklenburg loam MeC2 Well Drained Non-hydric
Pacolet sandy loam PaC2 Well Drained Non-hydric
Pacolet sandy clay PcB2 Well Drained Non-hydric
Pacolet sandy clay PcC2 Well Drained Non-hydric
Poindexter-Rowan complex PxD Well Drained Non-hydric
Rion-Wedowee complex RnC Well Drained Non-hydric
Rion-Wedowee-Ashlar complex RoB Well Drained Non-hydric
Rion-Wedowee-Ashlar complex RoC Well Drained Non-hydric
Sedgefield fine sandy loam SeB Moderately Well Drained Hydric

Vance sandy loam VaB Well Drained Non-hydric

2. Water Resources
Water resources in the study area are part of the Yadkin River Basin [U.S. Geological Survey

(USGS) Hydrologic Units 03040103 and 03040105]. Eight streams were identified in the study area,
as listed in Table 9. The location of each water resource is shown in Figure 8A-F. Physical
characteristics of these streams are provided in Table 10.

Table 9: Water Resources in the Study Area

Stream Name Map ID | NCDWQ Index Number | Best Usage Classification
Dutch Buffalo Creek SA 13-17-11-(1) WSII-HWQ
UT to Dutch Buffalo Ck. SB 13-17-11-(1) WSII-HWQ
UT to Dutch Buffalo Ck. SC 13-17-11-(1) WSII-HWQ
UT to Dutch Buffalo Ck. SD 13-17-11-(1) WSII-HWQ
UT to Dutch Buffalo Ck. SE 13-17-11-(1) WSII-HWQ
UT to Second Creek SF 12-117-2 C
UT to Second Creek SI 12-117-2 C
UT to Second Creek SJ 12-117-2 C
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c. Coastal Area Management Act Areas of Environmental Concern
The proposed project is not located within one of the twenty coastal counties subject to the

Coastal Area Management Act (CAMA). Therefore, no CAMA permits will be required.

d. Construction Moratoria
No waters within the project study area have been identified by the North Carolina Wildlife

Resources Commission (NCWRC) as trout waters or by the National Marine Fisheries Service
(NMES) as habitat for anadromous fish. Additionally, in a letter dated March 16, 2011, NCWRC did
not recommend any moratoria. Therefore, no moratoria are anticipated for this project.

e. N.C. River Basin Buffer Rules
This project is located in the Yadkin River Basin and is not subject to any NCDWQ regulated,

riparian buffer rules.

f. Rivers and Harbors Act Section 10 Navigable Waters
No surface waters, within the project study area, have been designated as Navigable Waters under

Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act.
g. Wetland and Stream Mitigation

1.) Avoidance and Minimization of Impacts
Dutch Buffalo Creek and UTs have been designated HQW; WS-II. Therefore, NCDOT

Design Standards in Sensitive Watersheds will be implemented during project construction. The
NCDOT has avoided and minimized proposed impacts to project area streams and wetlands to the
greatest extent practicable, in narrowing the proposed project lane widths to 11 feet each, narrowing
the paved shoulder widths to 2 feet and narrowing the earthen shoulder and ditch widths, during the

project design phase.

2.) Compensatory Mitigation of Impacts
The NCDOT will investigate potential on-site stream and wetland mitigation opportunities, if

such measures are necessary. If on-site mitigation is not feasible, mitigation will be provided by the
North Carolina Department of Environment and Natural Resources Ecosystem Enhancement Program

(EEP).

3.) Endangered Species Act Protected Species
As of September 22, 2010, the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) listed one federally

protected species for Rowan County, as shown in Table 14. A brief description of the habitat
requirements follows, along with the Biological Conclusion rendered based on survey results in the
study area. Habitat requirements are based on the current best-available information, as per the

referenced literature.
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The proposed 4-foot wide earthen shoulders will be reduced to 2-foot wide earthen shoulders.
Drainage ditch design-widths will be reduced, as feasible. The purchase of an average 60-foot width
of right-of-way is still planned along this section of SR 1221 (Old Beatty Ford Road), for highway
maintenance and operations. Rumble strips will not be installed along the W-5313 project limits.

The project comments from local citizens focused on the following:

Concern about proposed impacts to the parking lot of a business located along SR 1221
(Old Beatty Ford Road), within the project limits.

Existing homes already very near the existing edge-of-pavement, along SR 1221.

Loss of residential, road frontage across SR 1221 from Grace Lower Stone Church

Few in-favor / most opposed to narrow rumble strips along SR 1221, for the project length
Favoring rumble strip placement along the centerline of SR 1221 (Old Beatty Ford Road)
Reducing the posted speed limit along SR 1221 (Old Beatty Ford Road) to 35 mph
Reducing the posted speed limit along SR 2570 (Roy Cline Road) to 45 mph

Concern about existing fence replacements, along SR 1221 (Old Beatty Farm Road)
Selling homes and property along SR 1221 (Old Beatty Farm Road) in the project limits
Most local citizens favored the proposed W-5313 hazard elimination improvements.

VII. BASIS FOR THE CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION

Based on the studies performed for the proposed project, it is concluded that the project will not
result in significant social, economic or environmental impacts, and that the categorical exclusion
classification, as defined in 40 CFR 1508.4 and 23 CFR 771.117, is appropriate.
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APPENDIX D: NRCS FARMLAND SOILS SCREENING

W-5313 ROWAN COUNTY, OLD BEATTY FORD ROAD

AVERAGE SIZE OF FARMS IN PROJECT AREA 55 ACRES
MEDIAN SIZE IN ROWAN COUNTY 44 ACRES

NRCS FARMLAND CONVERSION FORM AD-1006, PART VI
W-5313 ROWAN COUNTY

10.

11.

12.

AREA IN NON-URBAN USE. POINTS AWARDED = 12 OUT OF 15
APPROXIMATELY 75% OF THE AREA WITHIN THE DIRECT COMMUNITY IMPACT AREA OF THE PROJECT iS NON-URBAN.

PERIMETER IN NON-URBAN USE. POINTS AWARDED = 7 OUT OF 10
APPROXIMATELY 70% OF THE AREA WITHIN A 1000 FOOT RADIUS OF THE PROJECT IS NON-URBAN.

PERCENT OF SITE BEING FARMED. POINTS AWARDED = 5 OUT OF 20
25% OF THE AREA IS BEING FARMED.

PROTECTION PROVIDED BY STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENT. POINTS AWARDED = 0 OUT OF 20
NO LAND WITHIN THE DCIA IS PARTICIPATING IN THE VOLUNTARY AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT PROGRAM.

DISTANCE FROM URBAN BUILT-UP AREA. POINTS AWARDED = 5 OUT OF 15
THE PROJECT IS NOT FAR FROM THE URBAN BUILT UP AREA SURROUNDING KANNAPOLIS AND CHINA GROVE, NC.,

DISTANCE TO URBAN SUPPORT SERVICES. POINTS AWARDED = 10 OUT OF 15
WATER AND SEWER SERVICES EXIST WITHIN 1 MILE OF THE SITE.

SIZE OF PRESENT FARM UNIT COMPARED TO AVERAGE. POINTS AWARDED = 0 OUT OF 10

THE AVERAGE FARM SIZE IN THE DCIA IS GREATER THAN THE SIZE OF THE AVERAGE FARM IN ROWAN COUNTY (118 ACRES Vv5.44 ACRES).

CREATION OF NON-FARMABLE FARMLAND. POINTS AWARDED =0 OUT OF 10
NO CREATION OF NON-FARMABLE FARMLAND IS ANTICIPATED.

AVAILABILITY OF FARM SUPPORT SERVICES. POINTS AWARDED = 5 OUT OF 5
ALL FARMLAND SUPPORT SERVICES ARE AVAILABLE.

ON-FARM INVESTMENTS. POINTS AWARDED = 15 OUT OF 20
SOME ON-FARM INVESTMENT WAS OBSERVED DURING THE FIELD VISIT, INCLUDING BARNS AND IRRIGATION SYSTEMS.

EFFECTS OF CONVERSION ON FARM SUPPORT SERVICES. POINTS AWARDED = 0 OUT OF 10
NO REDUCTION IN DEMAND FOR SUPPORT SERVICES IS ANTICIPATED.

COMPATIBILITY WITH EXISTING AGRICULTURAL USE. POINTS AWARDED =5 OUT OF 10
THE PROJECT WILL HAVE AN IMPACT ON EXISTING AGRICULTURAL USES DUE TO ADDITIONAL RIGHT-OF-WAY REQUIRED.

CONCLUSION: TOTAL POINTS = 64 oUT OF 160
SCREENING OF FARMLAND IN THE PROJECT AREA CALCULATES THE NUMBER OF POINTS TO BE 64 OUT OF 160 PER PART VI OF THE NRCS AD-

1006 FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING FORM.

Figure 6B













































COMMENT SHEET
OLD BEATTY FORD ROAD HAZARD ELIMINATION PROJECT
ROWAN COUNTY
TIP NO. W-5313
April 12, 2011

NAME

(Please Print)

ADDRESS

(Please Print)

COMMENTS

Please send comments to:

Mr. Eric Midkiff, P.E., Project Development Unit Head
ATTN: Karen Reynolds, Project Development Engineer
Project Development and Environmental Analysis Branch
North Carolina Department of Transportation

1548 Mail Service Center

Raleigh, North Carolina, 27699-1548









. NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

e

Old Beatty Ford Road (SR 1221)

Safety and Traffic Operations Improvements
from Lentz Road (SR 1337) to

Lower Stone Church Road (SR 2335)

TIP PROJECT NO.: W-5313

WBS Number: 46136.1.1

Rowan County

Design Public Meeting

Informal Open House: 4:00 p.m. —7:00 p.m.

May 09, 2013

Grace Lower Stone Church
2405 Lower Stone Church Road
Rockwell, NC, 28138






WHAT HAPPENS NEXT

Comments received from the design public meeting concerning the design of the Old
Beatty Ford Safety and Traffic Operations Improvements project will be reviewed and
recorded in the project environmental document, or Categorical Exclusion (CE). The
project CE will be circulated for public and agency review.

PURPOSE AND NEED OF PROJECT

The purpose of the proposed project is to improve safety and traffic operations along
Old Beatty Ford Road within the project limits, by widening the existing lanes to a
standard 11-foot width, constructing two-foot paved shoulders with rumble strips and by
purchasing the right-of-way necessary for the construction of these project
improvements. The proposed hazard elimination improvements are needed to reduce
the numerous rear-end, angle and side-swipe collisions occurring along this section of
Old Beatty Ford Road, within the project limits.

The NCDOT will coordinate this project with the W-5146 project improvements to the
intersection of Organ Church Road and Old Beatty Ford Road.

The proposed improvements are consistent with the Long Range Transportation Plans
of the local municipalities within project the study area. Local governments within the
Cabarrus-Rowan Urban Metropolitan Planning Organization (CRUMPO), as well as the
NCDOT, have included this project in their adopted transportation improvement plans.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The North Carolina Department of Transportation proposes to improve Old Beatty Ford
Road (SR 1221) from Lentz Road (SR 1337) to Lower Stone Church Road (SR 2335),
in Rowan County. This project is about 7.4 miles in length.

The attached Project Vicinity Map (Figure 1) shows the location of the proposed project
improvements. During construction, traffic along Old Beatty Ford Road will be
maintained with temporary lane closures and flaggers. The NCDOT apologizes for any
inconvenience caused due to the construction of this project, and will strive to minimize
the duration construction.






Table1. Summary of the W-5313 Hazard Elimination Improvements Impacts’

Feature Impact
Length (miles) 7.4
Delineated Wetland Impacts (acres) 0.00
Delineated Stream Impacts (linear feet) 310.00
Displacements Residential 0
Business 0
Surveyed Federal / State Threatened and Endangered Species Yes
Habitat Present (No Effects)
100 Year Floodplain and Floodway Impacts (acres) 0.00
Water Supply Watershed Critical Area (acres) 0.00
. . . 3-5
Historic Properties (Low Effects)
Noise Impacted Receptors 0
Recorded Archaeological Sites 0
Recreational Areas / Parks 0
Cemeteries (acres) 0.00
. . . 5
Potential Underground Storage Sites (UST) Sites (Low Impacts)
Total Estimated Project Cost $11,000,000

1l_mpact totals are preliminary and are subject to change during final design.

ADDITIONAL PROJECT INFORMATION

Typical Section:

Right of Way:

Access Control:

Project Schedule:

See Figure 2
Variable width; approximately 60-70 feet.
None; the same as currently exists.

The tentative schedule is shown below. Various factors can affect
a project schedule, so all such schedules are subject to change.

Right of Way Acquisition. May 2014

Construction: September 2015
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SR 1221 (Old Beatty Ford Road) — Rowan County
Hazard Elimination Improvements Project

Figure 2
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COMMENT SHEET

SR 1221 (Old Beatty Ford Road) Hazard Elimination Improvements Project
Design Public Meeting

TIP Project No. W-5313 Rowan County
NAME:

ADDRESS:

EMAIL ADDRESS:

COMMENTS AND/OR QUESTIONS:

Comments may be mailed by June 05, 2013, to:

Mrs. Karen Reynolds

NCDOT - Project Development &Environmental Analysis Unit
1548 Mail Service Center

Raleigh, NC 27699-1548

Phone: 919.707.608 FAX: 919.250.4224

Email: kreynolds@ncdot.gov
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APPENDIX 1

Agency Commen ts












Explanation of Effects Determination:
Temporary construction easements may require removal of trees and landscape plantings.

During construction there will be unencumbered access for students and staff.

No 0w rubvimd , 20 (%T’CE aundici poted

List of Environmental Commitments:
Tree avoidance measures and/or replanting plan for affected landscaping.

Property Name: | Stirewalt-Faggart Farm Status: DE
Survey Site No.: | RW 1410 PIN: 137029
Effects
[] No Effect X No Adverse Effect [] Adverse Effect

Explanation of Effects Determination:

Temporary construction easements will only affect a sliver of farm field. Not enough to affect
the resources that make the property eligible for the National Register.

No Rowvacbuww(( 20" % TCE Mﬁcipamdl

List of Environmental Commitments:

none
Property Name: | John Stigerwalt House Status: NR & DE (reduced boundary)
Survey Site No.: | RW 0500 PIN: 137005
Effects

X No Effect [ ] No Adverse Effect [] Adverse Effect

Explanation of Effects Determination:
No construction activities will take place within or adjacent to the reduced boundary of the

property.

Historie Architecture and Landscapes EFFECTS ASSESSMENT form for Minor Transportation Irojecis as Qualified in the 2007 Programmatic Agreement,

Page 2 of 4






SUPPORT DOCUMENTATION

[Map(s)  [Previous Swvey Info. [ JPhotes  [JCorrespondence BdDesign Plans

FINDING BY NCDOT AND STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE
Historic Architecture and Landscapes - ASSESSMENT OF EFFECTS

2 3. 2014

Datc

NCDOT Arclfitectural Historian

@wu'%udi&ﬂiaﬁml 3-7-14

State Hisloric Preservation Office Representative Date
\ _
o 2= - /¢
iMoo 3= jo-17
Date

Federal Highway Administration Representative

KFHWA Intends to use the SHPO's concurrence as & basis for a “de minimis” finding for the
following properties, pursuant to Section 4(f):

Orlin Cruse. Hovse

Historic Architecture s Landscapes EFEECTS ASSESSMENT Jorm for Mior Transpartation Frojects as Qualified w ihe 2007 Prograwmutic Agreenent.

Page 4 of 4






" Otlin Cruse House (RW1356, surveyed in 1977): This property abuts the northern limit of the existing Old
Beatty Ford Road right-of-way.

® Uriah Miller House (RW1381, surveyed in 1977): This property abuts the southern limit of the existing
Old Beatty Ford Road right-of-way.

® Klutz Family House (RW1382, surveyed in 1977): This property is located approximately 0.3 miles south
of Old Beatty Ford Road, but is accessed via Carter Loop Road (SR 2565).

° Ketner-Funderburke House (RW1402, surveyed in 1977): This property is located approximately 0.2 miles
northwest of the intersection of Old Beatty Ford Road and Lentz Road (SR 1337).

® Stirewalt-Faggart House (RW1410, surveyed in 1977): This propetty abuts the southern limit of the
existing Old Beatty Ford Road right-of-way, but the house is accessed via Old Concord Road (SR 1002).

" Jacob Barger House and Farm (RW1416, sutveyed in 1977): The cxact location and condition of this site,
including the house, barn, granary, well house, and other features of the farm complex are unknown. As of
1977, the farm complex was located on the Ketner property which abuts the northern limit of the existing
Old Beatty Ford Road tright-of-way. The location of this site on the attached map is only approximate.

* Rendlemen Mill Site (RW0734, surveyed in 1977): ‘The exact location and condition of this site is
unknown. The creek on which the mill is/was located on is approximately 0.5 miles notth of Old Beatty
Ford Road. The location of this site on the attached map is only approximate.

Please see the enclosed map for more information on the location of the above historic sites.

As the Rowan County Survey is more than thirty years old, we recommend that a Department of
Transportation architectural historian identify and evaluate any structures over fifty years of age within the
project area, and report the findings to us.

There are no known archaeological sites within the proposed project atea. Based on our knowledge of the
area, it is unlikely that any archaeological resources that may be eligible for inclusion in the National Register of
Historic Places will be affected by the project. We, therefore, tecommend that no archaeological investigation
be conducted in connection with this project.

The above comments are made pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and the
Advisory Council on Histotic 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,
contact Renee Gledhill-Eatley, Envitonmental Review Cootdinator, at 919-807-6579. In all future
communication concerning this project, please cite the above referenced tracking number. (ER 1O~ 2 I,Zfl)

cc: Mary Pope Furr, NCDOT
Matt Wilkerson, NCDOT
Andy Goodall, Rowan County Historic Landmarks Commission
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19. While the use of National Wetland Inventory (NWT) maps, NC Coastal Region Evaluation of Wetland
Significance (NC-CREWS) maps and soil survey maps are useful tools, their inherent inaccuracies
require that qualified personnel perform onsite wetland delineations prior to permit approval.

20. Heavy equipment shall be operated from the bank rather than in stream channels in order to minimize
sedimentation and reduce the likelihood of introducing other pollutants into streams. This equipment
shall be inspected daily and maintained to prevent contamination of surface waters from leaking fuels,
lubricants, hydraulic fluids, or other toxic materials.

21. In most cases, NCDWQ prefers the replacement of the existing structure at the same location with
road closure. If road closure is not feasible, a temporary detour should be designed and located to
avoid wetland impacts, minimize the need for clearing and to avoid destabilizing stream banks. If the
structure will be on a new alignment, the old structure shall be removed and the approach fills
removed from the 100-year floodplain. Approach fills should be removed and restored to the natural
ground elevation. The area shall be stabilized with grass and planted with native tree species. Tall
fescue shall not be used in riparian areas.

22. Riprap shall not be placed in the active thalweg channel or placed in the streambed in a manner that
precludes aquatic life passage. Bioengineering boulders or structures should be properly designed,
sized and installed.

Thank you for requesting our input at this time. NCDOT is reminded that issuance of a 401 Water

Quality Certification requires that appropriate measures be instituted to ensure that water quality

standards are met and designated uses are not degraded or lost. If you have any questions or require
additional information, please contact Amy Euliss at (336) 771-4959.

cc: John Thomas, US Army Corps of Engineers, Raleigh Field Office
Federal Highway Administration
Chris Militscher, Environmental Protection Agency (electronic copy only)
Marla Chambers, NC Wildlife Resources Commission (electronic copy only)
Wetlands/401 Transportation Permitting Unit
File Copy



From: Muire, Ed D. [mailto:Ed.Muire@rowancountync.qov]
Sent: Monday, February 21, 2011 3:38 PM

To: Reynolds, Karen S

Subject: W-5313 Scoping Meeting

Karen-

Thanks for the opportunity to participate in the call-in last week, but unfortunately the connection was
terrible. As|mentioned, | am very interested in reviewing the comments / minutes from the meeting
when available; please email them to me.

One thing | wanted to bring to your attention was the Cabarrus-Rowan MPO’s street appendix and
typical cross sections. | noticed in your report under item E regarding the proposed typical cross section,
the improvement would be 12’ lane widths and 4’ paved shoulders. This is in keeping w/ our
recommendation for Old Beatty Ford Rd using the “K” cross section available at this link:
http://www.crmpo.org/Forms/NCDOT X Sections - Appendix_C.pdf and page 7 & 8 of the street
appendix R/W at this link: http://www.crmpo.org/Forms/CRMPOstreetappendixADOPTEDFINAL.pdf

I would encourage R/W acquisition of 70’ since it coincides w/ our street appendix and it is
the right-of-way observed when measuring setbacks for subdivision and zoning purposes.

Should you have any questions / comments about this material please contact me directly
at 704-216-8599. Thanks.

Ed Muire, AICP, CFM
Planning Director

Rowan County Planning & Development
402 N. Main Street - Suite 204 - Salisbury, NC 28144
Phone: 704.216.8588 Fax: 704.638.3130






Old Beatty Ford Road, SR 1221
Rowan County -2- March 16,2011

1. Description of fishery and wildlife resources within the project area, including a listing of
federally or state designated threatened, endangered, or special concern species. Potential
borrow areas to be used for project construction should be included in the inventories. A
listing of designated plant species can be developed through consultation with the
following programs:

The Natural Heritage Program
http://www.ncnhp.org

1601 Mail Service Center
Raleigh, N. C. 27699-1601

and,
NCDA Plant Conservation Program
P. O. Box 27647 '
Raleigh, N. C. 27611
(919) 733-3610
2. Description of any streams or wetlands affected by the project. If applicable, include the

linear feet of stream that will be channelized or relocated.

3. Cover type maps showing wetland acreage impacted by the project. Wetland acreage
should include all project-related areas that may undergo hydrologic change as a result of
ditching, other drainage, or filling for project construction. Wetland identification may
be accomplished through coordination with the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers
(USACE). Ifthe USACE is not consulted, the person delineating wetlands should be
identified and criteria listed.

4, Cover type maps showing acreage of upland wildlife habitat impacted by the proposed
project. Potential borrow sites and waste areas should be included.

5. Show the extent to which the project will result in loss, degradation, or fragmentation of
wildlife habitat (wetlands or uplands).

6. Include the mitigation plan for avoiding, minimizing or compensating for direct and
indirect degradation in habitat quality as well as quantitative losses.

7. Address the overall environmental effects of the project construction and quantify the
contribution of this individual project to environmental degradation.

8. Provide a discussion of the probable impacts on natural resources, which will result from
secondary development, facilitated by the improved road access.

9. If construction of this facility is to be coordinated with other state, municipal, or private
development projects, a description of these projects should be included in the
environmental document, and all project sponsors should be identified.



Old Beatty Ford Road, SR 1221
Rowan County -3- March 16, 2011

Thank you for the opportunity to provide input in the early planning stages of this project. If you
have any questions regarding these comments, please contact me at (704) 485-8291.

cc: Amy Euliss, NCDWQ
Karen Reynolds, NCDOT



APPENDIX 2

Scientific Names of Species Identified in Project Area
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