STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA
DEPARTMENTOF TRANSPORTATION

BEVERLY EAVES PERDUE EUGENEA. CONTI, JR.
GOVERNOR SECRETARY
May 7, 2010
Revised May 28, 2010
Mr. Brad Shaver
U. S. Army Corps of Engineers
Regulatory Field Office
69 Darlington Ave.
Wilmington, NC 28403

Subject: Application for a Section 404 Individual Permit and Section 401 Water Quality
Certification, for the proposed US 17 Improvements from the JackserBylpass to
Drummer Kellum Road Jacksonville, Onslow County, TH2Q07, Debit $570 from
WBS 35008.1.1

Dear Sir:

The North Carolina Department of Transportation (NOD@roposes to improve the existing US 17
from the Jacksonville Bypass to Drummer Kellum Roa@mslow County. This application package
consists of the cover letter, ENG Form 4345, half pia@ sheets, permit drawings, mailing labels,
and the Hydraulic Design Concurrence meeting (4B, 4i@)tes for Sections A and B of

U-4007.

Pur pose and Need

The purpose and need of the project is to increaséysafmvide route continuity and reduce
congestion.

Summary of | mpacts

Construction of the proposed project will necessitatpacts to Jurisdictional Waters of the U.S.
There will be a total of 8.25 acres of permanent wetlemmhcts. Proposed construction will also
permanently impact 3,039 feet of jurisdictional streams.

Summary of Mitigation

The proposed construction of U-4007 will impact 4.01 acrespafian, 4.24 acres of non-riparian
wetlands and 3,039 linear feet of stream that will regogompensatory mitigation.  NCDOT will
utilize the NC Ecosystem Enhancement Program (E&Pjdmpensatory mitigation requirements for
the unavoidable impacts to 4.24 acres of wetlands and 3é@89of jurisdictional stream. The
remaining impacts of 4.01 acres of riparian impacts belimitigated through a transfer of mitigation
credits from NCDOT assets at the Croatan Mitigagde in order to satisfy the federal Clean Water

Act.
MAILING ADDRESS: TELEPHONE: 919-431-2000 LOCATION:
NC DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION FAX: 919-431-2002 4701 ATLANTIC AVENUE
PROJECT DEVELOPMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS SuITe 116

1598 MAIL SERVICE CENTER WEBSITE: WWW.NCDOT.ORG RALEIGH NC 27604
RALEIGH NC 27699-1598



Project Schedule

U-4007 has been divided into four sections, A (WhiteebtExtension), B (Western Parkway), C (US
17 Expressway), and D (Piney Green Road Intercharig®.limits and let dates (if applicable) are in
Table 1 for these sections. Due to funding, sectiavillBbe constructed first with A to follow a year
later.  Construction for Section C (US 17 Expressviag) been delayed beyond Fiscal Year 2020
due to lack of funding. Likewise, construction for @t D (Piney Green Road Interchange) is also
delayed beyond Fiscal Year 2020. The NCDOT will applyafay relevant permit modifications for
U-4007 when final design is complete for sections C/and. Construction will not commence on
either section until permit modifications have beetereed based on final design. The let dates,
however, may advance as additional funds becomeaalail Both the A and B sections have final
design and final impacts.

Tablel1. Project Sections and Scheduling
Section Project Limits Review Date | Scheduled

Let Date

U-4007A Begins on the east side of Bell Fork Rd. aB(30/2011 10/18/2011
ends at Huff Dr.
U-4007B Begins from the Jacksonville Bypass north 831/2010 10/19/2010
US 17 and ends at the intersection with
Western Blvd. Extension at Gateway Nofth
Drive.
U-4007C Begins at the Jacksonville Bypass and gPost year Post year
northeast of Drummer Kellum Road, at the
bridge over Wolf Swamp.
U-4007D | Begins with Piney Green Rd. terminus with UPost year Post year
17 and terminates at Drummer Kellum Rd.
Includes extension of Commerce Drive from
terminus to Piney Green Rd.

NEPA Document Status

An Environmental Assessment (EA) and a Finding of Significant Impact (FONSI) for U-4007
were approved by the Federal Highway AdministratiodWRA) on October 30, 2006 and February
12, 2008 respectively and circulated to the appropriate @&genci

I ndependent Utility

The subject project complies with 23 CFR Part 771.111(f), wisththe FHWA characteristics of
independent utility of a project:

1) The project connects logical termini and is of sigfit length to address environmental
matters on a broad scope;

2) The project is usable and a reasonable expenditure, femenadditional transportation
improvements are made in the area;

3) The project does not restrict consideration of a#teves for other reasonably foreseeable
transportation improvements.



Resour ce Status

Wetlands and surface waters within the U-4007 PrefeAiernative corridor were originally
delineated in 2002 and re-evaluated in July 2005 and August 20@ythsifield delineation method
outlined in the 1987 Corps of Engineers Wetland Delioeddlanual. The North Carolina Division
of Water Quality's (DWQ) Identification Methods fahe Origins of Intermittent and Perennial
Streams was used to make stream determinationsstrahms are in the White Oak River Basin,
Hydrologic Unit 03030001. Jurisdictional features were wgtiby Dave Timpy and Jennifer Frye of
the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) on May 9, 2006Auglst 8, 2007, respectively.

Impacts to Jurisdictional Resources

Impacts to jurisdictional streams for U-4007A are sumredrizelow in Table 2 and U-4007B in

Table 3.

Table 2. Jurisdictional Streams (U-4007A)

Stream
Stream Name Permit Sitel  Classification Permanent (ft.) | Temporary (ft.)
Scales Creek (SA 30) 2 Perennial 228 80
;J;’) Scales Creek (SA 6 Perennial 420 0
(L)J;) Scales Creek (Sf 10 Intermittent 0 35
Total: 1,740 115

Table 3. Jurisdictional Streams (U-4007B)

Stream
Stream Name Permit Sitel  Classification Permanent (ft.) | Temporary (ft.)

Sandy Run Branch* 1 Perennial 290 0
Deep Gully (SA 17) 4 Perennial 301 0
llJ;) Mill Creek (SA 6 Perennial 260 0

Mill Creek (SA 01) 7 Perennial 326 0

llg) Deep Gully (SA 9 Intermittent 122 0

Total: 1,299 0

*The inlet extension is proposed to be on a 0.0% grade dhblevat bed level.

Impacts to jurisdictional wetlands for U-4007A are sumpaatibelow in Table 4 and U-4007B in

Table 5.




Table 4. Wetland I mpacts (U-4007A)

Wetland Riparian/
Name Per mit Site Permanent (ac.) | Temporary (ac.) | Non-Riparian
WTL-V 1 <0.01 0 Riparian
WTL-T 2 0.52 0 Riparian
WA 42 3 2.72 0 Non-Riparian
WA 15 4 0.10 0 Non-Riparian
WA 30 5 0.39 0 Riparian
WA 40 6 0.16 0 Riparian
WA 14 7 1.52 0 Riparian
WA 12 8 0.12 0 Non-Riparian
WA 12 9 0.01 0 Non-Riparian
Total: 5.55 0 2.59/2.95
Table 5. Wetland I mpacts (U-4007B)
Riparian/
\lilva?tr::nd Permit Site Permanent (ac.) | Temporary (ac.) Non-Riparian
WA 09 2 0.35 0 Non-Riparian
WA 17 3 0.78 0 Non-Riparian
WA 19 4 0.65 0 Riparian
WA 19 5* <0.01 0 Riparian
WA 22 6 0.29 0 Riparian
WA 03 7 0.37 0 Riparian
WA 16 8 0.16 0 Non-Riparian
WA 20 9 0.11 0 Riparian
Total: 2.70%* 0 1.42/1.29

*  Site 5 impacts are less than 0.005 acre.
** Individual site impacts numbers are rounded to the ne@r84t The total impact number is taken from
the individual site impacts before rounding. Thersfdue to rounding, total impacts are 2.70.

Impacts to Waters of the U.S

Permanent Impact$roposed permanent impacts include which 4.02 acrepdoam wetlands and
4.24 acres to non-riparian wetlands resulting from #kcavation, and mechanized clearing.
Proposed permanent impacts for streams is 3,039 feetingsiuim culvert installation, extension
and roadway fill.

Utility Impacts There will be no impacts to jurisdictional resourdes to utilities for U-4007.



Protected Species

The USFWS list fourteen federally protected specieiaslow County as of the January 31, 2008
listing (Table 6).

Table 6. Federally protected species of Onslow County.

Scientific Name Common Name Habitat | Status | Biological
Present Conclusion
Puma concolor couguar Eastern cougar No E No Effect
Trichechus manatus West Indian manatee No E No Effect
Lindera melissifolia Pond berry Yes E No Effect
Charadrius mel odus Piping plover No T No Effect
Picoides borealis Red-cockaded woodpecker No E No Effect
Alligator mississippiensis American alligator No T(S/A)| N/A
Caratta carretta Loggerhead sea turtle No T No Effect
Chelonia mydas Green sea turtle No T No Effect
Dermochelys coriacea Leatherback sea turtle No E No Effect
Carex lutea Golden sedge No E No Effect
Acipenser brevirostrum Shortnose sturgeon No E No Effect
Thalictrum cooleyi Cooley’'s meadowrue Yes E No Effect
Amaranthus pumilus Seabeach amaranth No T No Effect
Lysimachia asperulaefolia Rough leaved loosestrife Yes E No Effect
Note: E — endangered T — threatened /AT (Breatened due to similarity of appearance

Plant re-surveys will be conducted prior to let for $pecies that have habitat in the study area.
Cultural Resources
Archaeology and Historic Architecture

There are no known historic resources in the prgeatea of potential affect. The State Historic
Preservation Office (HPO) and NCDOT concurred thatgroject will have no effect on any known
historic architectural or archaeological resourced da not recommend further architectural or
archaeological surveys.

FEMA Compliance

The project has been coordinated with appropriate atatdocal officials and the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) to assure compliance withtMEAE state, and local floodway
regulations.

Mitigation Options

The NCDOT is committed to incorporating all reasoaabid practicable design features to avoid and
minimize jurisdictional impacts, and to provide full ngoensatory mitigation of all remaining,
unavoidable jurisdictional impacts. Avoidance measura® taken during the planning and NEPA
compliance stages; minimization measures were incargoias part of the project design.



Avoidance and Minimization

All jurisdictional features were delineated, fieldified and surveyed within the corridor for U-4007.
Using these surveyed features, preliminary designe a@justed to avoid and/or minimize impacts to
jurisdictional areas. NCDOT employs many strategiesvoid and minimize impacts to jurisdictional
areas in all of its designs. Many of these stiasegave been incorporated into BMP documents that
have been reviewed and approved by the resource agandeshich will be followed throughout
construction. All wetland areas not affected by pineject will be protected from unnecessary
encroachment. Individual avoidance and minimizaitems are as follows:

» The project was designed to avoid or minimize distacbdo aquatic life movements.

» Crossings of jurisdictional areas were angled teras perpendicular as possible to minimize
impacts.

* The use of 3:1 fill slopes in jurisdictional areas.

* The Western Parkway alignment will be shifted toiévbe relocation of the stormwater pond.
The revised alignment will require the relocation agproximately 0.5 acre of an existing
stormwater pond. The pond would be expanded at thengxisite to compensate for the area
taken. This revised alignment increases streamadtsfyy approximately 130 feet.

* Access along Western Parkway would be fully controligti designated access points along the
roadway.

» Design Standards in Sensitive Watersheds for paertainthe project area that drain to Scales
Creek.

* Use of pre-formed scour holes.

Compensation

The NCDOT has avoided and minimized impacts to jigtgshal resources to the greatest extent
possible as described above. The unavoidable impactsigdigtional wetlands will be offset by
compensatory mitigation provided by the NC EcosystaimBcement Program (EEP). A copy of the
EEP acceptance letter will be forwarded upon receipt.

Indirect and Cumulative Effects

Per the U-4007, Indirect and Cumulative Effects Assedsbatiate, a re-examination of the data and
conclusions from the 2006 document, as well as the updataelysis, both support the final
determination that U-4007 has a low potential for indyahange in land use that would notably
contribute to cumulative effects. No additional IC&dstis recommended.



Regulatory Approvals

Section 404: Application is hereby made for a USACE Individual 404 Permit as required for the
above-described activities.

Section 401: Application is hereby made for a Section 401 Water Quality Certification from the
N.C. Division of Water Quality.

A copy of this permit application will be posted on the DOT website at:
http://www .ncdot.org/doh/preconstruct/pe/neu/permit.html.

CAMA: A Consistency Certification will be submitted to the NC Division of Coastal Management
under a separate cover.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact John Merritt at
jsmerritt@ncdot.gov or (919) 431-6749.

Sincerely,

e

(YG/ Gregory J. Thorpe, Ph.D., Manager
Environmental Management Director, PDEA Branch

Cce:

w/attachment

Mr. Brian Wrenn, NCDWQ (5 copies)
Ms. Jennifer Derby, USEPA

w/o attachment (see website for attachments)

Dr. David Chang, P.E., Hydraulics

Mr. Jay Bennett, P.E., Roadway Design

Mr. Majed Alghandour, P. E., Programming and TIP
Mr. Art McMillan, P.E., Highway Design

Mr. Scott McLendon, USACE, Wilmington

Mr. Steve Sollod, NCDCM

Mr. Travis Wilson, NCWRC

Mr. Gary Jordan, USFWS

Mr. Ron Sechlze, NMFS

Ms. Anne Deaton, NCDMF

Mr. Brian Yamamoto, P.E., Planning Engineer
Mr. Mark Staley, Roadside Environmental

Mr. Greg Perfetti, P.E., Structure Design

Mr. Victor Barbour, P.E., Project Services Unit
Mr. H. Allen Pope, P.E., Division 3

Mr. Mason Herndon, Division 3

Ms. Beth Harmon, EEP

Mr. Phillip Ayscue, NCDOT External Audit Branch
Mr. Drew Joyner, P.E., Human Environment Unit
Mr. Clarence W. Coleman, P.E., FHWA



APPLICATION FOR DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY PERMIT ‘ OMB APPROVAL NO. 0710-003
(33 CFR 325) Expires December 31, 2004

Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 10 hours per response, although the majority of applications should
require 5 hours or less. This includes the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed,
and completing and reviewing the collection of information. Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of
information, including suggestions for reducing this burden, to Department of Defense, Washington Headquarters Service Directorate of Information
Operations and Reports, 1215 Jefferson Davis Highway, Suite 1204, Arlington, VA 22202-4302; and to the Office of Management and Budget,
Paperwork Reduction Project (0710-0003), Washington, DC 20503. Respondents should be aware that notwithstanding any other provision of law, no
person shall be subject to any penalty for failing to comply with a collection of information if it does not display a currently valid OMB control number.

Please DO NOT RETURN your form to either of those addresses. Completed applications must be submitted to the District Engineer having jurisdiction
over the location of the proposed activity.

PRIVACY ACT STATEMENT

Authority: Rivers and Harbors Act, Section 10, 33 USC 403: Clean Water Act, Section 404, 33 USC 1344; Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries
Act, 33 USC 1413, Section 103. Principal Purpose: Information provided on this form will be used in evaluating the application for a permit. Routine
Uses: This information may be shared with the Department of Justice and other federal, state, and local government agencies. Submission of
requested information is voluntary, however, if information is not provided the permit application cannot be evaluated nor can a permit be issued.

One set of original drawings or good reproducible copies which show the location and character of the proposed activity must be attached to this
application (see sample drawings and instructions) and be submitted to the District Engineer having jurisdiction over the location of the proposed
activity. An application that is not completed in full will be returned.

| (ITEMS 1 THRU 4 TO BE RILLED BY THE CORPS) |
1. APPLICATION NO. 2. FIELD OFFICE CODE 3. DATE RECEIVED 4, DATE APPLICATION COMPLETED

(ITEMS BELOW TO BE FILLED BY APPLICANT)

5. APPLICANT'S NAME 8. AUTHORIZED AGENT'S NAME AND TITLE (an agent is not required)
North Carolina Department of Transportation

Project Development & Environmental Analysis

6. APPLICANT'S ADDRESS 9. AGENT'S ADDRESS
4701 Atlantic Avenue
Suite 116
Raleigh, NC 27604
7. APPLICANT'S PHONE NOs. W/AREA CODE 10. AGENT'S PHONE NOs. W/AREA CODE
a. Residence a. Residence
b. Business 919-431-6749 b. Business
11, STATEMENT OF AUTHORIZATION
| hereby authorize, to act in my behalf as my agent in the processing of this application and to furnish, upon

request, supplemental information in support of this permit application.

APPLICANT'S SIGNATURE DATE

NAME, LOCATION, AND DESCRIPTION OR PROJECT OR ACTIVITY
12. PROJECT NAME OR TITLE (see instructions)
U-4007

13. NAME OF WATERBODY, IF KNOWN (if applicable) 14. PROJECT STREET ADDRESS (if applicable)
Scales Creek, one UT to Scales Creek, Deep Gully Creek, one UT to Deep Gully
Creek, Mill Creek and one UT to Mill Creek, and Sandy Run Branch

15. LOCATION OF PROJECT

Onslow NC
COUNTY STATE
16. OTHER LOCATION DESCRIPTIONS, iF KNOWN (see instructions) Section, Township, Range, Lat/Lon, and/or A 's Parcel Number, for

17. DIRECTIONS TO THE SITE
Please see attached vicinity map and cover letter.

ENG FORM 4345, Jul 97 EDITION OF FEB 94 IS OBSOLETE (Progeewe o e oty 4



18. Nature of Activity (Description of project, include all features)

proposed US 17 Improvements from the Jacksonville Bypass to Drummer Kellum Road.

19. Project Purpose (Describe the reason or purpose of the project, see instructions)

The purpose and need of the project is to increase safety, provide route continuity and reduce congestion.

USE BLOCKS 20-22 IF DREDGED AND/OR FILL MATERIAL IS TO BE DISCHARGED
20. Reason(s) for Discharge
Construction of roadway.

21. Type(s) of Material Being Discharged and the Amount of Each Type in Cubic Yards

Please see attached permit drawings

22. Surface Area in Acres of Wetlands or Other Waters Filled (see instructions)

There will be a total of 4.01 acre of permanent riparian wetland impacts, 4.24 acre of permanent non-riparian impacts and

0.58 acres (3,039 linear feet) of permanent surface water impacts. There will also be 0.02 acre (115 ft) of temporary surface water
impacts.

23. 1s Any Portion of the Work Already Complete? Yes ___ No _X IF YES, DESCRIBE THE COMPLETED WORK

24. Addresses of Adjoining Property Owners, Lessees, Etc., Whose Property Adjoins the Waterbody (if more than can be entered here, please attach a supplemental list).

Please see sheet attached list in the permit drawing package.

25.  List of Other Certifications or Approvais/Denials Received from other Federal, State, or Local Agencies for Work Described in This Application.
AGENCY TYPE APPROVAL IDENTIFICATION NUMBER DATE APPLIED  DATE APPROVED  DATE DENIED

" Would include but is not restricted to zoning, building, and flood plain permits

26. Application is hereby made for a permit or permits to authorize the work described in this application. | certify that the information in this application is
complete and accurate. | further certify that | possess the authority to undertake the work described herein or am acting as the duly authorized agent

gk 50

SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT DATE SIGNATURE OF AGENT DATE

The application must be signed by the person who desires to undertake the proposed activity (applicant) or it may be signed by a duly authorized
agent if the statement in block 11 has been filled out and signed.

18 U.S.C. Section 1001 provides that: Whoever, in any manner within the jurisdiction of any department or agency of the United States knowingly
and willfully falsifies, conceals, or covers up any trick, scheme, or disguises a material fact or makes any false, fictitious or fraudulent statements or
representations or makes or uses any false writing or document knowing same to contain any false, fictitious or fraudulent statements or entry, shall
be fined not more than $10,000 or imprisoned not more than five years or both.

ENG FORM 4345, Jul 97 EDITION OF FEB 94 IS OBSOLETE (Proponent: CECW-OR)



Subject: Minutes from Interagency 4B Hydraulic Design Review Meeting
On August 20, 2008 for U-4007A in Onslow County

Team Members: Participants:
Brad Shaver-USACOE (present) Marshall Clawson, NCDOT Hydraulics
David Wainright-NCDWQ  (present) Dan Duffield, NCDOT Hydraulics
Travis Wilson-NCWRC (absent) Josh Dalton, Sungate Design Group
Steve Sollod-NCDCM (present) Brian Elam, Sungate Design Group
Steven Lane-NCDCM (absent) Mason Herndon, NCDOT Division 3
Gary Jordan-USFWS (present) Timmy Zepeda, NCDOT Division 3
Kathy Matthews-EPA (absent) Brian Yamamoto, NCDOT PDEA
Chris Militscher-EPA (present) Jim Rerko, NCDOT Division 6
Donnie Brew-FHWA (present) Omar Azizi, NCDOT Structures

- Chris Rivenbark-NEU (present) Emily Murray, NCDOT Structures
John Merritt-NEU (present)

General Comments:

Marshall Clawson started the meeting by introducing the project and stating that the purpose of
the meeting was to review the 30% hydraulic designs and show that the commitments made at
the 4A meeting were met. Mr. Clawson then handed the meeting over to Josh Dalton. Mr.

Dalton proceeded through the project sheet by sheet explaining the proposed drainage design and
fielding questions.

Plan Sheets 4:
There are no streams or wetlands on this sheet.

Plan Sheets 5:

Mr. Dalton noted that there is an existing culvert under US 17 Bypass that will be extended on
both ends. Two jurisdictional streams converge just upstream of the existing culvert. The
existing culvert is a double barrel 6° by 8 RCBC. The barrels of the culvert will be extended
separately in the direction of the two channels.

Downstream of the existing culvert, Scales Creek will be conveyed under Loop A and Ramp A
by double barrel 6’ by 8 RCBC’s. The culverts will be separated by approximately 220 feet of
open channel. Photographs of Scales Creek and the UT to Scales were passed around and the
extreme amount of garbage in the streams was noted.

A small portion of the wetland will be left in the gore area between Ramp A and Loop A. This
wetland will be considered a total take.



A wetland will be impacted along Ramp B. Discussion occurred regarding the installation of an
equalizer pipe to provide hydrology to the isolated wetland between Ramp B and Loop B. Chris
Rivenbark will discuss with Lelani Paugh and inform us of the decision. If an equalizer pipe is

installed and the wetland not considered a total take, a commitment will need to be added that
this area is not mowed.

Plan Sheets 6:

Mr. Dalton noted that the road crosses the UT to Scales Creek. A 66-inch RCP buried 1-foot will
be installed at this location. A small wetland will also be impacted at this location. Mr. Dalton
mentioned that preformed scour holes will be used outside of the wetland areas.

Photographs of the stream were passed around and again the garbage and tires in the stream were
noted.

Plan Sheet 7:

Mr. Dalton stated that a wetland exists right of stations 42+50 to 45+00 —L-. This area is

currently shown as cut, but expressway gutter will be installed to remove the cut ditch from the
wetland area.

Plan Sheets 8:

Mr. Dalton stated that a small wetland exists right of stations 55+00 to 58+00 —L-. This area is

currently shown as cut, but the curb and gutter will be extended past the wetland to remove the
cut ditch from the wetland area.

Mr. Dalton stated that there is a jurisdictional stream parallel to and north of Huff Drive. This
stream enters an existing 36-inch RCP and exits the system from an existing 60-inch RCP on the
west side of Western Boulevard. A portion of this system will be revised.

Additional Discussion

A layout of the culvert extension at US 17 was provided to Mr. Zepeda for constructability issues
and input regarding construction phasing.

Meeting Adjourned



Subject: Minutes from Interagency 4C Permit Drawing Review Meeting
On April 15, 2009 for U-4007A in Onslow County

Team Members: Participants:
Marshall Clawson, NCDOT Hydraulics
Brac? Shav‘e r—_U SACOE (present) Josh Dalton, Sungate Design Group
Da@d ngrlght-NCDWQ (present) Mason Herndon, NCDOT Division 3
g:::;ss\z%fgxiggﬁc E;Eef::rtlz) Jackson Provost, NCDOT Division 3
Steven Lane-NCDCM (present) Todd Murray, NCDOT Roadway Design
Kevin Bowen, NCDOT Construction Unit
Gary Jordan-USFWS (absent) Mark Staley, NCDOT REU
Kathy Matthews-EPA (present) ’
Chris Militscher-EPA (absent)
Ron Lucas-FHWA (absent)
Chris Rivenbark-NEU (present)
John Merritt-NEU (present)

General Comments:

Marshall Clawson started the meeting by introducing the project and stating that the purpose of
the meeting was to review the permit drawings. Mr. Clawson then handed the meeting over to

Josh Dalton. Mr. Dalton proceeded through the project sheet by sheet explaining the proposed
sites and impacts to streams and wetlands.

Site 1:
There is a small wetland impact at this site. No comments.
Site 2:

Mr. Dalton noted that there is a stream impact and wetland impact at this site. Ms.Matthews
asked why the wetland between Loop A and Ramp A was hatched as ‘mechanized clearing’. Mr.
Dalton explained that after clearing 10 feet from the top of the proposed new channel and fill
slopes there would only be a sliver of wetland left.

Site 3:

Mr. Dalton noted that there is a large wetland impacted by the proposed Ramp B. There was a
discrepancy in the wetland limits. The plan sheet that contained the enlarged view of the site
showed the wetland closed off adjacent to the proposed right-of-way line. The plan sheet that
shows the entire interchange showed the wetland continuing away from the project limits. Mr.
Rivenbark and Mr. Merritt stated they would verify the correct wetland limits. Mr. Shaver stated
that if the wetland was closed off and did not continue away from the project, the remaining



wetland should be considered as a total take. If the wetland continues, then the impact was fine
as depicted.

Several agency members asked if the wetland inside Ramp B would be protected. Mr. Shaver
requested adding a commitment to the permit application that mowing would not occur inside the
remaining wetland limits. Mr. Provost stated that current mowing guidelines are to mow 10 feet
outside shoulder points and to ditch limits so this should not be an area that would be mowed.

Mr. Herndon stated that blaze orange fencing would be used during construction to delineate the
wetlands.

Site 4:
Mr. Dalton stated that Site 4 consisted of a small wetland impact. No comments.

Site S:

Site 5 consists of a small wetland impact. This impact will now be included with Site 2 impacts.
Site 6:

Site 6 consists of a small temporary stream impact at the outlet of the existing box culverts.
Impacts also include stream impacts to Scales Creek and UT to Scales Creek. Since these

impacts are all part of Scales Creek, they will now be included with Site 2 impacts. No
comments.

Site 7:

Site 7 consists of a large wetland impact. This site will now be referred to as Site 5. No
comments.

Site 8:
Site 8 consists of jurisdictional stream and wetland impacts. This site will now be referred to as

Site 6. Mr. Shaver requested that the small remaining portion of the wetland to the north be
considered a ‘take’.

Site 9:

Site 9 consists of a large wetland impact. This site will now be referred to as Site 7. Mr. Shaver
requested that the small remaining portion of the wetland to the left of station 43+50 —L- be
considered a ‘take’. There also appears to be a stray wetland line bisecting the wetland.

Site 10:

Site 10 consists of a wetland impact right of station 56+50 —L-. There appears to be a stray
wetland line that crosses the proposed roadway. Mr. Rivenbark and Mr. Merritt stated they
would verify the wetland limits in this area. This site will now be referred to as Site 8.



Site 11:

Site 11 consists of a small pocket wetland impact left of station 58+50 —L-. Mr. Dalton stated

that this small wetland has been included as a ‘total take’. This site will now be referred to as
Site 9. No comments.

Site 12:

Site 12 consists of a small temporary jurisdictional stream impact left of station 66+00 —L-. Mr.
Wainright asked for an explanation of the stream path. Mr. Dalton stated that the stream flows
from the east toward the west and enters an existing 36” RCP left of station 65+57 —L-. This pipe
then flows to a blind junction box of which the location was unable to be determined. The flow
eventually reaches the existing 60 RCP and outlets the system right of station 17+18 —Y5-.

This site will now be referred to as Site 10. No comments.

Meeting adjourned.




Subject: Minutes from Interagency 4B Hydraulic Design Review Meetlng
T On October 15, 40"8 for C-4007B in Onslow Couiwy

Team Members: Participants:

Brad Shaver-USACOE (present) Marshall Clawson, NCDOT Hydraulics
David Wainright- NCDWQ - (present) Frank Fleming, Sungate Design Group
Travis Wilson-NCWRC (present) Brian Elam, Sungate Design Group
Steve Sollod-NCDCM (present) Kenny Smith, Stantec

Steven Lane-NCDCM (present) Joe Blair, NCDOT Division 3 )
Garv Jordan-USFWS . ‘(present) o , Mason Herndan, NCDOT Division 3
Kathy Matthéws-EPA ~~~ (present) =~~~ | Brian Yamanoto, NCDOT ¥DEA
Chris Militscher-EPA (absent) Omar Azizi, NCDOT Structures
Donnie Brew-FHWA (present) Emily Murray, NCDOT Structures
Chris Rivenbark-NEU (present) Amy Simes, DENR

John Merritt-NEU (present) Todd Murray, NCDOT Roadway
David Harris-REU (absent)

Bryan Taylor-Roadway (absent)

General Comments:

Marshall Clawson started the meeting by introducing the project and stating that the purpose of
the meeting was to review the 30% hydraulic designs and show that the commitments made at
the 4A meeting were met. After introductions, Mr. Clawson then handed the meeting over to

Frank Fieming. Mr. Fleming proceeded through the project sheet by sheet explaining the
proposed drainage design and fielding questions.

Plan Sheets 4:

There are no streams or wetlands impacted on this sheet. Mr. Fleming noted an existing ditch

will be replaced right of the project in the vicinity of Scales Creek. The proposed ditch will tie to
the existing ditch before impacting Scales Creek.

Plan Sheets 5:

Mr. Fleming noted that there is an existing 2 @ 6’ X 7’ box culvert under US 17 Bypass that will
be extended on both ends. The jurisdictional stream is Sandy Run Branch. The two extensions
will use bends to line the box culvert with the channel. The extensions cannot be buried the
traditional 1.0’ on either end. The inlet extension is proposed to be on a 0.0% grade and will be
at bed level. The outlet will be extended on 0.3% grade, the same as the existing grade, and will
be buried +/-0.7’. The inlet side cannot be buried because of the existing culvert elevation and

existing channel elevation. DWQ requested a note be provided for not burying the extensions in
the permit application.



Mr. Fleming stated thestermwater will be handledrwith pre-formed scour heles and grass swales.

Plan Sheets 6:

Mr. Fleming noted the wetland system that is conveyed from the right of -NBL-Ramp at +/-
48+00 through two crossing on the future construction of Loop-1A- to an extension of an
existing system that runs south parallel to Marine Blvd. Mr. Jordan of USFWS asked will the
system be a total take. NCDOT PDEA and Division requested clarification on why it would be a
total take. Mr. Blair stated inside the loop would not be cleared. EPA and USACOE stated there
may be water quality benefit. Mr. Jordan stated the system would not support habitat. There

. was an agreement that tws smaii areas would be a total take. These areas aic between --L-and
Loop -1A- and the area between the loop and —Y-1A- (Marine Blvd.). Many suggestions from
NCDOT were offered for the area inside the loop, from photo monitoring, additional floodplain

pipes, and/or reduced mitigation ratios. There was no conclusion at this time. It was agreed that
a decision should be made before the field inspection.

Ms. Matthews questioned the timing of the “future loop”. Mr. Smith and Mr. Blair agreed the
embankment would be constructed but not paved.

Mr. Fleming stated the stormwater will be handled with pre-formed scour holes and grass swales.

Plan Sheet 7:

Mr. Fleming stated that the wetland system and jurisdivctional,stream at +/- station.16+00 —T.-
will be conveyed with a 60” RC pipe buried 1.0°. Mr. Fleming stated the stormwater will be
handled with pre-formed scour holes and grass swales.

Mr. Wainwright expressed concern about the wetland boundary that appears incomplete along -
Y4-. Mr. Wainwright made it clear that he cannot “sign off” on —Y4- alignment until he receives
documentation that the alignment minimizes wetland impact as previously agreed upon. Mr.
Fleming stated a request for clarification of the boundary had been sent to Hydraulics. (9/26/08).
NEU stated they had received the request and is looking into the situation.

Mr. Fleming stated that the wetland system at +/-26+00 —L- will be conveyed with a proposed
36” RC pipe. This system is a wetland with no channel. Mr. Fleming also proposes to use
standard rip rap pads at the outlet of this pipe and others that convey flow in a wetland system
with no channel. He expressed concern for using scour holes and/or energy dissipaters in
wetlands. He expressed that the construction of these outlet protections would disturb the system
more than a standard pad to dissipate the energy. Mr. Fleming explained that this is not an
equalizer pipe but it’s a crosspipe with discernable drainage area. Mr. Fleming there are

- equalizer pipes proposed on the project and they will be flat (0.0% grade) and require no outlet
protection. Mr. Fleming explained the size of the stone proposed and the length of the proposed
rip rap pads (std. 876.02 of Roadway Standard Drawings). Mr. Wilson stated that the pads are
not a detriment to wildlife passage since the pipe sizes are relatively small. Mr. Lane expressed



concern over.rip rap staying in place.. Mr. Fleming stated ther= is aproblem with the typeof -
stone available in the area being light. Mr. Blair stated granite is being used in the area and it
was agreed granite would be used for outlet protection.

Plan Sheet 8:

Mr. Fleming stated that the wetland system at +/-32+00 —L- will be conveyed with 2 proposed
lines of 24” RC pipe. Mr. Fleming stated that a double line is being used for a reduction of storm
elevation in a wide floodplain and should help wetland hydrology connectivity. This system also
does not have a defined channel and they are not equalizer pipes.

Mr. Fleming stated the stormwater will be handled with pre-formed scour holes and grass swales.

¥

Plan Sheet 9:

Mr. Fleming stated that the wetland system and jurisdictional stream at +/-40+00 —L- will be
conveyed with a proposed 72” RC pipe buried 1.0°. This crossing is just downstream of the
water quality pond behind Target and Lowes. The pond will be impacted by roadway fill but no
runoff from the proposed —L- alignment will be discharged into these ponds. Mr. Fleming is
proposing to minimize impact to the pond by utilizing rock-plated 1.5:1 fill slopes in the pond.
Mr. Fleming stated a reduction in volume of the pond has not been finalized at this time. Mr.
Wainwright stated NCDOT should notify the Stormwater Section of DWQ of the proposed
construction, reduction in volume, and their process and proposal to mitigate the impact to the
water quality pond. Mr. Fleming asked if that was Sungate’s responsibility. Mr. Clawson stated
that the process will occur during the R/W stage and will be considered apart of the property
settlement. Sungate will supply NCDOT with the volume reduction of the pond(s). This data

will bg used to.compensate the pond ewner in regards to their existing stormwater permit. Itwille.. . -

be the pond’s owner responsibility to satisfy their permit with DWQ. Mr. Wainwright requésted:
this information to be included in the permit application.

Mr. Fleming stated the stormwater will be handled with pre-formed scour holes and grass swales.

Plan Sheet 10:

Mr. Fleming stated that the wetland system and jurisdictional stream at +/-57+00 —L- will be
conveyed with a proposed 42” RC pipe buried 1.0’. Also a stream that intersects with the
previous stream south of the proposed alignment was discussed. This stream crosses —L- at +/-
60+00. This stream is called jurisdictional beginning at +/- 30’ south of the centerline. Mr.
Fleming stated this stream is proposed to be conveyed with a 36’RC pipe and both pipes will be
buried 20%. Mr. Sollod stated the pipes need to be buried 1.0’ since the project is in a CAMA
county if the stream is a “blue line” on the USGS Quad. Mr. Fleming stated he was unaware of
this and will bury the pipes 1°, if the streams are “blue-lines”.

Mr. Fleming stated the stormwater will be handled with pre-formed scour holes and grass swales.



Plan Sheet 11:

Mr. Fleming stated there are no wetlands or jurisdictional streams impacted on this sheet.

Plan Sheet 12:

Mr. Fleming stated there is a wetland left of 100+00 Y-2 that may constitute as an impact. He
noted there is an existing deep roadside ditch that runs along Marine Blvd. This ditch is
proposed to be replaced in-kind at about the same elevation, but will move horizontally +/-40” to
'50’. Mr. Fleming noted that the dimension stated was an estimate and needs to be verified once
s Grainage is approved by NCTPCT. Mr. Waliwright ctated the “Skaggs Micthod” could bevaca to
estimate the impact. Mr. Fleming stated he is familiar with the method but has never implicated
it. Mr. Fleming expressed concern that past uses of the methods by others seem to over estimate
the impact. Mr. Fleming also suggested that the proposed ditch will be at the same elevation as
the existing. Mr. Shaver stated it seemed to be reasonable to estimate the impact by the
horizontal distance the ditch will be moved. There was agreement among all.

Plan Sheet 13:

Mr. Fleming reiterated the wetland delineation problem on —Y4-.

Mr. Fleming stated the jurisdictional stream that crosses —Y4- at +/- 23+00 is proposed to be

conveyed by 2 lines of 36” RC pipe. The pipe in the channel will be buried 1’ if it’s a “blue
line”, therefore the pipe size may increase.

Mi. Fleming stated there is a grade revision for Moosehaven Road that is not complete at this
time and that the designers have been notified to reduce impacts to water quality ponds and the
jurisdictional stream. This stream previously was not going to be impacted by Moosehaven
Road. A discussion commenced upon which impact, to the pond or the stream, should be
minimized the most. It was agreed to attempt to not impact the pond behind Ruby Tuesdays.

M. Fleming stated the pond at the SECU will be impacted. Again Mr. Wainwright requested
the stormwater section of DWQ be notified.

Mr. Fleming also added that along —Y4- equalizer pipes are proposed. The number of pipes and
their location will be determined once a complete wetland file is received.

Plan Sheet 14:

Mr. Fleming stated there are no wetlands or jurisdictional streams impacted on this sheet. The

stormwater from the retail area will be discharged into the same water quality ponds as it does
now.

Meeting adjourned.



Subject: - Minutes from Interagency 4C Permit Drawing Rev1ew Meetmg
R - On April 15, 2009 for U:1067B iy Onslow- County -

Team Members: , Participants:
Brad Shaver-USACOE (present) Marshall Clawson, NCDOT Hydraulics
David Wainright-NCDWQ  (present) Frank Fleming, Sungate Design Group
Travis Wilson-NCWRC (absent) Jackson Provost, NCDOT Division 3
Steve Sollod-NCDCM (present) Mason Herndan, NCDOT Division 3
Steven Lane-NCDCM (present) Kevin Bowen, NCDOT Division 3
Gary Tordan-TJSFWS ~ (absent) .- Mark Staley, NCDOT-REU
Kathy Matthews-EPA  ~ (present) | Todd Murray, NCDOT Roadway
Chris Militscher-EPA (absent)
Ron Lucas-FHWA (absent)

. Chris Rivenbark-NEU (present)
John Merritt-NEU (present)
David Harris-REU (absent)

Bryan Taylor-Roadway (absent)

General Comments:

Marshall Clawson started the meeting by introducing the project and stating that the purpose of
the meeting was to review the final hydraulic design and show that the commitments made at the
4A and 4B meeting were met. After introductions, Mr»Clawson then handed the meeting over tc
Frank Fleming. Mr. Fleming proceeded with discussion of site numbers for the interchange.

The wetland system through the interchange on sheet #6 sites will be consolidated into one site.
The site will be site #3. Mr. Fleming then proceeded by going through project site by site and
fielding questions and comments for each site.

Plan Sheets 5-Site #1

Mr. Shaver asked if the impacts had increased from 4B. Mr. Fleming stated the impacts have not
increased. The permits now show ditches that connect to the existing stream. Mr. Fleming
stated that these ditches are replacing existing ditches that are being filled by the proposed
widening. Ms. Matthews asked if any of these ditches are jurisdictional. Mr. Fleming responded
that none of the ditches are jurisdictional.

Plan Sheet 6-Site #2

Mr. Fleming noted the wetland system that is located Right of Y2-SBL will considered a total
take and impacted. There was agreement.



Plan Sheet 6-Site #3 (O1d Site #3#4#5#6) B T W

This site is the wetland system that is being crossed by —L-, Loop 1A, Ramp 1A, and widening
of Y1-SBL. Site #3 is now what was Site #’s 3, 4, 5, & 6. It was discussed to revise the site
numbers but retain the station breakout and quantities in the summary sheet, as is. Mr. Fleming
requested on an open issue concerning how to show and calculate impacts to Site #3 through the
interchange. After Mr. Shaver, Mr. Rivenbark, and Division 3, discussed impacts and
mitigation, it was decided the following. The areas between Y1-SBL (Marine Blvd.) and Ramp
Y1 and the area inside the loop will not be a total take. The area between —L- and Loop 1A will
be a total take. These areas will not be filled or cleared and no mitigation is required. The
impact from roadway fill will be documented in the summary but the area not being filled will

only be documented in the remarks on the summary The area upstream of —L- also will not be a
toal take. - . . TN L

It was discussed to change the hatching for pavement and embankment removal on Hawkside
Drive. Also add a note to “Remove Embankment to Natural Ground”.

Plan Sheet 7: Site #4 and #5 (OLD Site #7 & Site #8)

Mr. Fleming discussed the combining of Site #7 & #8. It was decided to leave as is.
No other comments.

Plan Sheet 8-(No Site)

Mr. Shaver asked why there wasn’t a sheet #8 in the permit package. Mr. Fleming stated that
Sungate Design had received a new wetland file which elimineted any impact .Unon .
investigation, Sungate Design received the file on 3/27/09 from Dan Duffield of Hydraulics.
There was discussion between Mr. Shaver and Mr. Rivenbark concerning verification. Mr.
Rivenbark stated the area was verified by a co-worker of Mr. Shavers.

Plan Sheet 9-Site #6 (Old Site #9 & #10)

Mr. Shaver reminded Mr. Fleming that the ponds called Site #10 and Site #14 (Sheet #13) are
not jurisdictional. There is no need for the sites. Mr. Fleming advised that DWQ needs to see
this on the permit somewhere. It was decided to explain the filling of stormwater ponds in the
remarks in the summary. Mr. Wainwright asked if these ponds have been discussed with the

stormwater group of DWQ. Mr. Clawson stated that the ponds have been discussed with DWQ-
Stormwater.

Mr. Herndon expressed that the sliver wetland on the right of —L- at Site #6 (old Site #9) should

be a total take. There was agreement. The additional area will be shown in the remarks of the
summary sheet.



Plan Sheet 10-Site #7 (O1d Site #11)

No comments

Plan Sheet 12-Site #8 (Old Site #12)

Mr. Fleming discussed the procedure for drawing the limits of impact to the wetland left of
100+00 Y-1A. Mr. Fleming also stated the label will be revised to “Limits of Wetland Impact
Drawn To Potential Effects Of Replacing Roadway Ditch.” There was agreement.

Plan Sheet 13: Site #9 (Old Site #13 & #14)

Ne comments {Site 703
As discussed before, Site #14 will be removed. This is an impact to a stormwater pond. Mr.
Clawson stated that the impact has been coordinated with Stormwater Group of DWQ. The pond

impact will be documented in the remarks of the summary.

Meeting Adjoined
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