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Pre-Construction Notification (PCN) Form 

A.   Applicant Information 

1. Processing 

1a. Type(s) of approval sought from the 
Corps:  

 Section 404 Permit        Section 10 Permit  

1b. Specify Nationwide Permit (NWP) number: 3                      or General Permit (GP) number:         

1c. Has the NWP or GP number been verified by the Corps?  Yes  No 

1d. Type(s) of approval sought from the DWQ (check all that apply): 

 401 Water Quality Certification – Regular   Non-404 Jurisdictional General Permit 

 401 Water Quality Certification – Express    Riparian Buffer Authorization 

1e. Is this notification solely for the record 
because written approval is not required? 

 

For the record only for DWQ 401 
Certification: 

       Yes            No 

For the record only for Corps Permit: 
 
         Yes          No 

1f. Is payment into a mitigation bank or in-lieu fee program proposed for mitigation 
of impacts?  If so, attach the acceptance letter from mitigation bank or in-lieu 
fee program.  

 Yes  No 

 

1g. Is the project located in any of NC’s twenty coastal counties.  If yes, answer 1h 
below. 

 Yes  No 

 

1h. Is the project located within a NC DCM Area of Environmental Concern (AEC)?  Yes  No 

2. Project Information 

2a. Name of project: Replacement of Bridge No. 56 over Lake Fisher on SR 2000 (Brantley Road) 

2b. County: Cabarrus 

2c. Nearest municipality / town: Kannapolis 

2d. Subdivision name: not applicable 

2e. NCDOT only, T.I.P. or state 
project no: 

B-5804 

3. Owner Information 

3a. Name(s) on Recorded Deed: North Carolina Department of Transportation 

3b.  Deed Book and Page No. not applicable 

3c. Responsible Party (for LLC if 
applicable): 

not applicable 

3d. Street address: 1598 Mail Service Center 

3e. City, state, zip: Raleigh, NC 27699-1598 

3f. Telephone no.: (919) 707-6136 

3g. Fax no.: (919) 212-5785 

3h. Email address: jsmason@ncdot.gov 

Office Use Only: 

Corps action ID no. _____________ 

DWQ project no. _______________ 

Form Version 1.4 January 2009 
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4. Applicant Information (if different from owner)  

4a. Applicant is:  Agent  Other, specify:  

4b. Name: not applicable 

4c. Business name                   
 (if applicable): 

 

4d. Street address:  

4e. City, state, zip:  

4f. Telephone no.:  

4g. Fax no.:  

4h. Email address:  

5. Agent/Consultant Information (if applicable) 

5a. Name: not applicable 

5b. Business name                   
 (if applicable): 

 

5c. Street address:  

5d. City, state, zip:  

5e. Telephone no.:  

5f. Fax no.:  

5g. Email address:  
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B.  Project Information and Prior Project History 

1. Property Identification 

1a. Property identification no. (tax PIN or parcel ID):   not applicable 

1b. Site coordinates (in decimal degrees): 
Latitude: 35.4914                           Longitude: - 80.5774   
           (DD.DDDDDD)                                         (-DD.DDDDDD)    

1c. Property size:  1.5 acres 

2. Surface Waters 

2a. Name of nearest body of water (stream, river, etc.) to 
proposed project: 

Cold Water Creek (Lake Fisher) 

2b. Water Quality Classification of nearest receiving water: WS-IV, CA 

2c. River basin: Yadkin-Pee Dee  

3. Project Description 

3a. Describe the existing conditions on the site and the general land use in the vicinity of the project at the time of this 
application:    

SR 2000 (Brantley Rd) is classified as a Local Route in the Statewide Functional Classification System and is not a 
National Highway System Route. Land use within the vicinity includes Forested Land, Agriculture, Commercial, and 
Residential. 

3b. List the total estimated acreage of all existing wetlands on the property:   

0.0 acres 

3c. List the total estimated linear feet of all existing streams (intermittent and perennial) on the property:  
150 linear feet (Lake Fisher, open water) 

3d. Explain the purpose of the proposed project: 
To replace a structurally deficient and functionally obsolete bridge. The road is currently closed due to issues with the 
bridge.  

3e. Describe the overall project in detail, including the type of equipment to be used: 
The project consists of replacing the existing 5-span 201-foot long bridge with a 214-foot long 3-span bridge on the 
existing alignment. Traffic will be maintained via off-site detour. Standard road building equipment, such as trucks, 
dozers, and cranes will be used. 

4. Jurisdictional Determinations 

4a. Have jurisdictional wetland or stream determinations by the 
Corps or State been requested or obtained for this property / 
project (including all prior phases) in the past? 
Comments:       

 Yes         No  Unknown  

4b.  If the Corps made the jurisdictional determination, what type 
of determination was made? 

 Preliminary  Final 

4c.  If yes, who delineated the jurisdictional areas? 
Name (if known):       

Agency/Consultant Company:       
Other:       

4d. If yes, list the dates of the Corps jurisdictional determinations or State determinations and attach documentation. 
No wetlands on site; project occurs on the existing causeway across Lake Fisher 

5. Project History 

5a. Have permits or certifications been requested or obtained for 
this project (including all prior phases) in the past? 

 Yes         No  Unknown 

5b. If yes, explain in detail according to “help file” instructions. 
Project previously permitted under Section 404 NWP 3 and Section 401 WQC 3883 (no written approval required for 
either) in October 2015; this current application for written approval at request of NCDWR; no changes to impacts.  



  

 4

6. Future Project Plans 

6a. Is this a phased project?  Yes          No  

6b. If yes, explain. 
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C.   Proposed Impacts Inventory 

1. Impacts Summary 

1a. Which sections were completed below for your project (check all that apply):   

 Wetlands        Streams - tributaries   Buffers          

 Open Waters                      Pond Construction       

2. Wetland Impacts  
If there are wetland impacts proposed on the site, then complete this question for each wetland area impacted. 

2a.  
Wetland impact 

number – 
Permanent (P) or 

Temporary (T) 

2b.  
 
Type of impact 

2c.  
 

Type of wetland 
(if known) 

2d.  
 
Forested 

 

2e.  
 

Type of jurisdiction 

2f.  
 
Area of impact 

(acres) 

Site     P  T       Choose One 
 Yes 
   No 

 Corps 
  DWQ 

      

Site     P  T       Choose One 
 Yes 
   No 

 Corps 
  DWQ 

      

Site     P  T       Choose One 
 Yes 
   No 

 Corps 
  DWQ 

      

Site     P  T       Choose One 
 Yes 
   No 

 Corps 
  DWQ 

      

Site     P  T        Choose One 
 Yes 
   No 

 Corps 
  DWQ 

      

Site     P  T       Choose One 
 Yes 
   No 

 Corps 
  DWQ 

      

2g. Total wetland impacts 
0 ac Permanent 
0 ac Temporary 

2h. Comments:       

3. Stream Impacts  
If there are perennial or intermittent stream impacts (including temporary impacts) proposed on the site, then complete this 
question for all stream sites impacted. 

3a. 
Stream impact 

number -
Permanent (P) or 

Temporary (T) 

3b. 
Type of impact 

3c. 
Stream name 

3d. 
Perennial 
(PER) or 
intermitte
nt (INT)? 

3e. 
Type of 

jurisdiction 
(Corps - 
404, 10 
DWQ – 

non-404, 
other) 

3f. 
Average 
stream 
width  
(feet) 

3g. 
Impact length 
(linear feet) 

Site     P  T             
 PER   
 INT 

 Corps   
 DWQ 

            

Site     P  T             
 PER   
 INT 

 Corps   
 DWQ 

            

Site     P  T             
 PER   
 INT 

 Corps   
 DWQ 

            

Site     P  T             
 PER   
 INT 

 Corps   
 DWQ 

            

Site     P  T             
 PER  
 INT 

 Corps   
 DWQ 

            

Site     P  T             
 PER   
 INT 

 Corps   
 DWQ 

            

3h. Total stream and tributary impacts 
0 Permanent 
0 Temporary 
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3i. Comments:       

4. Open Water Impacts  

If there are proposed impacts to lakes, ponds, estuaries, tributaries, sounds, the Atlantic Ocean, or any other open water of 
the U.S. then individually list all open water impacts below.
4a. 

Open water 
impact number – 
Permanent (P) or 

Temporary (T) 

4b. 
Name of 

waterbody  
(if applicable) 

4c. 
 

Type of impact 

4d. 
 
Waterbody 

type 

4e. 
 

Area of impact (acres) 

O1   P  T Lake Fisher Perm. Fill lake 0.03* 

O1   P  T Lake Fisher Temp. Fill lake 0.04 

O1   P  T Lake Fisher Ex. Pier Removal lake 0.02 

O1   P  T                         

4f. Total open water impacts 
0.03 ac Permanent 
0.06 ac Temporary 

4g. Comments: *Linear footage of perm. impacts to lake total 39 linear ft.  
 
Additional temp. impacts due to barge anchoring total <0.01 ac.; Additional perm. impacts due to drilled piers total <0.01 ac.   

5. Pond or Lake Construction  

If pond or lake construction proposed, then complete the chart below.  
5a. 
 
Pond ID 
number  

5b. 
 

Proposed use or 
purpose of pond 

 

5c. 
Wetland Impacts (acres) 

5d. 
Stream Impacts (feet) 

5e. 
Upland 
(acres) 

Flooded Filled  Excavated 
Flo
ode

d 
Filled Excavated Flooded 

P1         

P2         

5f. Total        

5g. Comments:  

5h. Is a dam high hazard permit required? 

 
 Yes          No        If yes, permit ID no:  

5i. Expected pond surface area (acres):  

5j. Size of pond watershed (acres):  

5k. Method of construction:  
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6. Buffer Impacts (for DWQ) 

If project will impact a protected riparian buffer, then complete the chart below. If yes, then individually list all buffer 
impacts below.  If any impacts require mitigation, then you MUST fill out Section D of this form. 

6a. 

Project is in which protected basin? 
 Neuse  Tar-Pamlico         Other:       
 Catawba  Randleman            

6b. 
Buffer impact 

number – 
Permanent (P) or 

Temporary (T) 

6c. 
 

Reason for impact 

6d. 
 
 

Stream name 

6e. 
 
Buffer 
mitigation 
required? 

6f. 
 
Zone 1 impact 
(square feet) 

6g. 
 

Zone 2 impact 
(square feet) 

Site    P  T             
 Yes  
 No 

            

Site    P  T             
 Yes   
 No 

            

Site    P  T             
 Yes   
 No 

            

 Site    P  T             
 Yes   
 No 

            

 Site    P  T             
 Yes   
 No 

            

6h. Total buffer impacts             

6i. Comments:       
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D.  Impact Justification and Mitigation 

1. Avoidance and Minimization 

1a. Specifically describe measures taken to avoid or minimize the proposed impacts in designing project.   

The proposed bridge is 13 feet longer than the existing bridge; An off-site detour will be employed during construction; 
The proposed bridge will have a vertical curve to direct drainage to both sides of the bridge. This will allow the bridge to 
be constructed without deck drains and eliminate direct discharge into Lake Fisher; Runoff from the bridge deck will be 
collected in concrete flumes at each end of the bridge and conveyed down the rip rap embankment at nonerosive 
velocities; Reinforced 1.5:1 fill slopes were utilized to minimize fill into Lake Fisher; Stormwater treatment will be provided 
for the approach roadways through the use of open graded friction course. 

1b. Specifically describe measures taken to avoid or minimize the proposed impacts through construction techniques.   

NCDOT Best Management Practices for Construction and Maintenance Activities and Best Management Practices for the 
Protection of Surface Waters will be employed. Since this is a CA water, Design Standards in Sensitive Watersheds will 
also be employed.  

2. Compensatory Mitigation for Impacts to Waters of the U.S. or Waters of the State 

2a. Does the project require Compensatory Mitigation for 
impacts to Waters of the U.S. or Waters of the State?  

 Yes         No  

If no, explain: Mitigation is not required for impacts 
associated with this project.  

2b. If yes, mitigation is required by (check all that apply):   DWQ  Corps 

2c. If yes, which mitigation option will be used for this 
project?  

  Mitigation bank  

  Payment to in-lieu fee program  

  Permittee Responsible Mitigation 

3. Complete if Using a Mitigation Bank 

3a. Name of Mitigation Bank: not applicable 

3b. Credits Purchased (attach receipt and letter) Type  Quantity  

3c. Comments:  

4. Complete if Making a Payment to In-lieu Fee Program  

4a. Approval letter from in-lieu fee program is attached.   Yes 

4b. Stream mitigation requested: 0 linear feet 

4c. If using stream mitigation, stream temperature:  warm            cool            cold 

4d. Buffer mitigation requested (DWQ only): 0 square feet 

4e. Riparian wetland mitigation requested: 0 acres 

4f. Non-riparian wetland mitigation requested: 0 acres 

4g. Coastal (tidal) wetland mitigation requested: 0 acres 

4h. Comments:       

5. Complete if Using a Permittee Responsible Mitigation Plan  

5a. If using a permittee responsible mitigation plan, provide a description of the proposed mitigation plan. 
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6. Buffer Mitigation (State Regulated Riparian Buffer Rules) – required by DWQ 

6a. Will the project result in an impact within a protected riparian buffer that requires 
buffer mitigation?  

 Yes         No  

 

6b. If yes, then identify the square feet of impact to each zone of the riparian buffer that requires mitigation.  Calculate the 
amount of mitigation required.   

Zone 

6c. 
Reason for impact 

6d. 
Total impact        
(square feet) 

 
Multiplier 

6e. 
Required mitigation 

(square feet) 

Zone 1             3 (2 for Catawba)       

Zone 2             1.5       

 6f. Total buffer mitigation required:       

6g. If buffer mitigation is required, discuss what type of mitigation is proposed (e.g., payment to private mitigation bank, 
permittee responsible riparian buffer restoration, payment into an approved in-lieu fee fund).   

      

6h. Comments:       

 
  



  

 10

E.  Stormwater Management and Diffuse Flow Plan (required by DWQ)  

1. Diffuse Flow Plan 

1a. Does the project include or is it adjacent to protected riparian buffers identified 
within one of the NC Riparian Buffer Protection Rules?  

 Yes         No  

 

1b. If yes, then is a diffuse flow plan included? If not, explain why.    

      Comments:       
 Yes         No 

2. Stormwater Management Plan  

2a. What is the overall percent imperviousness of this project? N/A 

2b.  Does this project require a Stormwater Management Plan?   Yes         No 

2c.  If this project DOES NOT require a Stormwater Management Plan, explain why:       

2d.  If this project DOES require a Stormwater Management Plan, then provide a brief, narrative description of the plan: 

       See attached permit drawings. 

2e.  Who will be responsible for the review of the Stormwater Management Plan? 
 Certified Local Government 
 DWQ Stormwater Program 
 DWQ 401 Unit 

3. Certified Local Government Stormwater Review  

3a.  In which local government’s jurisdiction is this project? not applicable 

3b. Which of the following locally-implemented stormwater management programs 
apply (check all that apply): 

 Phase II 
 NSW 
 USMP 
 Water Supply Watershed 
 Other:  

3c. Has the approved Stormwater Management Plan with proof of approval been 
attached? 

 Yes         No 

4.  DWQ Stormwater Program Review 

4a.  Which of the following state-implemented stormwater management programs apply 
(check all that apply): 

  Coastal counties 
  HQW 
  ORW 
   Session Law 2006-246 
  Other:       

4b. Has the approved Stormwater Management Plan with proof of approval been 
attached?    Yes         No N/A 

5.  DWQ 401 Unit Stormwater Review  

5a. Does the Stormwater Management Plan meet the appropriate requirements?    Yes         No  N/A 

5b. Have all of the 401 Unit submittal requirements been met?  Yes         No  N/A 
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F.  Supplementary Information 

1. Environmental Documentation (DWQ Requirement) 

1a. Does the project involve an expenditure of public (federal/state/local) funds or the 
use of public (federal/state) land? 

 Yes           No  

1b. If you answered “yes” to the above, does the project require preparation of an 
environmental document pursuant to the requirements of the National or State 
(North Carolina) Environmental Policy Act (NEPA/SEPA)?   

 Yes           No 

1c. If you answered “yes” to the above, has the document review been finalized by the 
State Clearing House?  (If so, attach a copy of the NEPA or SEPA final approval 
letter.)  

Comments:       

 Yes           No 

2. Violations (DWQ Requirement) 

2a. Is the site in violation of DWQ Wetland Rules (15A NCAC 2H .0500), Isolated 
Wetland Rules (15A NCAC 2H .1300), DWQ Surface Water or Wetland Standards, 
or Riparian Buffer Rules (15A NCAC 2B .0200)?  

 Yes           No 

2b. Is this an after-the-fact permit application?  Yes           No 

2c.  If you answered “yes” to one or both of the above questions, provide an explanation of the violation(s):       

3. Cumulative Impacts (DWQ Requirement) 

3a. Will this project (based on past and reasonably anticipated future impacts) result in 
additional development, which could impact nearby downstream water quality? 

 Yes    

 No     

3b. If you answered “yes” to the above, submit a qualitative or quantitative cumulative impact analysis in accordance with the 
most recent DWQ policy. If you answered “no,” provide a short narrative description. 

Due to the minimal transportation impact resulting from this bridge replacement, this project will neither influence nearby 
land uses nor stimulate growth. Therefore, a detailed indirect or cumulative effects study will not be necessary. 

4. Sewage Disposal (DWQ Requirement) 

4a. Clearly detail the ultimate treatment methods and disposition (non-discharge or discharge) of wastewater generated from 
the proposed project, or available capacity of the subject facility. 

not applicable 
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Mason, James S

From: Amschler, Crystal C SAW <Crystal.C.Amschler@usace.army.mil>
Sent: Wednesday, October 07, 2015 7:38 AM
To: Mason, James S
Subject: RE: B-5804, Bridge No. 56 over Lake Fisher on SR 2000 (Brantley Rd), permitting 

question (UNCLASSIFIED)

Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 
Caveats: NONE 
 
Jim, 
 
Sorry for the delay.  Based on the concurrence from FWS, the requirements of the Endangered Species Act have been 
satisfied and that the activity is authorized to proceed under NWP‐3 for maintenance with no further coordination 
required. 
 
Thanks and let me know if you have any other questions. 
 
Crystal C. Amschler  
Project Manager 
Asheville Regulatory Field Office  
151 Patton Avenue, Room 208 
Asheville, NC 28403  
(828)‐271‐7980 Ext 231 
 
The Wilmington District is committed to providing the highest level of support to the public.  To help us ensure we 
continue to do so, please complete the Customer Satisfaction Survey located at:   
 
http://corpsmapu.usace.army.mil/cm_apex/f?p=136:4:0 
 
 
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Mason, James S [mailto:jsmason@ncdot.gov]  
Sent: Tuesday, October 06, 2015 4:01 PM 
To: Amschler, Crystal C SAW 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] FW: B‐5804, Bridge No. 56 over Lake Fisher on SR 2000 (Brantley Rd), permitting question 
(UNCLASSIFIED) 
 
Crystal‐ 
 
I was emailing to see if you have had an opportunity to review the information that I provided in the email below. If you 
could email me back when you have an opportunity it would be much appreciated. Also, please let me know if you 
require any additional information or have any questions. 
 
Thanks, 
 
Jim 
 
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
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From: Mason, James S 
Sent: Friday, September 25, 2015 3:27 PM 
To: Amschler, Crystal C SAW 
Subject: RE: B‐5804, Bridge No. 56 over Lake Fisher on SR 2000 (Brantley Rd), permitting question (UNCLASSIFIED) 
 
Crystal‐ 
 
Thank you for your response. I spoke with the Design Build team and it appears that the project will occur primarily on 
the causeways. However, it appears that there are 5‐6 trees that are >4in DBH that will be cleared on the causeways 
within the permit review area. We had already received concurrence for the NLEB from USACE earlier this year (please 
see attached). Our Bio Surveys Group reviewed the most recent design and determined that this concurrence is still valid 
because the final design occurs in an area that is both within and much smaller than the one considered for the project 
when the concurrence was issued. Since there will be minor tree clearing and we have concurrence for the NLEB, would 
we be required to request written approval for the NWP 3? Or would no notification be required? If you could email me 
back when you have an opportunity it would be much appreciated. 
 
Thanks and have a great weekend, 
 
Jim 
 
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Amschler, Crystal C SAW [mailto:Crystal.C.Amschler@usace.army.mil] 
Sent: Tuesday, September 22, 2015 10:40 AM 
To: Mason, James S 
Cc: Hood, Donna 
Subject: RE: B‐5804, Bridge No. 56 over Lake Fisher on SR 2000 (Brantley Rd), permitting question (UNCLASSIFIED) 
 
Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 
Caveats: NONE 
 
Jim, 
 
As described I think this project clearly qualifies for authorization under NWP‐3.  If the project will result in removal of 
trees within the permit review area, which would be specifically where the discharge of fill material will occur, then 
consultation on the Northern Long Eared Bat would be required. Since this is a bridge project that spans a lake, I realize 
that no clearing may actually occur, but if there is any discharge of fill near the banks where trees will be removed we 
may need to consult.  If no tree clearing will occur within the permit areas, then this project would likely qualify for 
Nationwide 3 with no‐notification required. 
 
Crystal C. Amschler 
Project Manager 
Asheville Regulatory Field Office 
151 Patton Avenue, Room 208 
Asheville, NC 28403 
(828)‐271‐7980 Ext 231 
 
The Wilmington District is committed to providing the highest level of support to the public.  To help us ensure we 
continue to do so, please complete the Customer Satisfaction Survey located at: 
 
Blockedhttp://corpsmapu.usace.army.mil/cm_apex/f?p=136:4:0 
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‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Mason, James S [mailto:jsmason@ncdot.gov] 
Sent: Monday, September 14, 2015 3:45 PM 
To: Amschler, Crystal C SAW 
Cc: Hood, Donna 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] B‐5804, Bridge No. 56 over Lake Fisher on SR 2000 (Brantley Rd), permitting question 
 
Crystal‐ 
 
 
 
I am emailing regarding B‐5804, which is the proposed replacement of Bridge No. 56 over Lake Fisher on SR 2000 
(Brantley Rd). This is the bridge project that was added to the I‐3802A Design Build contract, but it is to be permitting 
separately from I‐3802A. Parsons Brinckerhoff has recently completed the draft permit drawings for the bridge and I 
wanted to confirm that we are permitting it properly. The impacts for the project are as follows: 
 
 
 
1)     0.03 ac. permanent fill, plus 0.04 ac. temporary fill in Lake Fisher. These impacts are related to the rip rap wrapping 
around the proposed end bents 
 
2)     <0.01 acres of permanent impacts associated with the installation of the drilled piers for the new interior bents 
 
3)     0.03 ac. of temporary impacts due to the removal of the existing piers. 
 
4)     <0.01 ac. of temporary impacts related to anchoring the barge. 
 
 
 
Based on the impacts listed above, we were planning on permitting this under a NWP 3.  In an email from June, you had 
stated that we could probably permit this as a NWP 3, but I wanted to confirm that now that we have the final impact 
numbers before we proceed. If you could email me back regarding this when you have an opportunity it would be much 
appreciated. 
 
 
 
Thanks, 
 
 
 
Jim 
 
 
 
Jim Mason 
 
Environmental Specialist 
 
Environmental Coordination & Permitting Group ‐ Western Region 
 
PDEA ‐ Natural Environment Section 
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N.C. Department of Transportation 
 
 
 
Physical Address: 
 
Century Center ‐ Building B 
 
1020 Birch Ridge Dr 
 
Raleigh, NC 27610‐4328 
 
 
 
Mailing Address: 
 
1598 Mail Service Center 
 
Raleigh, NC 27699‐1598 
 
 
 
Phone: (919) 707‐6136 
 
Email: jsmason@ncdot.gov 
 
 
 
 
________________________________ 
 
 
Email correspondence to and from this sender is subject to the N.C. Public Records Law and may be disclosed to third 
parties. 
 
 
Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 
Caveats: NONE 
 
 
 
 
________________________________ 
 
Email correspondence to and from this sender is subject to the N.C. Public Records Law and may be disclosed to third 
parties. 
 
Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 
Caveats: NONE 
 
 
 



United States Department of the Interior 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
Asheville Field Office 

160 Zillicoa Street 

Asheville, North Carolina 28801 

March 13, 2015 

 

 

 

Ms. Mary Frazer 

North Carolina Department of Transportation 

Project Development and Environmental Analysis Unit 

1598 Mail Service Center 

Raleigh, NC 27699-1598

 

Subject:  Review of Potential Impacts to the northern long-eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis) 

associated with the replacement of bridge No. 56 on SR 2000 (Brantley Road) over Lake Fisher 

in Kannapolis, Cabarrus County, TIP-I-3802/B-5804. 

Dear Mary: 

According to the information provided, the North Carolina Department of Transportation 

(NCDOT) proposes to replace Bridge No. 56 on SR 2000 (Brantley Road) over Lake Fisher (TIP 

No. B-5804) in Kannapolis, Cabarrus County.  The bridge is currently closed to traffic due to a 

failed bridge inspection. As part of I-3802A, replacing the bridge over the Brantley Road 1-85 

interchange is dependent on the crossing of Bridge No. 56. Since Bridge No. 56 is closed to 

traffic, the I-3802A project footprint was extended to include replacement of Bridge No. 56. 

 

On October 2, 2013 the US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) proposed to list the northern 

long-eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis) (NLEB) for protection under the Endangered Species Act 

(ESA) for its range.  A decision regarding federal listing of this species is anticipated in April 

2015.  The subject project lies within the range of NLEB in NC.  Given that we anticipate this 

species to be listed under the ESA within the next month, the FHWA and NCDOT have 

requested a conference with the USFWS regarding the NLEB for the bridge replacement portion 

of this project.    

 

I have reviewed the information provided for potential impacts to NLEB from implementation of 

B-5804.  Potential winter habitat was assessed and it was determined that no suitable mines or 

caves exist in the project footprint or within three miles.  The bridge structure itself was 

inspected and no evidence of bat use was noted.  Minimal tree clearing will occur on the existing 

causeway for the bridge demolition and construction and further clearing will occur on the 

lakeshore to create a barge landing.  Total tree clearing is anticipated to be 0.24 acres.  Both 

areas of tree clearing were inspected and the trees, while some are larger than three inches in 

diameter, were not loose barked and had few crevices or hollows suitable for roosting bats.  In 

addition, habitat along a lakeshore is not considered preferred habitat for NLEB.  

  

Based on the information provided we agree that implementation of project B-5804, a portion of 

I-3802A, will not jeopardize the continued existence of the NLEB.  Further we concur that if the 
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bat is listed, the project is not likely to adversely NLEB.  If NLEB is listed, obligations under 

Section 7 of the Act 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, (2) this action is subsequently modified in a manner that was not considered in this 

review, or (3) a new species is listed or critical habitat is determined that may be affected by the 

identified action. 

 

If you have questions about these comments, please contact me at 828-258-3939, ext. 237 or by 

e-mail.  In any future correspondence concerning this project, please reference our Log No. 

4-2-11-129, which includes I-3802A and the subject bridge replacement.       

 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Marella Buncick 

 

- - original signed - -  
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36780.2.FS2 TIP No.: I3802A/B5804 County(ies): Cabarrus Page 1 of 1

TIP Number: Date:

Phone: Phone:

Email: Email:

County(ies):

CAMA County?
No

Design/Future: Year: N/A Existing: Year:

Aquatic T&E Species? No Comments:

Yes No

No

N/A

Deck Drains Discharge Over Water Body? (If yes, provide justification in the General Project Narrative) (If yes, describe in the General Project Narrative; if no, justify in the
General Project Narrative)(If yes, provide justification in the General Project Narrative)

ac.
NB and SB - 10' lanes. No sidewalk or paved shoulder.

N/A

heafnerc@pbworld.com

Project Includes Bridge Spanning Water Body? Deck Drains Discharge Over Buffer? Dissipator Pads Provided in Buffer?

NRTR Stream ID:

Annual Avg Daily Traffic (veh/hr/day):

Existing Site

Project Length (lin. miles or feet):

ac.

Surface Water Body (1):

Water Supply IV (WS-IV)
NCDWR Surface Water Classification for Water Body

N/ABuffer Rules in Effect:LA

None

1200

NB and SB - 10' lanes, and 7'-8"' shoulder to accommodate a future sidewalk.

Waterbody Information

2008

NCDWR Stream Index No.:

36780.2.FS2

Impairments:

Other Stream Classification:

Primary Classification:

Project Built-Upon Area (ac.)

Project I-3802A/B-5804 consists of the construction of a 210' long cored slab bridge to replace existing bridge #56 in Cabarrus County on SR 2000 (Brantley Rd.) over Lake
Fisher.  The existing bridge is in poor condition and is closed to traffic.

The proposed bridge will have a vertical curve to direct drainage to both sides of the bridge. This will allow the bridge to be constructed without deck drains and eliminate direct
discharge into Lake Fisher.  Runoff from the bridge deck will be collected in concrete flumes at each end of the bridge and conveyed down the rip rap embankment at non-
erosive velocities.  Reinforced 1.5:1 fill slopes were utilized to minimize fill into Lake Fisher. Stormwater treatment will be provided for the approach roadways through the use of
open graded friction course.

This project creates surface water impacts by the installation of 3' diameter drilled piers and fill required for construction of spill through bridge abutments.  A barge will be
utilized for construction of the bridge.  The barge will be anchored adjacent to the bridge using spuds.  It is anticipated that the barge will be launched without creating additional
surface water impacts.

121 West Trade Street, Suite 1950

North Carolina Department of Transportation

Highway Stormwater Program
    STORMWATER MANAGEMENT PLAN

FOR NCDOT PROJECTS

Project Type:

Hydraulics Unit Address:

General Project Information

I3802A/B5804

WBS Element:

Bridge ReplacementWBS Element:

Parsons BrinckerhoffNCDOT Contact:

919-707-6703

Charlotte, NC 28202

Contractor / Designer:

704-342-5403

mslauffer@ncdot.gov

Raleigh, NC 27699-1590

Address:

9/9/2015

CabarrusKannapolis

Matthew S. Lauffer, PE

1590 Mail Service Center

River Basin(s):

City/Town:

0.40
Typical Cross Section Description:

Surrounding Land Use:

General Project Narrative:
(Description of Minimization of Water
Quality Impacts)

No

Residential, Office, Industrial and Agriculture

Cold Water Creek (Lake Fisher) 13-17-9-4-(1)

0.31

0.13 mi

Project Description

Proposed Project

Yadkin-Pee Dee

None

Supplemental Classification: CA

Wetlands within Project Limits?















Hand Existing Existing
Permanent Temp. Excavation Mechanized Clearing Permanent  Temp.   Channel Channel Natural

Site Station Structure Fill In Fill In in Clearing in SW SW Impacts Impacts Stream
No. (From/To) Size / Type Wetlands Wetlands Wetlands in Wetlands Wetlands impacts impacts Permanent Temp. Design

(ac) (ac) (ac) (ac) (ac) (ac) (ac) (ft) (ft) (ft)

23+00 TO 26+00 FILL 0.03 0.04 39
23+88 TO 25+18 EX. PIER REMOVAL 0.02

TOTALS*: 0.03 0.06 39 0 0

*Rounded totals are sum of actual impacts

NOTES:

Revised 2013 10 24 SHEET 7 OF 7

 TEMPORARY IMPACTS DUE TO BARGE ANCHORING: 126 SQ. FT. (0.003AC) <0.01 ACRE.

PERMANENT SW IMPACTS DUE TO DRILLED PIERS: 42 SQ. FT. (0.001AC) <0.01 ACRE.

                                                          WETLAND PERMIT IMPACT SUMMARY
WETLAND IMPACTS SURFACE WATER IMPACTS

Cabarrus
I3802A/B5804
36780.2.FS2

NC DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS

10/8/2015













I-3802A / B-5804 2-A



I-3802A/B-5804 2-B





DATE: PROJECT REFERENCE NO. SHEET NO.

DATE: I-3802A/B-5804 3

STRAIGHT

SHOP
CURVED

DOUBLE
FACED

APPROACH
END

TRAILING
END

APPROACH
END

TRAILING
END

APPROACH
END

TRAILING
END Type III G NG

Y12A 21+30.00 21+65.00 LT 21+30.00 21+65.00 4 7 Remove & Reset Existing Guardrail
Y12A 21+30.00 22+10.00 RT 21+30.00 22+10.00 2 5 Remove & Reset Existing Guardrail
Y12A 21+65.00 23+46.92 LT 175.0 21+65.00 23+46.92 4 7 1
Y12A 22+10.00 23+46.92 RT 125.0 22+10.00 23+46.92 2 4.67 1 Use 7' Post for Guardrail See Detail Sheet

Y12A 25+59.42 26+57.25 LT 87.5 25+59.42 26+57.25 2 5 1
Y12A 25+59.42 27+90.00 RT 212.5 25+59.92 27+90.00 2 4.67 1 Use 7' Post for Guardrail See Detail Sheet
Y12A 26+57.25 27+90.00 LT 26+57.25 27+90.00 2 5 Remove & Reset Existing Guardrail

IMPACT
ATTENUATOR

TYPE 350

STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA
"N" = DISTANCE FROM EDGE OF LANE TO FACE OF GUARDRAIL
TOTAL SHOULDER WIDTH = DISTANCE FROM EDGE OF TRAVEL LANE TO SHOULDER BREAK POINT.
FLARE LENGTH = DISTANCE FROM LAST SECTION OF PARALLEL GUARDRAIL TO END OF GUARDRAIL
W = TOTAL WIDTH OF FLARE FROM BEGINNING OF TAPER TO END OF GUARDRAIL GUARDRAIL SUMMARY

COMPUTED BY: C. Davis 8-20-2015

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYSCHECKED BY: D. Gourley 8-21-2015

G = GATING IMPACT ATTENUATOR TYPE 350
NG = NON-GATING IMPACT ATTENUATOR TYPE 350

SURVEY
LINE

BEG. STA. END STA. LOCATION
LENGTH WARRANT POINT

SINGLE
FACED

CONCRETE
BARRIER

REMOVE
EXISTING

GUARDRAIL

REMOVE &
STOCKPILE
EXISTING

GUARDRAIL

REMARKS

"N"
DIST.
FROM
E.O.L.

TOTAL
SHOUL
WIDTH

FLARE LENGTH W ANCHORS
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