STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

MICHAELF. EASLEY LYNDO TIPPETT
GOVERNOR SECRETARY

April 13, 2006

U. S. Army Corps of Engineers
Regulatory Field Office

Post Office Box 1000
Washington, NC 27889-1000

ATTENTION: Mr. William Wescott
NCDOT Coordinator
Dear Sir:
SUBJECT: Nationwide Permit 23 Application for the proposed replacement of

Bridge No. 36 on SR 1523 over Smithwick Creek, in Martin County.
Federal Aid Project No. BRZ-1523(5), WBS Element 33535.1.1, TIP No.
B-4188, Division 1.

Please find enclosed a copy of the categorical exclusion (CE), natural resource technical report
(NRTR), permit drawings, and Ecosystem Enhancement Program (EEP) Mitigation Acceptance
Letter for the above referenced project. NCDOT proposes to replace Bridge No. 36 on the
existing alignment with a 90’ single span concrete box beam bridge with sloping spill-through
abutments. There will be 0.075 acre of permanent impacts to riverine wetlands. Traffic will be
detoured offsite during construction.

Impacts to Waters of the United States

General Description: Smithwick Creek, located in the Roanoke River Basin, has been assigned a
Best Usage Classification of “C”, by the North Carolina Department of Environment and Natural
Resources. Stream Index Number is 23-50-2 and the Hydrologic Unit is 03010107. Smithwick
Creek is not designated as a North Carolina Natural or Scenic River, or as a national Wild and
Scenic River, nor is it listed as a 303(d) stream. No designated Outstanding Resource Waters
(ORW), High Quality Waters (HQW), Water Supply I (WS-I), or Water Supply II (WS-II) waters
occur within 3.0 miles of the project study area.

MAILING ADDRESS: LOCATION:
NC DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION TELEPHONE: 919-715-1334 2728 CAPITALBLVD. ™
PROJECT DEVELOPMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS FAX: 919-715-5501 PARKER LINCOLN BUILDING, SUITE 240
1598 MAIL SERVICE CENTER RALEIGH NC 27604

RALEIGH NG 276091598 WEBSITE: WWW.NCDOT.ORG



This reach of Smithwick Creek has potential as a travel corridor for anadromous fish. Therefore,
an in-stream moratorium will be in effect from February 15 to June 15. The “Stream Crossing
Guidelines for Anadromous Fish Passage” will be implemented, as applicable.

Permanent Impacts: Construction of the proposed project will result in 0.039 acre of permanent
fill in wetlands. The construction will also require 0.036 acre of mechanized clearing in
wetlands. Therefore, 0.075 acre of wetlands will be permanently impacted due to the fill slope of
the approach to the bridge on the west side of Smithwick Creek.

Temporary Impacts: NCDOT does not anticipate any temporary impacts for this project. No
temporary workpads or causeways are needed to construct the bridge.

There are no utility impacts for this project.
Bridge Demolition

Bridge No. 36 has a superstructure composed of timber flooring on steel I-beams with timber
railing. The substructure is composed of timber bulkheads with timber piles. There are no
interior bents. This is classified as a Case 2 demolition. There is no anticipated fill from bridge
demolition in Smithwick Creek.

Federally Protected Species

As of March 8, 2006, the United States Fish and Wildlife Service lists one federally protected
species, the Bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus), for Martin County (Table 1). A description
of the Bald eagle and its history as it relates to the project are provided in the referenced NRTR
or CE. The Bald eagle is listed as Threatened (proposed for delisting), and carries a Biological
Conclusion of “May Effect-Not Likely to Adversely Affect”. Concurrence from USFWS is also
included with this application.

Avoidance and Minimization

NCDOT has minimized impacts to the fullest extent possible. The wetlands are directly adjacent
to the road on the west side. Therefore, improving the approach and raising the bridge forces
minor impacts to the wetlands. The new bridge is a single span structure being constructed at the
existing location. Therefore, no permanent or temporary impacts will occur to Smithwick Creek
as aresult of the bridge construction. An offsite detour will support traffic during construction.

Mitigation

The EEP will provide compensatory mitigation for the 0.075 acre of wetland impacts. EEP’s
acceptance letter is attached to this application.

Regulatory Approvals

Section 404 Permit: All aspects of this project are being processed by the Federal Highway
Administration as a “Categorical Exclusion” in accordance with 23 CFR § 771.115(b). The



NCDOT requests that these activities be authorized by a Nationwide Permit 23 (FR number 10,
pages 2020-2095; January 15, 2002).

Section 401 Permit: We anticipate 401 General Certification number 3403 will apply to this
project. In accordance with 15A NCAC 2H .0501(a) we are providing two copies of this
application to the North Carolina Department of Environment and Natural Resources, Division
of Water Quality, for their records.

A copy of this permit application will be posted on the DOT website at:
http://www.ncdot.org/planning/pe/naturalunit/Permit.html.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact Mr. Chris Manley at
(919) 715-1487 or cdmanley@dot.state.nc.us.

§ ~. Gregory J.'Thorpe, Ph.D. Environmental Management Director,
Project Development and Environmental Analysis Branch

The “cc” List:

W/attachment

Mr. John Hennessy, NCDWQ (2 Copies)
Mr. Travis Wilson, NCWRC

Mr. Gary Jordan, USFWS

Mr. Ron Sechler, NMFS

Mr. Michael Street, NCDMF

Ms. Cathy Brittingham, NCDCM

Ms. Wanda Gooden, NCDCM

Dr. David Chang, P.E., Hydraulics

Mr. Greg Perfetti, P.E., Structure Design
Mr. Mark Staley, Roadside Environmental
Mr. Anthony Roper, P.E., Division 1 Engineer

W/o attachment

Mr. Scott McLendon, USACE, Wilmington

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

Mr. Majed Alghandour, P. E., Programming and TIP

Mr. Art McMillan, P.E., Highway Design

Ms. Beth Harmon, EEP

Mr. Todd Jones, NCDOT External Audit Branch

Mr. William (Bill) T.Goodwin, P.E., Project Development Unit Head
Mr. Clay Willis, Division 1 Environmental Officer
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March 13, 2006

Mr. Gregory J. Thorpe, Ph.D.

Environmental Management Director

Project Development and Environmental Analysis Branch
North Carolina Department of Transportation

1548 Mail Service Center

Raleigh, North Carolina 27699-1548

Dear Dr. Thorpe:
Subject: EEP Mitigation Acceptance Letter:
B-4188, Bridge Number 36 over Smith Creek on SR 1523, Martin County

The purpose of this letter is to notify you that the Ecosystem Enhancement Program (EEP)
will provide the compensatory riverine wetland mitigation for the subject project. Based on the
information supplied by you in a letter dated February 20, 2006, the impacts are located in CU
03010107 of the Roanoke River Basin in the Northern Outer Coastal Plain (NOCP) Eco-Region,
and are as follows:

Riverine Wetlands: 0.075 acre

Mitigation for this project will be provided in accordance with the Memorandum of
Agreement between the N. C. Department of Environment and Natural Resources, the N. C.
Department of Transportation, and the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers. EEP will commit to
implementing sufficient compensatory riverine wetland mitigation to offset the impacts associated
with this project by the end of the MOA year in which this project is permitted. If the above
referenced impacts amounts are revised, then this mitigation acceptance letter will no longer be
valid and a new mitigation acceptance letter will be required from EEP.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact Ms. Beth Harmon
at 919-715-1929.

Sincerely,
S S S

William D. Gilmore, P.E.
EEP Director

cc: Mr. Bill Biddlecome, USACE-Washington
Mr. John Hennessy, Division of Water Quality, Wetlands/401 Unit
File: B-4188

NCDENR
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March 13, 2006

Mr. Bill Biddlecome

U. S. Army Corps of Engineers
Washington Regulatory Field Office
Post Office Box 1000

Washington, North Carolina 27889-1000

Dear Mr. Wescott:
Subject: EEP Mitigation Acceptance Letter:

B-4188, Bridge Number 36 over Smith Creek on SR 1523, Martin
County; Roanoke River Basin (Cataloging Unit 03010107); Northern
Outer Coastal Plain (NOCP) Eco-Region

The purpose of this letter is to notify you that the Ecosystem Enhancement Program
(EEP) will provide the compensatory riverine wetland mitigation for the unavoidable impact
associated with the above referenced project. As indicated in the NCDOT’s mitigation request
letter dated February 20, 2006, the project will impact 0.075 acre of riverine wetlands.

Mitigation for this project will be provided in accordance with Section X of the
Memorandum of Agreement between the N. C. Department of Environment and Natural
Resources, the N. C. Department of Transportation, and the U. S. Army Corps of Engineers. EEP
commits to implement sufficient compensatory riverine wetland mitigation up to a 2:1 ratio to
offset the impacts associated with this project by the end of the MOA year in which this project is
permitted. If the impacts change from the above listed amount, then this mitigation strategy letter
will no longer be valid and a new mitigation strategy letter will be required from EEP.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact Ms. Beth
Harmon at 919-715-1929.

Sincerely,

%M, & S &

William D. Gilmore, P.E.
EEP Director

cc: Mr. Gregory J. Thorpe, Ph.D., NCDOT-PDEA
Mr. John Hennessy, Division of Water Quality, Wetlands/401 Unit
File: B-4188

\#eos/
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United States Department of the Interior .- . _

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Raleigh Field Office .

Post Office Box 33726 SN
Raleigh, North Carolina 276363726 o

December 3, 2003 SRR

Gregory J. Thorpe. Ph.D.

North Carolina Department of Transportation

Project Development and Environmental Analysis
1548 Mail Service Center

Raleigh, North Carolina 27699-1548

Dear Dr. Thorpe:

This letter is in response to your letter of November 20, 2003 which provided the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (Service) with the biological conclusion of the North Carolina Department of
Transportation (NCDOT) that the replacement of Bridge No. 36 over Smithwick Creek in Martin
County (TIP No. B-4188) may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect the federally-threatened
bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus). These comments are provided in accordance with section
7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531-1543).

According to the information you submitted, a survey was conducted for bald eagle nests within
a 1.0 mile radius of the project site on November 18, 2003. No nests or bald eagles were
observed. Based on the negative survey results, the Service concurs with your conclusion that
the proposed bridge replacement may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect the bald eagle.
We believe that the requirements of section 7 (a)(2) of the ESA have been satisfied. We remind
you that obligations under section 7 consultation must be reconsidered if: (1) new information
reveals impacts of this identified action that may affect listed species or critical habitat in a
manner not previously considered in this review; (2) this action is subsequently modified in a
manner that was not considered in this review; or (3) a new species 1s listed or critical habitat
determined that may be affected by this identified action.

The Service appreciates the opportunity to review this project. If you have any questions
regarding our response, please contact Mr. Gary Jordan at (919) 856-4520 (Ext. 32).

Sincerely,

oo

/r/ .
[ Garland B. Pardue, Ph.D.
Ecological Services Supervisor



CC:

Bill Biddlecome, USACE, Washington, NC
David Franklin, USACE. Wilnungton, NC
John Hennessy, NCDWQ, Raleigh, NC
Travis Wilson, NCWRC. Creedmoor, NC
Chris Militscher, USEPA. Raleigh, NC



STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

MICHAEL F. EASLEY LYNDO TIPPETT
GOVERNOR SECRETARY

November 19, 2003

Memorandum To:  Chris Manley
Office of Natural Environment
Project Management Unit

From: Rachelle Beauregard
Office of Natural Environment
Biological Survey Unit
Subject: Bald eagle survey results for Bridge No. 36 over Smithwick Creek,

Matin County; TIP # B-4188.

The proposed action calls for the replacement of Bridge No. 36 over Smithwick
Creek in Martin County. The bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus) is listed by the US
Fish and Wildlife Service as occurring in Martin County.

Adult bald eagles can be identified by their large white head and short white tail.
The body plumage is dark-brown to chocolate-brown in color. In flight bald eagles can be
identified by their flat wing soar. Eagle nests are found in close proximity to water (within
a half mile) with a clear flight path to the water, in the largest living tree in an area, and
having an open view of the surrounding land. Human disturbance can cause an eagle to
abandon otherwise suitable habitat. The breeding season for the bald eagle begins in
December or January. Fish are the major food source for bald eagles. Other sources
include coots, herons, and wounded ducks. Food may be live or carrion.

NCDOT biologists Rachelle Beauregard and Chris Manley visited the project site
on November 18, 2003. Smithwick Creek is a medium sized creek. A 1.0 mile radius
from the project site was surveyed for bald eagle nests. Surveys were performed from the
ground by driving around within the area on all accessible roads. Most of the area has is
used for agriculture and silviculture. No large bodies of water exist in the survey area.
Large trees exist in area along the creek and in forested areas adjacent to the creek. No
nests were seen and no bald eagles were seen flying around the area.

Only marginal habitat exists within 1.0 mile of the project site and no bald eagles
were seen. Tall trees are found within the area but the nearest large body of water for the
bald eagle to possibly forage in is located approximately 6.3 miles at the Roanoke River.
The North Carolina Natural Heritage Program lists a record of a bald eagle nest

MAILING ADDRESS: TELEPHONE: 919-733-3141 LOCATION:
NC DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION FAX: 919-733-9794 TRANSPORTATION BUILDING
PROJECT DEVELOPMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 1 SOUTH WILMINGTON STREET
1548 MAIL SERVICE CENTER WEBSITE: WWW.DOH.DOT.STATE.NC.US RALEIGH NC

RALEIGH NC 27699-1548



approximately 4.2 miles from the project to the east. No known bald eagle nests are
located within 1.0 mile of the project site. In conclusion, because of the marginal habitat
by the presence of tall trees for nesting, this project “may effect-will not likely to
adversely affect” the bald eagle.

Biological Conclusion: May Effect-Not Likely To Adversely Affect

cc: NEBSU file



CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION ACTION CLASSIFICATION FORM

TIP Project No. B-4188
State Project No. 8.2090501
WBS No. 33535.1.1

Federal Project No. BRZ-1523(5)

Project Description:

This project proposes to replace Bridge No. 36 on SR 1523 over Smithwick
Creek in Martin County (See Figure 1). The bridge will be replaced with a 55-
foot long cored slab bridge at the location of the existing structure and one foot
higher in elevation than the existing bridge. The cross section of the new bridge
will include two 11-foot lanes with 3-foot offsets. The approach work will
consist of earthwork, paving, some resurfacing and tying back into the existing
roadway for approximately 385 feet to the west and 380 feet to the east.
Guardrail will be installed where warranted. Traffic will be detoured offsite
during construction (See Figure 1 and Section D, Studied Detour Route).

Purpose and Need:

Bridge Maintenance Records indicate that Bridge No. 36 has a sufficiency rating
of 30.0 out of a possible 100. The bridge, built in 1953, has a superstructure
composed of timber flooring on steel I-beams with timber railing and a
substructure composed of timber bulkheads with timber piles. There are no
interior bents. The structural appraisal for the existing bridge is two out of a
possible 9. Therefore, the bridge is considered to be structurally deficient
according to FHWA standards and therefore eligible for FHWA’s Highway
Bridge Replacement Program.

Proposed Improvements:

The following Type II improvements which apply to the project are circled:

1. Modernization of a highway by resurfacing, restoration, rehabilitation,
reconstruction, adding shoulders, or adding auxiliary lanes (e.g., parking,
weaving, turning, climbing).

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

b. Widening roadway and shoulders without adding through lanes
c. Modernizing gore treatments
d. Constructing lane improvements (merge, auxiliary, and turn lanes)
e. Adding shoulder drains
f. Replacing and rehabilitating culverts, inlets, and drainage pipes, including
safety treatments
g. Providing driveway pipes
h. Performing minor bridge widening (less than one through lane)
i. Slide Stabilization
j. Structural BMP’s for water quality improvement
2. Highway safety or traffic operations improvement projects including the

installation of ramp metering control devices and lighting.



10.

11.

12.

Installing ramp metering devices

Installing lights

Adding or upgrading guardrail

Installing safety barriers including Jersey type barriers and pier protection
Installing or replacing impact attenuators

Upgrading medians including adding or upgrading median barriers
Improving intersections including relocation and/or realignment
Making minor roadway realignment

Channelizing traffic

Performing clear zone safety improvements including removing hazards
and flattening slopes

Implementing traffic aid systems, signals, and motorist aid

Installing bridge safety hardware including bridge rail retrofit

TR EGe e A0 o
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Bridge rehabilitation, reconstruction, or replacement or the construction of grade
separation to replace existing at-grade railroad crossings.

Rehabilitating, reconstructing, or replacing bridge approach slabs
Rehabilitating or replacing bridge decks

Rehabilitating bridges including painting (no red lead paint), scour repair,
fender systems, and minor structural improvements

Replacing a bridge (structure and/or fill)

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

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

Approvals for changes in access control.

Construction of new bus storage and maintenance facilities in areas used
predominantly for industrial or transportation purposes where such construction is
not inconsistent with existing zoning and located on or near a street with adequate
capacity to handle anticipated bus and support vehicle traffic.

Rehabilitation or reconstruction of existing rail and bus buildings and ancillary
facilities where only minor amounts of additional land are required and there is
not a substantial increase in the number of users.

Construction of bus transfer facilities (an open area consisting of passenger
shelters, boarding areas, kiosks and related street improvements) when located in
a commercial area or other high activity center in which there is adequate street
capacity for projected bus traffic.

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

Acquisition of land for hardship or protective purposes, advance land acquisition
loans under section 3(b) of the UMT Act. Hardship and protective buying will be



permitted only for a particular parcel or a limited number of parcels. These types
of land acquisition qualify for a CE only where the acquisition will not limit the
evaluation of alternatives, including shifts in alignment for planned construction
projects, which may be required in the NEPA process. No project development
on such land may proceed until the NEPA process has been completed.

13.  Acquisition and construction of wetland, stream and endangered species
mitigation sites.

14.  Remedial activities involving the removal, treatment or monitoring of soil or
groundwater contamination pursuant to state or federal remediation guidelines.

D. Special Project Information:
Estimated Costs:
Total Construction $ 550,000
Right of Way $ 40,000 *
Total $ 590,000

*  TIP Cost Estimates.

Estimated Traffic:
Current - 500 vpd
Year 2025 - 900 vpd
TTST -2%
Dual -2%

Proposed Typical Cross Section:

The proposed approach typical section will consist of two 11-foot lanes with five-foot grass
shoulders. The shoulders will be widened to eight feet where guardrail is required.

Design Speed:

60 mph

Functional Classification:

Rural Local Route

Studied Detour Route:

The studied detour route utilizes SR 1114, SR 1516, and SR 1525. The length of the detour is
approximately 3.2 miles with an expected delay estimated at 5 minutes. Martin County

Emergency Management Services stated that this delay is acceptable to them and that they can
work around the road closure.

W)



Division Office Comments:

The Division One Construction Offices concurs with replacing Bridge No. 36 with a new bridge
in the existing location of the current structure while detouring traffic on surrounding roads.

Bridge Demolition:

Bridge No. 36 has a superstructure composed of timber flooring on steel I-beams with timber
railing. The substructure is composed of timber bulkheads with timber piles. There are no
interior bents. This is classified as a Case 2 demolition. There is no anticipated fill from bridge
demolition in Smithwick Creek.

Alternates Eliminated from Further Study

The no-build alternate for this project is not prudent or feasible. The existing bridge will
continue to deteriorate necessitating eventual closure of the bridge. This is unacceptable due to
the traffic that SR 1523 serves.

Rehabilitation of the existing structure was eliminated from further study due to the
substructure’s timber composition.

Replacing the structure on new location was eliminated from further study due to the increase in
environmental impacts.

Maintaining traffic onsite with a temporary detour is not prudent due to the wetlands in the
project vicinity. The expected delay on the studied detour route is approximately five minutes,
which is acceptable. Please reference the detour discussion under Section D, Studied Detour
Route.



E.

Threshold Criteria

The following evaluation of threshold criteria must be completed for Type II actions

ECOLOGICAL

¢y) Will the project have a substantial impact on any unique or
important natural resource?

2) Does the project involve habitat where federally listed
endangered or threatened species may occur?

3) Will the project affect anadromous fish?

@) If the project involves wetlands, is the amount of
permanent and/or temporary wetland taking less than
one-tenth (1/10) of an acre and have all practicable
measures to avoid and minimize wetland takings been
evaluated?

(5) Will the project require the use of U. S. Forest Service lands?

(6) Will the quality of adjacent water resources be adversely
impacted by proposed construction activities?

@) Does the project involve waters classified as Outstanding
Water Resources (OWR) and/or High Quality Waters (HQW)?

(®) Will the project require fill in waters of the United States
in any of the designated mountain trout counties?

) Does the project involve any known underground storage

tanks (UST's) or hazardous materials sites?

PERMITS AND COORDINATION

(10)

(11)

(12)

If the project is located within a CAMA county, will the
project significantly affect the coastal zone and/or any
"Area of Environmental Concern" (AEC)?

Does the project involve Coastal Barrier Resources Act
resources?

Will a U. S. Coast Guard permit be required?

YES

NO

X

YES

NO




(13)

(14)

Will the project result in the modification of any existing
regulatory floodway?

Will the project require any stream relocations or channel
changes?

SOCIAL, ECONOMIC, AND CULTURAL RESOURCES

15)

(16)

an

(18)

(19)

(20)

@1

(22)

(23)

(24)

(25)

(26)

Will the project induce substantial impacts to planned
growth or land use for the area?

Will the project require the relocation of any family or
business?

Will the project have a disproportionately high and
adverse human health and environmental effect on any minority
or low-income population?

If the project involves the acquisition of right of way, is the
amount of right of way acquisition considered minor?

Will the project involve any changes in access control?

Will the project substantially alter the usefulness and/or land
use of adjacent property?

Will the project have an adverse effect on permanent local
traffic patterns or community cohesiveness?

Is the project included in an approved thoroughfare plan
and/or Transportation Improvement Program (and is,
therefore, in conformance with the Clean Air Act of 1990)7

Is the project anticipated to cause an increase in traffic
volumes?

Will traffic be maintained during construction using existing
roads, staged construction, or on-site detours?

If the project is a bridge replacement project, will the bridge be
replaced at its existing location (along the

existing facility) and will all construction proposed in
association with the bridge replacement project be contained on
the existing facility?

Is there substantial controversy on social, economic, or
environmental grounds concerning the project?

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




27)

(28)

(29)

(30)

(32)

F.

Is the project consistent with all Federal, State, and local laws
relating to the environmental aspects of the project? X

Will the project have an "effect" on structures/properties
eligible for or listed on the National Register of Historic Places?

Will the project affect any archaeological remains, which are
important to history or pre-history? X

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

Section 4(f) of the U. S. Department of Transportation Act of
1966)? X

Will the project result in any conversion of assisted public
recreation sites or facilities to non-recreation uses, as
defined by Section 6(f) of the Land and Water Conservation
Act of 1965, as amended? X

Will the project involve construction in, across, or
adjacent to a river designated as a component of or
proposed for inclusion in the Natural System of Wild and
Scenic Rivers? X

Additional Documentation Required for Unfavorable Responses in Part E

ITEM NO.

2.

W

The Bald Eagle is the only Federally Protected Species listed for Martin
County. NCDOT biologists Rachelle Beauregard and Chris Manley surveyed
the project site on November 18, 2003. The survey yielded a biological
conclusion of “May Affect-Not Likely to Adversely Affect.” USFWS has
concurred with this conclusion in an attached letter dated December 3, 2003.
Therefore, Section 7 has been satisfied.

North Carolina Division of Marine Fisheries stated that anadromous fish are
found in this section of Smithwick Creek. Therefore, an in stream work
moratorium from February 15 to ’ﬁeﬁrber-}@ will be in effect. NCDOT will
adhere to the “Stream Guidelines{for Anadromous Fish Crossings.”

une (| & o
The amount of wetland impact is estimated to be 0.1 acre. The proposed project
replaces the existing bridge with a new bridge in the same location. The
proposed typical section for the approach roadway work is the minimum

required for safety. The project has avoided and minimized the impacts to the
wetlands to the extent possible.



G.

CE Approval
TIP Project No. B-4188
State Project No. 8.2090501
WBS No. 33535.1.1

Federal Project No. BRZ-1523(5)

Project Description:

This project proposes to replace Bridge No. 36 on SR 1523 over Smithwick
Creek in Martin County (See Figure 1). The bridge will be replaced with a 55-
foot long cored slab bridge at the location of the existing structure and one foot
higher in elevation than the existing bridge. The cross section of the new bridge
will include two 11-foot lanes with 3-foot offsets. The approach work will
consist of earthwork, paving, some resurfacing and tying back into the existing
roadway for approximately 385 feet to the west and 380 feet to the east.
Guardrail will be installed where warranted. Traffic will be detoured offsite
during construction (See Figure 1 and Section D, Studied Detour Route).

Categorical Exclusion Action Classification:

TYPE II(A)
X _ TYPEII(B)

Approved:

/ - < f \ S L A / i

- A0 \QU\,{, e /Z/AJ
Date Assistant Branch Manager

Project Development and Environmental Analysis Branch

Vi, A ;
qadey Wl T Menlio ]

Date Project Planning Unit Heat
Project Development & Environmental Analysis Branch

4130104  fared f3. Copea, PE.

Date Project Developmeift Engineer
Project Development & Environmental Analysis Branch

For Type II(B) projects only:

A y :/ //; ’ ;"/ g »f"/\
Date L) ohn F. Sullivan, III, PE, Division Administrator

(" Federal Highway Administration



PROJECT COMMITMENTS

Martin County
Bridge No. 36 on SR 1523 Over Smithwick Creek
, Federal Aid Project No. BRZ-1523(5)
State Project No. 8.2090501
WBS No. 33535.1.1
T.I.P. No. B-4188

Division 1 Construction Engineer, Structure Design Unit

The proposed structure should be designed to facilitate top-down construction. Ifitis
determined that top-down construction cannot be used, then additional coordination with
the United States Army Corps of Engineers will be required.

No deck drains will be allowed to discharge directly into Smithwick Creek.
Division 1 Construction Engineer, Structure Design Unit, Roadway Design Unit

The total time of road closure for this project should be held to to a minimum due to
Martin County Emergency Management Services’ desire to keep response times to a
minimum. The contractor should be given incentives to minimize the road closure for the
project. The total project construction time can be longer. as long as work can be done
under traffic. Martin County Emergency Management Services will be notified a
minimum of thirty (30) days in advance of the beginning of the road closure.

This reach of Smithwick Creek has potential as a travel corridor for anadromous fish.
Therefore, an in-stream moratorium will be in effect from February 15 to September 30.

The Stream Crossing Guidelines for Anadromous Fish Passage will be implemented, as
applicable.

Project Development and Environmental Analysis Branch

The survey for the Bald Eagle in the project vicinity will expire November 18, 2005.

Greensheet Sheet 1/1
Categorical Exclusion,

PDEA

April 2004
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North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources

State Historic Preservation Office
David L. S. Brook, Administrator

Michael F. Easley, Governor Division of Historical Resources
Lisbeth C. Evans, Secretary
Jeffrey 1. Crow, Deputy Secretary

Office of Archives and History

January 21, 2004
MEMORANDUM
TO: Greg Thorpe, Ph.D., Director
Project Development and Environmental Analysis Branch

NCDOT Divist f Highways

FROM: David Brook BANL '\1 e

SUBJECT: Replacement of Bridge No. 36 on SR 1523 over Smuthwick Creek, B-4188,
Martin County, ER03-0953

On November 24, 2003, Sarah McBride, our preservation specialist fot transportation
projects, met with North Carolina Department of Transportation (NCDOT) staff concerning
the above project. NCDOT provided project area photographs and aerial photographs at the
meeting.

Based upon our review of the photographs and the information discussed at the meeting, we
offer our comments regarding this project.

In terms of historic architectural resources, we are aware of no historic structures located
within the area of potential effect. We recommend that no historic architectural survey be
conducted for this project.

There are no recorded archaeological sites within the proposed project area. Based on our
present knowledge of the area, it is unlikely that any archaeological resources, which may be
eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places, will be affected by the project
construction. We, therefore, recommend that no archaeological investigation be conducted in
connection with this project. B

Having provided this information, we look forward to receipt of either a Categorical
Exclusion ot Environmental Assessment, which indicates how NCDOT addressed our
comments.

The above comments are made pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation

Act and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s Regulations for Compliance with
Section 106 codified at 36 CFR Part 800.

www.hpo.dcr.state.nc.us

] Location Mailing Address Telephone/Fax
ADMINISTRATION 507 N. Blount St, Raleigh, NC 4617 Mail Service Center, Raleigh, NC 27699-4617 (919) 733-4763 #733-8653
RESTORATION 515 N. Blount St, Raleigh, NC 4617 Mail Service Center, Raleigh, NC 27699-4617 (919) 733-6547 «715-4801

SURVEY & PLANNING 515 N. Blount St, Raleigh, NC 4617 Mail Service Center, Raleigh, NC 27699-4617 . (919) 733-4763 «715-4801
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Project Description

This project is the replacement of Bridge No. 36 on State Route (SR) 1523 over Smithwick
Creek in Martin County, North Carolina (Figure 1). Bridge No. 36 is located approximately
5.0 miles (8.0 kilometers) south of the Town of Williamston, NC, and 1.0 mile
(1.6 kilometer) southeast of the intersection of US 17 and Thurman Griffin Road
(SR 1523).

The existing bridge was built in 1953 and has a timber deck on steel I-beams with timber
caps and piles. The proposed project will replace the existing bridge with an undetermined
structure. A temporary detour using Canyon Road (SR 1114), Johnny Corey Road
(SR 1516), and SR 1525 may be feasible and would eliminate the need for a temporary
crossing during construction (Figure 2).

1.2 Definitions

A “bubble study” to obtain early environmental information for the project was undertaken.
No alternatives for the replacement of the bridge have been developed at this time. The
“bubble study” identifies a project study area around the existing structure to assist with
the development of the project alternatives. The project study area is approximately
4,000 feet (1,220 meters) in length and ranges from approximately 400 to 800 feet
(125 to 250 meters) in width. The project vicinity describes an area extending 0.5 mile
(0.8 kilometer) on all sides of the project study area.

1.3 Purpose

The purpose of this Natural Resource Technical Report is to document this evaluation of
existing natural resources in the project study area to assist with the development of
project alternatives and the preparation of a Categorical Exclusion (CE). Specifically, the
tasks performed for this report include: 1) an assessment of natural resource features
within the project study area including descriptions of vegetation, wildlife, protected
species, str<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>