7hl2s, NORTH CAROLINA
“ i@ Department of Transportation

Training for Categorical Exclusions

March 2017




Throughout this presentation, subjects for which training
materials are available or where help is on the way will have

this symbol: ﬂl
oo
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Purpose

« Shift CE Management from Central Units to Divisions
 Programmatic Agreement
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Federal Highway Administration
North Carolina Division

NON-MERGER PROJECTS

Planning & Program Development

George Hoops, P.E. Planning & Program Development Manager Statewide 919-747-7022
Bill Marley Planning & Environment Specialist Divisions 1, 2, & 4 919-747-7028

Eddie Dancausse Air Quality, Planning, & Environment Engineer Division 5 919-747-7026
Ron Lucas, P.E Environment Engineer Divisions 3, 6, & 8 919-747-7019

Congestion/ITS Management, Planning, & L

Joe Geigle, P.E. .g . J g Divisions 7 & 9 919-747-7007
Environment Engineer

Loretta Barren Planning & Environment Specialist Divisions 10, 11, & 12 919-747-7025

George Hoops
(P&PD Manager until Planning & Environment Specialist Division 13 & 14 919-747-7022
position is filled)
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Federal Highway Administration
North Carolina Division

MERGER PROJECTS

Preconstruction & Environment

Clarence Coleman, P.E. Preconstruction & Environment Director Statewide 919-747-7014

Ron Lucas, P.E. Environment Engineer Divisions 1-8 919-747-7019

Donnie Brew Preconstruction & Environment Engineer Divisions 9 - 14 919-747-7017

Felix Davila, P.E. Environmental Compliance Coordinator Statewide 919-747-7021

Mike Dawson Realty Officer Statewide 919-747-7009
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Agenda
« NEPA 101

 Programmatic Agreement between FHWA and
NCDOT

 CE Checklist: Non-Ground Disturbing Type | Projects
 CE Checklist: Ground Disturbing Type | and Il Projects
 CE Checklist: Type Il Projects

* Project Documentation and Supplemental Information
» Electronic Project Files
e Document Distribution

 Consultations

e Resources

Transportation



NEPA 101
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NEPA 101

\What is NEPA?

« National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
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* What triggers NEPA?
« Any federal nexus (e.g. FHWA funds, federal permit,

etc.) requires the implementation of the “NEPA
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Process”.
 For the purposes of the CE Agreement we are
dealing specifically with FHWA funds or an

Interchange Access Report being triggers

 FHWA NEPA Training Materials
are available
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NEPA 101

Under NEPA, there are three classes of action:
* Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

e Environmental Assessment (EA)

« Categorical Exclusion (CE)

* There are three Types of CE’s: |, Il, and Il
where we’ll spend our time today
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NEPA 101

Type | and Il are activities that are defined in two

|c||Sth' drawn from 23 CFR 771.117(c), which FHWA
efined as not involving significant impacts

(A) Actions classified as Categorical Exclusions in
23 CFR 771.117(¢)

Appendix A: Type |

Appendix B:
Type ll(A) Actions classified

Actions determined by CEQ & FHWAto be classified as Categorical Exclusions: 23CFR 77 as Cate
Type | Actions 1.117(d)
These actions (23 CFR 771.117(c) and other similar actions) were pre-approved by the FHWA
because they are minot and, based on past experience with similar actions, do not involve
significant impacts. They normally do not require any further NEPA approval by the FHWA. No
further NEPA documentation is required except for completion of the Categorical Exclusion Action
Classification included in Appendix E.

ori "
Actions detsrmi gorical Exclusions in

Type Il Actions ined by CEQ & FHWA to be cl

ifi

as Categ

ical Excl

1 Activities which do not involve or lead directly to construction (program activities), such as

planning and research activities; grants for training; engineering to define the elements of a 1-3.  [Reser
proposed action or alternatives so that social, economic, and environmental effects can be 4. Transportati .
assessed; and Federal-aid system revisions which establish classes of highways on the 2 Constru dm";m fringe parking facilf
Federal-aid highway system. . Appre i ck weigh es.
2 Approval of utlity installations along or across a transportation facility. me,gﬁ: for disposal of e‘;f;’;s ?,:gag:'o‘f or rest areas.
3 Construction of bicycle and pedestrian Ianes; patgls, and n;aecrllg;ssc & 87 Approvals for changse‘j use does not have s"“gfa%w for joint or limited f
4. Activities included in the State’s "highway safety lan” u USC 402. ; Constructi es in ace: nificant adverse jj use of right-of-
5. Transfer of Federal lands pursuant to 23 U. S.C. 107(d) andlor 23 U.S.C. 317 when the land indu: s::l?;"ﬁgﬂ"of new bus Storae;: :,t:gtrol rse impacts. -way,
kra\En;;f\er is in support of an action that is not otherwise subject to FHWA review under existing zoni n;';m& pu m";h;?,i:ce faciliies in areas used
3 ¥ const ; 4 redomi
6. Theinstallation of noise barriers or alterations to existing publicly owned buildings to 9 Rﬁ:m :‘;m vehicle tra "‘_": O near a street with adzqua'?g lcsa :t :tl;cons?s(em w',;‘hanﬂy for
provide for noise reduction. only mi reconstruction of ” city to handle a
i - minor existi inticipated
7. Landscapmg  cing. s ; 1 crease n the amounts of addiionl T o 0US buildings and anci p
8. Installation of fencing, signs. pavement markings, small passenger shelters, traffic sgmls 0. Construction number of users, are required and there j ancillary facilities
and railroad warning devices where no substantial land acquisition or traffic disruption will boarding areaos' bus transfer facilities (an o is not a substantial

occur.

areaarS,greas, kiosks and related street mprovemane Sl
ctivity cent passenger shelters,

9. The following actions for t ation facilities d by an incident resulting in an p oV
emeerg‘enqng;xag':by threa nwsport of nc»le S'a\ea:n%gs;!uyr?edl in by the Secr[;glary. ora n buConss u;ufﬁ;m . ter in which "‘grre isemen adeqtf.)a}':h;n located in a commercial
dnsaster5 orz emergency declared by the President pursuant to the Robert T. Stafford Act (42 dustrial or ._Of rail storage and maintenance f reet capacity for projected
US.C.5121) exist A i ce facilities i
a) %hmeﬂgency repairs under 23 U.SC. 125;and o —— . com""‘:‘lgnzonmg and where there is m"g’g}?ﬁ such ¢ n -’irea?suns::j_ predominantly for
b) The repair, reconstruction, i fitting, or rep! t of any road, highway, Acquisition icant noise i ? d
bridge, tunnel, or transit facility (such as a ferry dock or bus transfer station), including be‘:’:lriﬁ:(ne; L’:ﬂd for hardship or protectiv impact on the sumrous ndingwnh
i"ﬁ'%ﬁﬁ?fmfﬂﬁéﬁcﬁf e - Zequison onl for 3 parcuiarparcel or a e i -y e
i r 4 U 0 . .
i) Occurs within the existing right-of-way and in a manner that substantially conforms z;uiredv'es' including sh,'ﬁsoi"nb;".“”'nz’e the acquisiﬁo':.uﬂm‘r parcels. Thesevmnfg will
to the preexisting design, function, " location as the original (which may include PA pr:;g;z f":EPA process. ngr::éfor planned wﬁswctl.!g::t the evaluation of of land
ﬁggﬁmﬁﬁf ﬁ:“éii‘éii?ﬁﬂf‘é?:‘é’ iﬂii‘a;ﬁi‘.ﬁ&i‘iﬂﬁﬁ’éﬁ"‘“ © 3) Hardship acquisitin lcompieted development on such lar?;qemgyspm' thf'; may be
i) Is commenced within a 2-year period beginning on the date of the declaration beca"“'“e"s request to au':v.e:.”y acquisition of property b until the
10.  Acquisition of scenic easements. docuuse of an inability to ;ﬁm cular hardship to the);the applicant at the propey
1" Eee;imln:t;dlon of payback under 23 CFR Part 480 for property previously acquired with pro ment on the basis of heam‘,s Psa’m&e;’ﬂy This is jusﬁﬁ:”d‘ef' in C'gntras( to othe,sny
ral-aid participation. . b) Proberty POses an undue hardsh or financial reaeanernen the property owney
% Imo;zr:r?gmas ctt?w %22“"9 rest areas and truck weigh stations. be nee‘é:?;g,q:':"o" is done to ;Iaprecvoefn“fiarrm::no:he"s s that remaining in the r can
- il demonst an; 5 inent developy
14 Bus and rail car rehabilitation. rate that developmenrFC2ion comidor ment of a parcel whi
15 Alterations to faciliies or vehicles in order to make them accessible for elderty and :)hum such ?zgulopmem ,mﬂ:m'he Ai';"lnd would ;ez":dmumemahon mu‘g"cigxy
handicapped persons. 13. A Pose of cing the vance acqui ure tran: y
16.  Program administration, techi | assi adivities, and operating assistance 1o transit Oonmso'tras described in pr?,agmcf' ;'pm ty for a p'Wmsmon is not mem;p edo‘ :ao:mm and
authorities to continue existing serice or increase service to meet routine changes in ints in 23 CFR 771 11p7 s 26, 27, and 28 of Ap o ndEd' project. sole
demand. 117(e)(1-6). ix A that do not meet the
8
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NEPA 101

Type | CEs include things like:
* bridge replacements
» construction of bike/pedestrian lanes
e purchasing of scenic easements

Type Il CE’s include things like:
« construction of weigh stations/rest areas
 fringe parking facilities

Type Ill CEs are projects such as widenings. It's any
project not fitting the first two lists but where you are
certain of No Significant Impact

Transportation



Programmatic Agreement
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Programmatic Agreement between
FHWA and NCDOT

The agreement does the following:

« NCDOT has continued responsibility for verifying a project
gualifies as a CE.

 Previously, FHWA often signed CE’s. Now, in most cases
NCDOT will be making the final approval of Type | and Type
Il projects (FHWA does not approve).

* For these Type | and Il actions, the agreement also defines
threshold criteria when FHWA approval would be required.

* Type Ill CEs, approval by FHWA s still required.

* The list of approved Type | and Type Il activities is updated
(expanded).

* Previously minor widening projects, bridge replacements on
new alignment or onsite detours were in long written form.
Now they are also checklists. No more documented CE's.

« NCDOT/FHWA annual compliance review.
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Effective Date

Upon the signature date of the Agreement,

January 27, 2017, NCDOT can use this format for any
CE.

This format MUST be used for all CEs completed after
April 27, 2017.

Transportation



CE Checklist Basics
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CE Checklist Form Basics

Current Forms New Checklists
many lists, different for each (three lists, applies to man
project type) different project types)

I [ves [ 1o
Attachment G: Low/Minimal Impact y p e I Tthe proposed improvement (desoribed above in Sections © & D) s a Non-Ground Disturbing Type T
Bridge Project Data Sheet Actionfor 1,4,5,10, 11,13, 14, 15,18, 17, 19, 20, &lor 28 then answer questions 1,2, & 3. If
1] TIFNO B B- B B- question 3 is marked "yes,” FHWA signature is reguired.
WBS Elementiio. 1[I the praject net cansistent with the State Transpertation Imprevamant olo
i — ' l r ' l Program?
Stpion I the project located within  Historic District? If yes, FHWVA coordination is
= T — 2 | required to detarmine the effects of the praject on the district, FHWA signature | [] | [J
[ stsam - - Section | of this Form) an the CE may not be required (see Question 3).
[ Ties Does the project include adverse effects that cannot be resolved with a
= IS u r I I I 3 Memorandum of Agresment under Section 106 of the Mational Historic 0O
Bty st S Preservation Act or have an adverse effect on a National Historic Landmark?
surt matng
i3
so
I e )
HEDG mpacts (1F)
Fil  wmtanor o s et ) Morth Carolina Department of Transpartation
e "
T e e Inlerstgte Maintenance Preseryannn ngram
L Environmental Documentation Checklist
= B Pe s - — Oxker o deudo e i s v | e
Vbt
[ Tae SpeciesPresent Description of the proposed IMPF project: v B B pa e e ek e (0
510 conauson . e e et s
i —— i A e e T o it o1 e | 3| O
E et L T 5 o — e e e =
e T Are you using Federal-Aid Highway Funds far s project? Ve 17 B e I i
oy S— e O o 2 o e £ e SRR, S & [Evreproau LRl L0
i T Ara you using Federal-Aid Highway Funds for this projest? Corere sty e o e (5] R e e T
T Gponin = Ifyes’ goto#2 3 b g P = a0
LiC Pt . Ifna’, do not use “Federsl Highway Adminisration’s Nations! i wialiel s i
Aoy T etsareas FPolicy Act for Marth Caroiing Department of B e T e e i i
“Tribal Lands iom's Inferstate ervalion Progeam (December il @ |Uosae paect el e ongon n oetes il aln
et 1, 20100 © | Cosata wo st iadre o InaS. ol Sacthn < ppar Sl O = a3 ek on ea bl b e | | [
[ EE LT
B BT e = e = reper S
Yes [] o i 3o O o i ir e €T Vel Sy
No O i = A e alo
- e | T v AN TR A A
o = e P S | 5| o
i o
= Lot APPENDIX 30 i
CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION ACTION CLASSIFICATION FORM an g7 |foeets prmtiveiar phy ey Loge Mgy PR an
of e e S B e T ————y 1=
1 Pt oer . . |l e srams srana oo | = | L = I
inte Project No. e i
e e Isturbin el - EIL
Vs e g i iom | 7 | = e ot o e R S R ] | O
A {inciuda progact scopa and lacation and refar 1o the attachad praject No e NG g e a0
ocaton map | R e
edrhidl st b
of
8. Pumosa and Nead er
C. Proposad imprgusments: ol i -
of e N e s T e
Circls one or mars of the fallowing Typa Il mrovements whish appiy lo the praject ber & o Cingrves S wileues 1 A Soe y
e
1. Modemization of & highway by resurfacing, restoration. rehabilitation, reconstruction, 1 B s s i uus o pemn BAuduinul 208w | ] | )
ating 3nouiders, or adding audiary (8195 (6.9, Darking, waaving. uming, clmbing). ate, : o
a. Restorng, Rasurlacng, Rahabiliading, ani Recansinucling pavement (3R and 4R aJlo
b. wmvsmnl;\w d I iheough I ==
daning reakway and shouldars wihaud adding theough lanas C0% e o,catITpact et KTz 163 LES3, USFWE, 11 D Tl
© Modernizing sors reatmants bate =] |G a J[o
d. Constructing s improvements (margs, sy, and trn lanes) — 3/0 ” - Tl
6. Adding snoulder drains I ” v e
. Replacing and rahabikiating culverts, nleis, and drainage pipss, inchiding salely. 3G e e
Iraaiments et
9. Praviding drvaway pipas 10 = EIlE
. Parforming minor briige widernag (s than ans theough lans) J/0
i Sika Stabiizaon = s
i Structural BMF's far waler quality improvement I e I I I a|o
2. Highway safaty or iraffic aperalions mmprovamens projecis including fha mstalafion of E]= ” el
ramg mataring conrol devices and igAting Jlo o ewi i e st
a. Instaling ramp mstaring devices. SR B e ] ]
5. Inscling lights aln » L181 e ter Slo
& Adding ar upgrading guardrail
d. Instaling safely bamars including Jarsey typa barmers and pisr protection a0 = a|n
6. Installing or replacing impacs attsruators » | R oty s e e | 2 | o
H  sorading s b
g Improving nfersactans induding rokacation and'or raalgnment B S e | | L
. Making minor adway realignment
i Channalizing traffic
j. Pertarming clsar z0ne safety improvements including removing hazards snd fatening " alo
slope: i . )
k. Implsemanting raffic aid systams, signats, and mataris aid B |Coat mmrt . Cuos e a1m
I Installing brdge safsty hardwara including bridge rai rirofi, o [ e e S i ac
E [ a|o
12
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CE Checklist Format

Section A: Project Description

STIP Project No.
WBS Element
Federal Project No.

A. Project Description: (Include project scope and location,
iIncluding municipality and county. Refer to the attached
project location map and photos.) Note: The project
description should match the approved project
description in the STIP.
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CE Checklist Format

Section B: Description of Need and Purpose

B. Description of Need and Purpose
 For most Type | and Type Il Projects, this can be a simple
description (i.e., need to install guardrail for safety).
* For a Type lll project, this is a more complex discussion

covered by future training. l
(L)
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CE Checklist Format

Section C: Categorical Exclusion Action Classification

C. Categorical Exclusion Action Classification— Indicate:
e Typel, Il orlll
e AorB
« AIif NCDOT Approves
« B Iif FHWA Approves

We'll talk more about this later
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CE Checklist Format

Section C: Categorical Exclusion Action Classification

Incidentally, the corresponding STaRS milestones from the previous

slides are:
CE Type I-A (CE-IA) MO160
CE Type I-B (CE-IB) MO161
CE Type II-A (CE-IIA) MO162
CE Type II-B (CE-IIB} MO163
CE Type II (CE-IIT) MO164
Sectlun 4(f) de minimus M0157
Section 4(f) programmatic M0158
Section 4(f) individual M0159
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CE Checklist Form Basics

Section D: Proposed Improvements

D. Proposed Improvements —

Example: For a Bridge Rehabilitation you may select:

28. Bridge rehabilitation, reconstruction, or
replacement or the construction of grade separation
to replace existing at-grade railroad crossings, if the
actions meet the constraints in 23 CFR
771.117(e)(1-6).

Transportation



CE Checklist Form Basics
Section E: Special Project Information

E. Special Project Information:

Anything that drove your project decision or drove a project commitment
should be summarized here, for example:

» Costs

* Traffic

* Public Input

* Resource Agency Input

e Impact Summary

« Site conditions

* Etc.

Transportation



CE Checklist Form Basics

Section F: Project Impact Criteria Checklists

» This section is the heart of the form and is here to verify that we've
considered a number of federal laws and in particular to identify any
Issues which might require FHWA approval.

* A“Yes” check mark will require discussion in Section G.
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CE Checklist Form Basics

Section G: Additional Documentation

G. Additional Documentation Required for Unfavorable (“Yes” box
checked) Responses in Section G

Discussion regarding all unfavorable responses in Section F should be
provided below. Additional supporting documentation may be attached,
as described in the checklist slides. This includes a summary of
coordination activities, as well as avoidance and minimization efforts.
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CE Checklist Form Basics
Section H: Project Commitments

H. Project Commitments

Project Commitments “Greensheet” (Section H) is a tool for passing
along and following through with commitments made at various stages
of a project. They can be things like a trout or anadromous fish
moratorium.

If no commitments, include the Greensheet with the comment “no
project commitments.”

Roadway Design, Structure Design — Bike Accommodations
2 Four-foot-wide offsets and bicycle safe railings will be provided on the bridge to
f;:f o accommodate bicycle traffic.

R s
-y Hydraulic Unit - FEMA Coordination
,/'4?»"" ,gf::,«%,‘l «"M The Hydraulics Unit will coordinate with the NC Floodplain Mapping Program (FMP), to
ol determine status of project with regard to applicability of NCDOT’S Memorandum of
S < o Agreement. or approval of a Conditional Letter of Map Revision (CLOMR) and
s subsequent final Letter of Map Revision (LOMR).
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CE Checklist Form Basics

Section I: Signature Page

|. Certify versus Approved

 Under the Agreement, NCDOT has two potential actions. For the
vast majority of projects, NCDOT will approve the CE.

 For Type lll CEs, or if Type | and Il where a threshold question is
answered “yes” (as will be discussed later), NCDOT will certify to
FHWA that they have decided a CE is the appropriate action, and
FHWA will approve the CE.
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CE Checklist Form Basics
Section I: Signature Page |@ ccsnosnmmes

STIP Project No. B-4973
WBS Element 40097.1.1
Federal Project Mo. BRSTP 1157(5)
Prepared By:
5/05/21 mgv;fi"n D. Bridges
Date John D. Bridges, Project Manager

ABC Engineering Company

Prepared For:  North Carolina Depariment of Transportation

Reviewed By:
H sars Sane & Clze
Date Jane S. Doe, Project Development Engineer o

MNaorth Carclina Department of Transportation

If all of the threshold questions (1 through 7) of
B Approved Section F are answered “no,” NCDOT approves this
Categorical Exclusion.

If any of the threshold questions (1 through 7) of
D Certified Section F are answered “yes,” NCDOT cerifies this
Categorical Exclusion.

/06711 J ane S. Tﬂm‘!:i.ﬂ

Date If2£ John Hancock, Division Engineer
MNaorth Carclina Department of Transportation

FHWA Approved: For Projects Certified by NCDOT (above), FHWA signature
required.

NIA

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

o
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CE Checklist Form Basics
Section I: Signature Page |@ ccsnosnmmes

STIP Project No. B-4973
WBS Element 40097.1.1
Federal Project Mo. BRSTP 1157(5)
Prepared By:
o folin D, Bridyer
Date John D. Bridges, Project Manager

ABC Engineering Company

Prepared For:  North Carolina Depariment of Transportation

Reviewed By:
H sars Sane & Clze
Date Jane S. Doe, Project Development Engineer o

MNaorth Carclina Department of Transportation

If all of the threshold questions (1 through 7) of
B Approved Section F are answered “no,” NCDOT approves this
Categorical Exclusion.

If any of the threshold questions (1 through 7) of
D Certified Section F are answered “yes,” NCDOT cerifies this
Categorical Exclusion.

/06711 J ane S. Tﬂm‘!:i.ﬂ

Date If2£ John Hancock, Division Engineer
MNaorth Carclina Department of Transportation

FHWA Approved: For Projects Certified by NCDOT (above), FHWA signature
required.

NIA

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

o
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CE Checklist Form Basics
Section I: Signature Page |@ ccsnosnmmes

STIP Project No. B-4973
WBS Element 40097.1.1
Federal Project Mo. BRSTP 1157(5)
Prepared By:
5/05/21 mgv;fi"n D. Bridges
Date John D. Bridges, Project Manager

ABC Engineering Company

Prepared For:  North Carolina Depariment of Transportation

Reviewed By:
S aciy  Janed o 4
Date Jane S. Doe, Project Development Engineer o

MNaorth Carclina Department of Transportation

If all of the threshold questions (1 through 7) of
B Approved Section F are answered “no,” NCDOT approves this
Categorical Exclusion.

If any of the threshold questions (1 through 7) of
D Certified Section F are answered “yes,” NCDOT cerifies this
Categorical Exclusion.

/06711 J ane S. Tﬂm‘!:i.ﬂ

Date If2£ John Hancock, Division Engineer
MNaorth Carclina Department of Transportation

FHWA Approved: For Projects Certified by NCDOT (above), FHWA signature
required.

NIA

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

o
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CE Checklist Form Basics
Section I: Signature Page |@ ccsnosnmmes

STIP Project No. B-4973
WBS Element 40097.1.1
Federal Project Mo. BRSTP 1157(5)
Prepared By:
5/05/21 mgv;fi"n D. Bridges
Date John D. Bridges, Project Manager

ABC Engineering Company

Prepared For:  North Carolina Depariment of Transportation

Reviewed By:
H sars Sane & Clze
Date Jane S. Doe, Project Development Engineer o
MNaorth Carclina Department of Transportation
If all of the threshold questions (1 through 7) of
B Approved Section F are answered “no,” NCDOT approves this
Categorical Exclusion.

If any of the threshold questions (1 through 7) of
D Certified Section F are answered “yes,” NCDOT cerifies this
Categorical Exclusion.

/06711 J ane S. Tﬂm‘!:i.ﬂ

Date If2£ John Hancock, Division Engineer
MNaorth Carclina Department of Transportation

FHWA Approved: For Projects Certified by NCDOT (above), FHWA signature
required.

NIA

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

o
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CE Checklist Form Basics
Section I: Signature Page |@ ccsnosnmmes

STIP Project No. B-4973
WBS Element 40097.1.1
Federal Project Mo. BRSTP 1157(5)
Prepared By:
5/05/21 mgv;fi"n D. Bridges
Date John D. Bridges, Project Manager

ABC Engineering Company

Prepared For:  North Carolina Depariment of Transportation

Reviewed By:
H sars Sane & Clze
Date Jane S. Doe, Project Development Engineer o

MNaorth Carclina Department of Transportation

If all of the threshold questions (1 through 7) of
B Approved Section F are answered “no,” NCDOT approves this
Categorical Exclusion.

If any of the threshold questions (1 through 7) of
D Certified Section F are answered “yes,” NCDOT cerifies this
Categorical Exclusion.

E/06/11 Jane s Tewple _

Date If2£ John Hancock, Division Engineer
MNaorth Carclina Department of Transportation

FHWA Approved: For Projects Certified by NCDOT (above), FHWA signature
required.

NIA

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

o
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CE Checklist Form Basics
Section I: Signature Page QEE——

STIP Project No. B-4973
WBS Element 40097.1.1
Federal Project Mo. BRSTP 1157(5)
Prepared By:
5/05 11 =Z<‘»E'n D. Dridges
Date John D. Bridges, Project Manager

ABC Engineering Company

Prepared For:  Morth Carolina Department of Transportation

Reviewed By:
S5 Sane & Cloe
Date Jane 3. Doe, Project Development Engineer

Morth Carolina Department of Transportation

If all of the threshold questions (1 through 7) of
Il Approved Section F are answered “no,” NCDOT approves this
Categorical Exclusion.

If any of the threshold questions (1 through ¥) of
| Certified Section F are answered “yes,” NCDOT certifies this

Cateqgorical Exclusion.

E/o&e/11 Jane S T:m?i.c

Date flf John Hancock, Division Engineer
Morth Carolina Department of Transportation

FHWA Approved: For Projects Certified by NCDOT (above), FHWA signature
required.

siisr  Cope o

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

w
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CE Checklist Form Basics
Section I: Signature Page QEE——

STIP Project No. B-4973
WBS Element 40097.1.1
Federal Project Mo. BRSTP 1157(5)
Prepared By:
5/05 11 =Z<‘»E'n D. Dridges
Date John D. Bridges, Project Manager

ABC Engineering Company

Prepared For:  Morth Carolina Department of Transportation

Reviewed By:
S5 Sane & Cloe
Date Jane 3. Doe, Project Development Engineer

Morth Carolina Department of Transportation

If all of the threshold questions (1 through 7) of
Il Approved Section F are answered “no,” NCDOT approves this
Categorical Exclusion.

If any of the threshold questions (1 through ¥) of
| Certified Section F are answered “yes,” NCDOT certifies this
Cateqgorical Exclusion.

E/o&e/11 Jane S T:m?i.c

Date flf John Hancock, Division Engineer
Morth Carolina Department of Transportation

FHWA Approved: For Projects Certified by NCDOT (above), FHWA signature
required.

s Cspe Hogns ——

Date fQ“JohnF Sullivan, lll, PE, Division Administrator
Federal H[qhwav Administration

w
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CE Checklist Form Basics

What to add to a CE as an attachment

It is required to add the following to a CE:
 Vicinity map
* Any concurrence letters from resource agencies saying they agree

with the project effects and may have associated commitments
Section 106, Section 7, Merger

» If relocatees are involved, include the summary sheet from the
relocation report

At your discretion you might add an Environmental Features Map
showing a plan view of the design footprint and right of way.

No More 90 -200 page long CE’s!

Transportation



For the Upcoming Slides on the Questions

* The slides on the checklist will include:
 How to document your response for a “Yes” or a “No”
 Legal basis for the question
» Available resources to help answer the guestion if applicable

o If a threshold question is checked as “Yes,” FHWA signature will be
required.

Transportation



CE Checklist: Non-Ground Disturbing Type | Projects

Section F:
round Disturbing Projects
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Non-Ground Disturbing Type | Activities

The following Type | Actions gualify as Non-Ground Disturbing:

1. Activities which do not involve or lead directly to construction (program activities),
such as planning and research activities; grants for training; engineering to define the
elements of a proposed action or alternatives so that social, economic, and
environmental effects can be assessed; and Federal-aid system revisions which
establish classes of highways on the Federal-aid highway system.

4. Activities included in the State's "highway safety plan" under 23 USC 402.

5. Transfer of Federal lands pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 107(d) and/or 23 U.S.C. 317 when
the land transfer is in support of an action that is not otherwise subject to FHWA
review under NEPA.

10. Acquisition of scenic easements.

11. Determination of payback under 23 CFR Part 480 for property previously acquired
with Federal-aid participation.

13. Ridesharing activities.
14. Bus and rail car rehabilitation.

15. Alterations to facilities or vehicles in order to make them accessible for elderly
and handicapped persons.

Transportation



Non-Ground Disturbing Type | Actions (cont.)

The following Type | Actions gualify as Non-Ground Disturbing

16. Program administration, technical assistance activities, and operating assistance
to transit authorities to continue existing service or increase service to meet routine
changes in demand.

17. The purchase of vehicles by the applicant where the use of these vehicles can be
accommodated by existing facilities or by new facilities which themselves are within a
CE.

19. Purchase and installation of operating or maintenance equipment to be located
within the transit facility and with no significant impacts off the site.

20. Promulgation of rules, regulations, and directives (Not applicable to NCDOT).

29. Purchase, construction, replacement, or rehabilitation of ferry vessels (including
Improvements to ferry vessel safety, navigation, and security systems) that would not
require a change in the function of the ferry terminals and can be accommodated by
existing facilities or by new facilities which themselves are within a CE.

Transportation



Non-ground Disturbing Projects

Is the project inconsistent with the State Transportation

Improvement Program (STIP)? S

« How to Document: No documentation required.

 Legal Basis: To ensure compliance with air quality conformity. Also,
If a project is not included in the STIP, it is not eligible for
Federal-Aid reimbursement.

 Available Resources: Live STIP —
https://connect.ncdot.qgov/projects/planning/STIPDocuments1/LIVE STIP.pdf

Transportation



Non-ground Disturbing Projects

Is the project located within a Historic District? If yes,
FHWA coordination is required to determine the effects of

the project on the district. FHWA signature (in Section I) on S
the CE may not be required (see Question 3).

How to Identify Historic Districts

NC Historic Preservation Office HPOWEB mapping application:
http://gis.ncdcr.gov/hpoweb/

(6 ®efo

Lattude:36.151421 LongRude: 81155040 Scale 1:4,513.0

K]
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Non-ground Disturbing Projects

Is the project located within a Historic District? If yes,
FHWA coordination is required to determine the effects of
the project on the district. FHWA signature (in Section I) on
the CE may not be required (see Question 3).

[

e How to Document:

* “No0” — In the project file, plot project on HPO map with project limits
illustrating no historic districts.

e “Yes — As attachment to checklist, include effects form if “No Adverse
Effect”. If adverse effect, see Question 3.

 Legal Basis: Section 4(f) of the USDOT Act of 1966

 Avalilable Resources:

* NC Historic Preservation Office HPOWEB mapping application:
http://gis.ncdcr.gov/hpoweb/

« NCDOT Human Environment Section via the ETRACS System:
https://apps.ncdot.gov/PDEA/etracs/hes/

J
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Non-ground Disturbing Projects

Does the project include adverse effects that cannot be
resolved with a Memorandum of Agreement under Section
106 of the National Historic Preservation Act or have an
adverse effect on a National Historic Landmark?

3

e How to Document:

e “N0” — Enclose “No Adverse Effect” determination form or if Adverse
Effect that could be resolved with MOA, attach MOA.

* “Yes” - If adverse effect, check for coming training on Section 106 or
contact NCDOT HES or FHWA.

 Legal Basis: Section 4(f) of the USDOT Act of 1966 ﬂ'
onNg

» Available Resources: NCDOT HES and FHWA will participate and
concur in the effects determination

 Note: If a gray “Yes” box is checked, FHWA approval will be
required.
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Non Ground Disturbing Example

Under the previous agreement a
Type | Project documentation
ranged from:

Nothing at all

Memo in the file

8 Page PCE

Using New Format and
Attachment Rules

4 Pages

Type | Non-Ground Disturbing Categorical Exclusion Action
Classification Form

STIP Project No €555
WES Elemnant 5006631
Federal Project No. CMS-0005(736)

A. Project Descrption.
Davidsen County — Transit Operations Suppert for Lexington Circular Route and
Thomasville'Leington Connector Route. Opertional support S two bsses. Bus murber
omne runs along a 18 mils 17 stop daviatad fved route = the ciry of Lexington  Bu: mmwber fwe
Fms along a 36 mile, 13 stop fived comnector rome commectng Thomasville Mediral Canter and
Lexingron Medical Cener, Davidson County Commuity Colleze, Davidson County Heakh
Deparment and both county governmens ofices it Lexington and Thomasville
B. Descrption of Need and Purpose:
To assat the sustunability ProPTam operations an wo bus routes which have become inportan
asz23 for prow. Deeded [ARSpONATon 10 Counry. mmms or heahthcare visEs, education
emplovment and shoppinz.
C. Categorical Exclusion Action Classfication: Type [A (NCDOT Approvaly
D. F'ru@ed Improvements:
§. Progam administration, technical assistance activities, and operating assistnce to transit
mhmns to conrinue enisting service of Mmcrease service fo mest rowtine changes in demand
E. Soecial Profect information: /A
F. Project Impact Criteria Checkiists:

Typs 1- Non-Sround Disturbing Agticn [ ves [ o

ke ripecedipevicamint st st s el & B 3 e Cicim iy e |
Action Tor 1. 4, 5 1. 13. 14, 15. 16. 17. 19, 20, &/0r 28 hen answer QUesons 1, 2. & 3. T question
3s marked "yes,” PR approal s requred

1 |is e project not oonsistant wih the State Transpodtation mprovemant
Program?

=

1& the project located within 3 Historc District? If yes, FHWA coordination is
2 | rquired to determing e SMecis of 1= project 0N The DEINTL FHWA Signatur
{Sectian | of thls Fom) on the CE may not be requined (se= Question 3).

o (o

=

Dioes the project mcune adverse effects hat cannot be reoived wm 3
3 | METOrandum of Agreement LOEr Section 106 07 ihe NaTona: Histo
Frasenvation Act of have an adverse effect on 2 National Histori Lr\umm’

=
H

G. Addifional D 3s Required from Section F:

WA

AN it S Wi i

e
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Type | Non-Ground Disturbing Categorical Exclusion Action
Classification Form

STIP Project No. C-5559
WBS Element 50066.3.1
Federal Project No. CMS-0005(736)

A Project Description:
Davidson County — Transit Operations Support for Lexington Circular Route and
Thomasville'Lexington Connector Route. Operational support for two busses. Bus number
one runs along a 16 mle, 22 stop deviated fixed route m the city of Lexmgton  Bus number two
runs along a 36 mile. 13 stop fixed connector route connecting Thomasville Medical Center and
Lexington Medical Center. Davidson County Conmmnity College, Davidson County Health
Department and both county government offices in Lexington and Thomaswville.

B. Description of Need and Purpose:
To assist the sustamability program operations on two bus routes which have become mmportant
asses for providing needed transportation to county residents for healthcare visits, education
employment and shopping.

C. Categorical Exclusion Action Classification: Tyvpe IA (NCDOT Appraval)
D. Proposed Improvements:

16. Program adnumistration. technical assistance activities, and operating assistance to transit
authorities to continue existing service or mcrease service to meet routine changes i demand.

E. Special Project Information: N/A

F. Project Impact Critenia Checklists:

Type | - Non-Ground Disturbing Action ‘ Yes ‘ No

If the proposed improvement (described above in Sections C & D) is a Non-Ground Disturbing Type |
Action for 1,4, 5, 10, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 19, 20, &for 29 then answer questions 1, 2, & 3. If question
3 is marked “yes,” FHWA approval is required.

Is the project not consistent with the State Transportation Improvement
: Prograpm?!e - - O

Is the project located within a Historic District? If yes, FHWA coordination is
2 required to determine the effects of the project on the district. FHWA signature
(Section | of this Form) on the CE may not be required (see Question 3).

X

Does the project include adverse effects that cannot be resolved with a
3 Memorandum of Agreement under Section 106 of the National Historic D
Preservation Act or have an adverse effect on a National Historic Landmark?

G. Additional Documentation as Required from Section F:
N/A

Transportation
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I Cateqorical Exclusion Approval

STIP Project No. C-5559
WBS Element 50066.3.1
Federal Project No. CMS-0005(736)

Prepared By:

7/30/14 Caryn Johnson

Date Project Manager
ABC Engineering

Davidson County

Stan | ieber

Project Development Engineer
NCDOT - Division 4

If the answer to question 3 in Section F is “no,” NCDOT
approves this Categorical Exclusion.

0 Certified If the answer to question 3 in Section F is “yes,”
NCDOT certifies this Categorical Exclusion.

g-02-14 Avrehie Leach
Date for John Hancock, PE, Division Engineer
North Carolina Department of Transportation

FHWA Approved:

N/A
Date John F. Sullivan, Ill, PE, Division Administrator
Federal Highway Administration

Transportation
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CE Checklist: Type | and Il Ground Disturbing Projects

Type | and Il Ground Disturbing Project

This checklist determines if FHWA should sign your CE document and what

other information may be necessary.

Tveeld |- Ground Disturbing Actions

‘es

Ho

{FHWA Signaturs Roquired It "Ves" Solectsd]

ITthe prepesed improvement (idenfied above in Sections C & DI F 2.

= Type | Action for #5.2,3,6, 7,8, 9. 12, 18,21, 22, 3, 24,25, 26, 27, 28, &éor 30; &/ar

= Type Il Action
then answar the thrashold e ftaria quastions {bslow) and cuastions & - 31 for graund distrbing sctions.

In addiion, i any of questions 1-7 are marked "yes" then the CE wil require FHWA approval.

Doas the project ragquira farmal cansultation with U 8. Fish and Widifa
Service (USFWS) ar Mational Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS)7

Does the project razult in impacts subject ta tha condtions of tha Bald anel

2| Golden Esgle Pratection Act (BGRA)?

5 | Doesthe project generate substantial contraversy or public opposition, for any
reason, folkowing appropriate public invalvement?

4 |Dossthe impacts relative to
law-incame andior minority pepulatians?

5 | Doesthe project involve & residential or commercial displacement, or a
substantial amount of right of way acquisition?

6 | Dousthe projoct raquira an Individual Section 4() approval?

Dioes the project include adverse effects that cannot be resolved with &

7 | Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) under Section 106 of the Natiorral Historic
Praservation Act (NHPA) of hava an adversa effact on a Natianal Historic

Landmark (NHLY?

1 any of questians B through 31 are markad “yes then additional information will e required for thase

guestions in Section G.
Other i

§

z
K

Dioes the project restitin a finding of ‘may affect not likely o adversely
& | orless forlisted species, or designated critical habitat under Section 7 of the
pecies Act (ESA)7

8 | Does the project impact anadromous fish?
Does the classifiad 25 Outatanding Resourca Water
4o | (ORW, High Quality Water (HOW), Water Supply Watershed Critical

Areas, 3031¢) listod impaired wator bodios, buffer rulos, or Submerged
Aguatic Vegetation {SAYI?

11 | Does the projectimpact waters of the Urited States in any of the designated
mountain trout stroams?

12 | Doesthe project require 3 US, Ammy Corps of Engineers (USACE) Individual
Section 404 Permit?

13 | Willthe preject require an casement from a Federal Encrgy Regulatory
Commission (FERC) licansad facilil

Other {gontinued) Yes | Mo
15 | Does the preject invokve hazardous materials and landfills? ao|lg
Does the project require wark ancroaching and adversaly affecting a
15 | repulatony ssduay or work aecting the base fisodpiain (100-year fiood) olo
elevations of a wrater course or lake, pursuant to Execulive Crder 11988 and
23 CFR 650 subpart A7
s the projact in a Coastal Area Management Act {CANA) eetnty and oo
17 | substantially sffects the cosstal zane andior any Ares of Envirenmental
Congern (AEC)?
18 | Does the project require a U.5. Coast Guard (USCG} parmit? a0
1 | Does e project invalve conslruction achvities I, #0ross, of AGIACENT 1 & oo
dosignatod Wild and Scenic River prosent within the projeet arca®
20 | Does the project invalve Coastal Barrier Resources Act [CBRA) resources? oo
2| Does the project impact federal lands (e.g. U.5. Forest Servics (USFS), olo
USFWS, etc ) or Tribal Lands?
22 | Docs the project involve any changes in access control? ajg
23| Does e pivject have a pemmenant adverae affect on local (st pattems or | [ | []
communi
24 | Will maintenance of raffic cause substantial disruption? oo
Is the project incansistant with the STIP o the hetropolitan Planning
25 iz MPQ's) i Program (TIF) (where oo
applicable)?
Does the project require the acquisiion of lands under the protection of
Section Bif) of the Land and Water Conservation Act, the Fedaral Aid in Fish
26 | Restoretion Act the Federal Al in Widie Restoratin Act Tennessee Valley | ) | ]
Authority (TVA). Tribal Lands. or other uniguc areas or special lands that wore
acquirad in fae or easemant with public-use maney and have deed restrictians
or covenants on the property
27| Does e project involus Fedaral Emergency Wanagement Agency (FEMIA) oo
buyaut preporties undr the Hazard Mitigation Grant Program (HWGP)?
28 | Does the project include a 6 minimis of programmatic Section 417 a|lg
23 | Is the project considered a Type | under the NGDOT's Noise Policy? Imp R m
Is there prime or important farmland soil impacted by this project as defined by
# | the Farmiand Protection Folioy Act (FFPA)T oo
31| Are there ather issues it aroae durng the project developmiem progess tat | [ | []

affeetod the project docision?

Does the project include a Section 106 of the NHP# efiects determination
14 | ether than ano cffect, including archaealogical emains? Are there project
commitments identified?

O |Oooo o oo

0O |Oono o oo
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CE Checklist: Type | and Il Ground Disturbing Projects

Ground Disturbing Projects: FHWA Threshold Criteria Questions
If any of these are marked “Yes,” NCDOT Certifies the document and
FHWA Approves it.

FHWA APPROVAL ACTIVITIES THRESHOLD CRITERIA ves | No
If any (FHWA Signature Required If "Yes" Selected)
1 Does the project require formal consultation with U.S. Fish and Wildlife D I:l
are Service (USFWS) or National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS)?
marked 5 Does the project result in impacts subject to the conditions of the Bald and 0| O
“yes” Golden Eagle Protection Act (BGPA)?
]
FHWA 3 Does the project generate substantial controversy or public opposition, for any D I:l
. reason, following appropriate public involvement?
signature
. 4 Does the project cause disproportionately high and adverse impacts relative to D I:l
IS low-income and/or minority populations?
reqUIred 5 Does the project involve a residential or commercial displacement, or a D |:|
substantial amount of right of way acquisition?
6 Does the project require an Individual Section 4(f) approval? |:| |:|
Does the project include adverse effects that cannot be resolved with a
7 Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) under Section 106 of the National Historic D I:l
Preservation Act (NHPA) or have an adverse effect on a National Historic
Landmark (NHL)?
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UNDERSTANDING AND ANSWERING
THE QUESTIONS

DON'T PANIC

-~
0

Transportation



What I1s Substantial?

A few questions in the checklist mention “substantial.”
Substantial relates to context and intensity.

 Losing something unique, like the only grocery store in an
area, may be a substantial impact.

* Losing the largest employer in an area may be a substantial
Impact, even if there are many neighborhood businesses.

» Substantial could also be used if there a greater than usual
controversy associated with the project.

If in doubt, contact NCDOT Community Studies group or
FHWA.

Transportation



ECOLOGICAL QUESTIONS

(answered using the NRTR)

e Questions 1, 2, 8-12, and 17 are all ecology based

* For every project, the Division Environmental Officer (DEQO), or
their designee, will providing a memo or report to address the
guestions listed above.

» This document, the Natural Resource Technical Report (NRTR)
can be scaled to the needs of the project. It could be as short as
a paragraph or two to a multipage document that addresses
stream and wetland impacts, potential impacts to endangered
species, or habitat. In some cases, specialized surveys may be
required (mussels, bats, etc.).

* Regardless of the form of the NRTR, it should be stored in the
project file.

Transportation



FHWA APPROVAL ACTIVITIES THRESHOLD CRITERIA

Does the project require formal consultation with U.S. Fish
(B and Wildlife Service (USFWS) or National Marine Fisheries = [0 [
Service (NMFS)?

« Trigger: Adverse Effect on an Endangered Species or on Critical Habitat

e How to Document:
 “N0” — See Question 8

* “Yes” — In Section G, include a brief summary of coordination with USFWS
including a reference to the Biological Assessment (BA) and Biological
Opinion (BO) and any other relevant correspondence. With the DEO’s
assistance, identify any project commitments belonging in the Greensheet
(Section H). Attach the BO (concurrence) from USFWS to the CE.

 Legal Basis: Endangered Species Act of 1973
» Protects endangered species and their habitats
 Other Agencies Involved: USFWS, NMFS, FHWA

Transportation



Ecological Questions

Does the project result in a finding of “may affect not likely
to adversely affect” for listed species, or designated critical
habitat under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
(ESA)?

O O

« Change In Language — The original form was incorrect adding “or
less.” The new form will modify this accordingly.

« Trigger: Any effect on an Endangered Species or on Designated
Critical Habitat that does not require formal Section 7 consultation.
 How to Document:

* “No” — NRTR in project file should include listed species for the county(ies)
and a biological conclusion for each species.

* “Yes” — In Section G, Include a brief description referencing the NRTR and
summarizing coordination with USFWS. Attach the concurrence letter from
USFWS to the CE. Include any required minimization/mitigation measures
as project commitments in the Greensheet (Section H).

 Legal Basis: Endangered Species Act of 1973
« Other Agencies Involved: USFWS, NMFS, FHWA

Transportation



FHWA APPROVAL ACTIVITIES THRESHOLD CRITERIA

5 Does the project result in impacts subject to the O O
conditions of the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act?

« Trigger: The NRTR identified Bald or Golden Eagle impact from the
project.

e How to Document:

 “No”— NRTR in the project file should note habitat or lack of habitat and
conclusion.

 “Yes” —In Section G, describe coordination efforts with USFWS
referencing any correspondence and include any project commitments
in the Greensheet (Section H).

 Legal Basis: Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act of 1940

» Controls the taking, possession, and transportation
within the US of bald and golden eagles. Also covers
disturbing eagle nests.

o Other Agencies Involved: USFWS, FWHA

Transportation



Ecological Questions

n Does the project impact anadromous fish? O 0O

 How to Document:
o If“N0o” — NRTR in the project file,

» If “Yes” — In addition to the NRTR in the file, in Section G reference
coordination with appropriate agency and include any appropriate project
commitments in the Greensheet (Section H).

 Legal Basis: Anadromous Fish Conservation Act of 1965

» Protects fish that are born in fresh water, spend most of their life at sea
and return to fresh water to spawn.

e Other Agencies Involved: NC Division of Marine Fisheries (NCDMF),
NC Wildlife Resources Commission (NCWRC)
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Ecological Questions

Does the project impact waters classified as Outstanding

Resource Water (ORW), High Quality Water (HQW),

(Lor - Water Supply Watershed Critical Areas, 303(d) impaired O 0O
water bodies list, buffer rules, or submerged aquatic

vegetation (SAV)?

 How to Document:
* If“No” — NRTR in the project file.
o If“Yes” — NRTR will document, summary any coordination in Section G
and include any appropriate project commitments in the Greensheet
(Section H).

 Legal Basis: The Clean Water Act of 1972

» Regulates pollutant loads and establishes
water quality standards.

« Other Agencies: NC Division of Water Resources
(NCDWR), USFWS
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Ecological Questions

Does the project impact waters of the United States in any
11 ) : O O
of the designated mountain trout streams?

 How to Document:
* If“No” — NRTR in the project file.
o If“Yes” — NRTR in project file. In Section G briefly summarize any
coordination with the Wildlife Resources Commission (WRC) and include
any appropriate project commitments on the Greensheet (Section H).

 Legal Basis: The Clean Water Act of 1972

* Regulates pollutant loads and establishes water quality standards.
Construction moratoria may be applicable for projects crossing listed
trout streams.

« Other Agencies Involved: NCWRC
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Ecological Questions

Does the project require a U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Individual Section 404 Permit?

e How to Document:

 If“No” — NRTR in the project file. If not addressed by the NRTR, ask
the DEO to provide an e-mail/memo that the project is under the
threshold for an Individual Permit (IP).

o If “Yes” — Summarize coordination (in Section G) with the US Army
Corps of Engineers (USACE) to determine whether project needs to go
through the Merger Process and/or related steps such as finding the
Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA).

 Legal Basis: Section 404 of the Clean Water Act

» Established a program to regulate the discharge of dredged or fill
material into “waters of the US”, including wetlands.
e Other Agencies Involved: FHWA, US Army Corps of Engineers
(“The Corps” or USACE).
 Note: An IP does not necessarily mean a project will need to follow
the Section 404 Merger Process.
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Ecological Questions

Is the project in a Coastal Area Management Act (CAMA)
{7/ | county and substantially affects the coastal zone and/or O 0O
any Area of Environmental Concern (AEC)?

e How to Document:

* If“No” — NRTR in the project file.

o If“Yes” —-NRTR in the project file. In Section G summarize any
coordination with the Division of Coastal Management and include any
appropriate project commitments on the Greensheet (Section H).

 Legal Basis: Coastal Area Management Act (CAMA) in North
Carolina implements the federal Coastal Zone Management Act
(CZMA).
 The goal of the CZMA is to “Preserve,
protect, develop, and where possible,

to restore or enhance the resources of
the nation’s coastal zone.”

« Other Agencies Involved: Division of
Coastal Management (NCDCM)
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Archaeological and Historic Architecture

Sections 106 and 4(f

Transportation



Archaeological and Historic Architecture

Sections 106 and 4(f

Questions 7 and 14: Based on Section 106, the National
Historic Preservation Act, the person making the decision on
these issues must be a person with a degree in Architectural
History or a trained Archaeologist.

For every CE level project involving ground disturbing activities you will:

* Request a PA Screening through ETRACS.
https://apps.ncdot.qgov/PDEA/etracs/hes/ This will result in two forms
(archeology and historic architecture) indicating that you either do or do
not need surveys.

o If a survey is required, there are potential Section 106 resources in the
area. Many steps of coordination and documentation will be required,
both in the project file and as a summary in the checklist, in addition to
possible project commitments on the Greensheet (Section H). ﬂl

)
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FHWA APPROVAL ACTIVITIES THRESHOLD CRITERIA

Does the project include adverse effects that cannot be

resolved with a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) under .
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act or have

an adverse effect on a National Historic Landmark?

e How to Document:
e If“No” —see Question 14.
 If“Yes” — Include all Section 106 related correspondence in project file, In
Section G, Summarize coordination with the NC Historic Preservation Office
(HPO) and FHWA. With the historian’s or archaeologist’s assistance, identify
any project commitments belonging in the Greensheet (Section H). Attach the

106 Concurrence to CE.
 Legal Basis: Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966
* Requires federal agencies take into account the effects of their actions on
historic properties and afford the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
(ACHP) a reasonable opportunity to comment on the project.
« Ahistoric property is any prehistoric or historic district, site, building, structure,
or object included in, or eligible for inclusion in National Register of NRHP.
« Other Agencies Involved: FHWA, State Historic Preservation Office, Office

of State Archeology
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Archaeological and Historic Architecture

Does the project include a Section 106 of the National
(L2 Historic Preservation Act effects determination other than a O 0O
no effect, including archaeological remains?

« Trigger: State Historic Preservation Office concurrence of “No
Adverse Effect”

e How to Document:

* If“No” — In project file include either a “Programmatic Agreement Cultural
Resources Screening Checklist” or both Programmatic Agreement forms
stating “No Survey Required” or “No Effect”. Include form(s) as an
attachment.

o If“Yes” — In project file include all relevant correspondence and forms. In
Section G, summarize coordination with HPO and FHWA including dates
and references to forms or correspondence. Include any project
commitments on the Greensheet (Section H). Include concurrence forms
as an attachment.

 Legal Basis: Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act

« Other Agencies Involved: FHWA, State Historic Preservation Office
and Office of State Archaeology
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Archaeological and Historic Architecture

Does the project include a Section 106 of the National
(L2 Historic Preservation Act effects determination other than a O 0O
no effect, including archaeological remains?

Note: For Locally Administered Projects (LAP), do not send requests
through the PA Tracker with NCDOT HES. The town should request the
North Carolina Historic Preservation Office to screen the project. If the
resulting letter indicates “no surveys” for either architecture or
archaeology, then that would serve as concurrence for Section 106 and
should be attached to the document.

If “Yes” — process in the same way as any other CE. Include all
Section 106 related correspondence in project file, In Section G,
summarize coordination with the NC Historic Preservation Office
(HPO) and FHWA. With the historian’s or archaeologist’s
assistance, identify any project commitments belonging in the
Greensheet (Section H). Attach the 106 Concurrence to CE.

Transportation



FHWA APPROVAL ACTIVITIES THRESHOLD CRITERIA

n Does the project require an Individual Section 4(f) O O
approval?

Legal Basis: Section 4(f) of the USDOT Act of 1966

» Protects publicly-owned parks, recreation areas, wildlife refuges, waterfowl
refuges, and historic sites on or eligible for the National Register of Historic
Places (NRHP). These are considered 4(f) resources.

Trigger: Any Adverse Effect as determined by the authority with jurisdiction
on any of the resources listed above will result in an Individual 4(f).
* An Individual 4(f) is stand alone documentation which requires FHWA approval.

How to Document:

o If“No” — Section 106 requirements were addressed in previous questions. For
the other 4(f) resources, in the project file include a map illustrating project study
area with any identified 4(f) resources or lack thereof. This same map can be
used to address multiple resources, whatever is most expedient for your
situation.

« If“Yes” — Rely on FHWAto direct this activity.

Other Agencies Involved: FHWA, Official with Jurisdiction, State Historic
Preservation Office, Office of State Archaeology ﬂ.
(L)
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UESTIONS ON ACCESS AND PARCELS

Questions 3, 5, 22, and 24-29 require some training

and knowledge of the project and involve access and
parcel-level impacts.

-

Transportation



FHWA APPROVAL ACTIVITIES THRESHOLD CRITERIA

Does the project generate substantial controversy or
<IN public opposition, for any reason, following appropriate O O
public involvement?

e How to Document:

o If“No” - Project file should include summary of appropriate public
involvement efforts and a summary of any comments received.

o If“Yes” — In Section G, summarize efforts in public involvement and the
nature of the issue. You will want to talk this issue over with FHWA as
soon as it becomes a concern.

 Legal Basis: According to 23 CFR 771

« If a project would normally be classified as a CE, but has substantial
controversy on environmental grounds, additional environmental studies
are required to determine if a CE is the appropriate document type.

o Other Agencies Involved: FHWA

Transportation



FHWA APPROVAL ACTIVITIES THRESHOLD CRITERIA

Does the project involve a residential or commercial
displacement, or a substantial amount of right of way O O
acquisition?

e How to Document:

* If“No” — If no right of way (RW) is required, simply note it in an e-mail or
memo to file. If RW is required, include a figure in the project file
demonstrating of any right of way needed.

o If“Yes” — In Section G, document all public involvement and efforts to
mitigate concerns. If relocatees are involved, include RW Relocation
summary sheet as an attachment.

 Legal Basis: U.S. Code, Title 23 (Highways), Section 109 (h)

 FHWA guidelines must “Assure that possible adverse economic, social,
and environmental effects relating to any proposed project on any
Federal-aid system have been fully considered in developing such
project.”

« Available Resources: Determination of “substantial” is site-specific
and is mainly learned by experience. Support may be provided by
Division Engineer, NCDOT Human Environment Section (HES), or
FHWA.

o Other Agencies Involved: FHWA



FHWA APPROVAL ACTIVITIES THRESHOLD CRITERIA

Does the project involve a residential or commercial
SN displacement, or a substantial amount of right of way O O
acquisition?

REQUEST FOR R/W COST ESTIMATE f RELOCATION EIS

COST ESTIMATE REQUEST [] RELOCATION EIS REPORT []
NEW REQUEST; [F] " AOTRST:
Updatc ta Estimale Hivishan te ____ Fatimade
Revigiom Na,:
DATE RECEIVED: 04/ 36/16 DATE ASSIGNED: 05/06/16  # of Alternates Requested: 2

DATE DUE: 06/08/16

TIF DESCRIPTION:
NUMBER | of Rinstan
E:5703

[egy Parioeay Extencion (NC 1481 in

WEBS ELEMENT: 2637511 COUNTY: Leeir  DIV:2  APPRAISAL OFFICE: L

REQUUESTOR: yarig Rogerzon DEPT: Doy poc
TYPE OF PLANS PROVIDED: Functicnal

BASED ON PAST PROJECT HISTORICAL DATA, THE LAND AND DAMAGE FIGURES HAVE GEEN ADIUSTED
T INCLUDE COMDEMMATION AND ADMINISTRATIVE INCREASES THAT OCCUR DURING SETTLEMENT OF
ALL PARCELS

APPRAISER: Tgfice Taslor Keilh/Ed Wl COMPLETED: g5/0/4e & of Alternates Completed: 2

Alt 1 Alt 2
Sauthern Alternative | Morthern Alternative
o] | earmiac] | wose] | rarma]
TYPE OF ACCESS:
umarmen:[] FmLE] | vwaoren] FuLLE
ESTIMATED MO, OF PARCELS; 77 LTd
RESIDENTIAL RELOCATEES: 9 S360,000 14 S560,000
BUSINESS RELOCATEES: 1 575,000 3 5225000
GRAVES: - & - %
CHURCH J/ MON = PROFIT: - 5= 5.
BISC: 5 4
SIGNS: 5- X 5.
LAND, IMPROVEMENTS, AND
DAMAGES: 54,475,000 55,570,000
ACOUISTION: 5285,000 5335, 000
Ig;:l' ESTIMATED R/W 45,295,000 56,690,000

THE ESTIMATED WUMBER OF ABOWE RELOCATEES IMCLUDES THOSE PARCELS WHERE THE
FROFOSED ACQUISITION AREAS INVOLYE RELOCATION OF LIVASLE OR BUSINESS UNITS OHLY,

“NoTES:
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Questions on Access and Parcels

Does the project involve any changes in access control? O O

« Access Control —-means change from or to no control, partial control
or full control access.

« This question does not address access management issues such as
addition of median.

e How to Document:

* If“No” — This could be illustrated with a plan sheet if there is one. If not,
Include a memo/e-mail in the project file indicating no change in access

control. .
ek

o If“Yes” - Include community studies screening and any required
coordination in project file. In Section G, document any coordination with
appropriate Division staff supporting how the decision was reached to
change access control and whether any mitigation might be appropriate to
offset impacts

e Legal Basis: Potential issue for Environmental Justice, also could be
a flag for potential controversy if there is a reduction in access.

Transportation



Questions on Access and Parcels

Z:=— Will maintenance of traffic cause substantial disruption? O O

e How to Document:

* If “No0” — Include a note in the project file addressing any traffic disruption
and your plan for handling it. If an offsite detour is required, address
things like: the detour length relative to the normal, emergency services
or school bus impacts, condition of offsite detour roads and bridge, etc. If
you take an action to make this a “no” such as shoring up the bridge, this
should be described in Section E and should be considered in your
environmental screenings as well as when as you address each gquestion
in the checklist in your various screenings.

» If “Yes” — Include the same information discussed above in Section G and
include any major mitigating items such as shoring up an offsite detour
bridge or resurfacing a road in the project description.

* Legal Basis: This is based on NCDOT practice, not policy nor law.
The Central Unit has practiced in the past under a guideline for off
site detours for bridge projects but this was not uniform throughout
the Department.

Transportation



Questions on Access and Parcels

Is the project inconsistent with the STIP or the Metropolitan Planning
751 | Organization’s (MPQ'’s) Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) O O
(where applicable)?

 How to Document:
« If “No” — No documentation required.
« If“Yes” — You don’t have a project.
Get it programmed!

* Legal Basis: Clean Air Act of 1970

« Ensures compliance with air quality conformity. A conformity
determination demonstrates that the total emissions projected for a
plan or program are within the emissions limits ("budgets")
established by the air quality plan or State Implementation Plan
(SIP). The requirement for transportation conformity is established in
the United States Code of Federal Regulations (40 CFR 93.104).
Conformity is required for all or parts of Cabarrus, Catawba,
Davidson, Gaston, Guilford, Iredell, Lincoln, Mecklenburg, Rowan,
and Union Counties.

 Available Resources: STIP and/or MPO TIP

Transportation



If you are acquiring RW
Always Screen Parcel Data

Many of the upcoming questions are flagged by ownership. If you are
acquiring right of way with your project, always screen for who owns the
property. If the owner is a city, county, state or federal government you will
almost certainly have additional hoops to jump through.
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Questions on Access and Parcels

Does the project impact lands under the protection of

Section 6(f) of the Land and Water Conservation Act, the

Federal Aid in Fish Restoration Act, the Federal Aid in

Wildlife Restoration Act, TVA, or other unique areas or O 0O
special lands that were acquired in fee or easement with

public-use money and have deed restrictions or covenants

on the property?

« What's a 6(f) Resource? Itis a park or public recreation facility that was
funded, at least in part, by the Land and Water Conservation Fund.

e How to Document:

« If“No” — Email from Parks and Rec to the project file.

« If “Yes” — Extensive coordination will be required. Examine all alternatives to
avoid the resource. This will cause substantial project delays.

 Legal Basis: Lands under Section 6(f) must remain in a recreational use.
Land swaps are time-consuming to develop.

* Available Resources:
 LWCF projects http://waso-lwcf.ncrc.nps.gov/public/index.cfm

o LOCAL py
»* ?4"

v\b %‘*
y T\
< 3 & %
< =

il LAND & WATER [
B CONSERVATION J8
‘_ =2 FUND 2= _'"
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Questions on Access and Parcels (continued)

Does the project impact lands under the protection of

Section 6(f) of the Land and Water Conservation Act, the

Federal Aid in Fish Restoration Act, the Federal Aid in

Wildlife Restoration Act, TVA, or other unique areas or O 0O
special lands that were acquired in fee or easement with

public-use money and have deed restrictions or covenants

on the property?

Natural
Heritage
e How to Document: Program

SCIENCE GUIDING CONSERVATION

 If“No0” — In the project file, include a list or map of parcel holders.
« If “Yes” — In the project file, same as above and include any coordination
in Section G.

 Legal Basis: Fish and wildlife restoration lands are under local
jurisdiction through the NC Natural Heritage Program (NCNHP).
« Available Resources:

 Review county parcel data. Look for undeveloped lands owned by the
state. If found along the project, contact NCNHP Land Acquisition and
Grants Manager.

Transportation




Questions on Access and Parcels (continued)

Trigger:

Impact to TVA |

lake as
identified on
Division
Resource
Map.

Does the project impact lands under the protection of

Section 6(f) of the Land and Water Conservation Act, the

Federal Aid in Fish Restoration Act, the Federal Aid in

Wildlife Restoration Act, TVA, or other unique areas or O 0O
special lands that were acquired in fee or easement with

public-use money and have deed restrictions or covenants

on the property?

TVA Lakes

Slokora
Division 14

Chatuge Lake
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Questions on Access and Parcels (continued)

Does the project impact lands under the protection of

Section 6(f) of the Land and Water Conservation Act, the

Federal Aid in Fish Restoration Act, the Federal Aid in

Wildlife Restoration Act, TVA, or other unique areas or O 0O
special lands that were acquired in fee or easement with

public-use money and have deed restrictions or covenants

on the property?

e How to Document:

* If“No” — Not in a county with a TVA lake, no action. If a TVA lake is in the
county, included a map in the project file showing no effect.

« If “Yes” — In the project file, same as above and include any coordination
in Section G. TVA coordination will be required.

 Legal Basis: Fish and wildlife restoration lands are under local
jurisdiction through the NC Natural Heritage Program (NCNHP).
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Questions on Access and Parcels (continued)

Does the project impact lands under the protection of

Section 6(f) of the Land and Water Conservation Act, the

Federal Aid in Fish Restoration Act, the Federal Aid in

Wildlife Restoration Act, TVA, or other unique areas or O 0O
special lands that were acquired in fee or easement with

public-use money and have deed restrictions or covenants

on the property?

e How to Document:
« If“No” —included a map in the project file showing no effect.

« If“Yes” —In the project file, include a map and summarize any
coordination in Section G. Include any project commitments on the
Greensheet (Section H).

 Legal Basis: Example - Stream mitigation sites under jurisdiction of
the NCDENR, Department of Mitigation Services (DMS)
« Available Resources:

* Look for undeveloped lands owned by state or municipality. Review
county parcel data.
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Questions on Access and Parcels

Does the project involve Federal Emergency Management
27| Agency (FEMA) buyout properties under the Hazard O 0O
Mitigation Grant Program?

e How to Document:
* If “No” — Your study area overlaid on parcel (tax map) data should be sufficient.

» If “Yes” — Documentation if any ground disturbing activities or placing of fill in
floodplain areas are required on FEMA buyout properties should be discussed in
Section G. Include any project commitments on the Greensheet (Section H).

» Legal Basis — To comply with FHWA policy, and the Robert T. Stafford
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (which established FEMA).

» “To encourage a broad and unified effort to prevent uneconomic, hazardous or
incompatible use and development of the Nation's flood plains...”

» Available Resources: FEMA buy-out properties are often purchased through
Emergency Management Performance Grants or the Hazard Mitigation Grant
Program often in coordination with the County Floodplain Administrator. They
are often shown as municipality-owned properties in tax records.

« Other Agencies Involved: FEMA, County Floodplain Administrator
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Questions on Access and Parcels

Does the project include a de minimis or programmatic

Section 4()?

e De minimis is Latin for small, minimal. So a de minimis impact is a
small transportation use of a 4(f) resource that does not require an
individual 4(f).

 Note: FHWA and the entity with jurisdiction over the resource must
be involved.

e How to Document:

* If “No” — The project file should include an environmental features map
showing the study area, footprint of your project, and properties labeled
within the study area such as single family dwelling, business, greenway,
park, etc.

« |If “Yes” — Call FHWA for assistance. ﬂlo
» Legal Basis: Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of
1966.

« Unlike the Individual 4(f) findings in Question 7, this question addresses
specific types of 4(f)s that should be noted, but don’t rise to the
significance of an individual 4(f).

* Available Resources: NCDOT HES, FHWA

Transportation
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Questions on Access and Parcels

Is the project considered a Type | under the NCDOT's noise
policy?

* There has been a recent Division training on NCDOT’s Noise
Policy. Please refer to it to assist in answering this question.
Basically, a Type | project is one that has the potential to increase
the noise levels for receptors, parks, homes, etc.

» Legal Basis: NEPA Implementation, 23 CFR 772. Procedures of
Abatement of Highway Traffic Noise and Construction Noise.
NCDOT'’s noise policy only applies to “Type 1" state, federal, or
federal-aid highway projects.

» Available Resources: NCDOT HES

T
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QUESTIONS ADDRESSED BY DIVISION

RESOURCE MAP

Questions 13, 18, 19, 20, and 21 share:
« How to Identify: Division Resource Map

 How to Document:
 If “No” — If no resources in the county, no documentation required.
If resources are in the county, save Division Resource Map showing
project does not impact resource.
o If “Yes” - Include all of the above in the file, note any coordination in
Section G, and include a project commitment on the Greensheet
(Section H).

Transportation



Division Resource Map
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Will the project require easement from a Federal Energy

Regulatory Commission (FERC) licensed facility? S e

* Procedures are under development for this topic. If “yes,” heavy
coordination is required, contact NES for assistance.

 Resources: List of Licensed Facilities, the dams for these facilities are
currently plotted on the Division Resources Map. If you are within two
miles upstream of a lake formed by a dam, call the facility to verify its
limits.

 Legal Basis: FERC is an independent agency that regulates the interstate
transmission of electricity, natural gas, and oil. They license and inspect
private, municipal, and state hydroelectric projects. Structures over
waters in the area of influence of FERC dams will require easements from
the FERC facility. Identification of an area of influence is not always
obvious.

e Other Agencies Involved: Power Company, FERC

Transportation
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(ts | Does the project require a U. S. Coast Guard permit? O 0O

« Trigger: If a bridge crossing occurs over tidally influenced or deep
unobstructed water, then Coast Guard coordination and possibly a
permit may be required.

 Legal Basis: Section 9 of the Rivers and Harbors Act

* Prohibits the construction of any bridge, dam, dike, or causeway over or
in navigable waterways of the US without congressional approval. This
responsibility has been delegated to the US Coast Guard (USCG).

» Available Resources: USCG Coordination Map, Federal Aid USCG

Procedure (under development) l
« Other Agencies Involved: USCG é M)
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USCG Stream Coordination Map
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Questions Answered with Division Resource Map

Does the project involve construction activities in, across, or
(L) adjacent to a designated Wild and Scenic River present O 0O
within the project area?

Legal Basis: Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of 1968
» Seeks to preserve and protect wild and scenic rivers and their immediate
environments for the benefit of future generations.

Additional Resources — Division Resources Map review, procedure
for Wild & Scenic Rivers Act (WSR)

» Other Agencies Involved: NC Parks and Recreation (NCDPR), US
Department of Interior (USDOI)

Transportation




Questions Answered with Division Resource Map
Does the project involve Coastal Barrier Resources Act O o

resources?

« |If“Yes” — This may mean you cannot do this with Federal Aid.

 Legal Basis: Coastal Barrier Resources Act

» Designated relatively undeveloped coastal barriers along the Atlantic
and Gulf coasts as part of the John H. Chafee Coastal Barrier
Resources System. These areas are ineligible for most new federal
expenditures or financial development assistance.

» Private developers or other non-federal parties must bear all
development costs.

* Available Resources: Division Resources Map

Transportation



Questions Answered with Division Resource Map

21 Does the project impact federal lands (e.g. USFS, O O
USFWS, etc.) or Tribal Lands?

 Legal Basis:
* American Antiquities Act, 1906 (historic or prehistoric remains
on federal lands);

» Executive Order 13007, 1996 (Native American Sacred
Sites);
« Archaeological Resources Protection Act, 1979 e
(archaeological sites on federal lands);
* Native American Grave Protection and Repatriation Act,1990
(burials on federal or tribal lands); and
* Wilderness Act, 1964 (undeveloped federal lands).
» Available Resources: Division Resources Map, county
parcel data —usually available through online GIS

e Other Agencies Involved: Any Federal agency or Tribe that
owns land

Transportation



QUESTIONS ANSWERED BY

COMMUNITY SCREENING

Questions 4, 23, and 30

 How to Document:
o If“No” — Include appropriate screening form or memo to file in
project file.

« If “Yes” — In addition to documentation in the project file, include a
summary of the issues in Section G and list any mitigating
measures as project commitments on the Greensheet
(Section H).

Transportation



W

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

e Trigger: Community Studies screening would identify potential
Impacts.

 Legal Basis: Executive Order 12898
* Available Resources: NCDOT HES
e Other Agencies Involved: FHWA &l.

Transportation



Questions answered by Community Screening

Does the project have a permanent adverse effect on local -
traffic patterns or community cohesiveness?

« Trigger: Does the project reduce access to resources (churches,
parks, stores) used by communities?

 Legal Basis: Executive Order 12898 on Environmental Justice
« Future training will be available

Transportation



Questions answered by Community Screening

Is there prime or important farmland impacted by this
<0l project as defined by the Farmland Protection Policy Act O 0O
(FPPA)?

« Trigger. ROW acquired

 Legal Basis: FPPA, 1981. It states that Prime farmland is land that
has the best combination of physical and chemical characteristics for
producing food, feed, forage, fiber, and oilseed crops and is
available for these uses.

 Available Resources:

« Natural Resources Conservation Web Soil Survey:
http://websoilsurvey.sc.egov.usda.gov/App/HomePage.htm

e AD-1006 form:
https://www.nrcs.usda.qov/Internet/FSE DOCUMENTS/stelprdb104539

4.pdf
 CPA-106 form (corridor type projects):
https://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE DOCUMENTS/16/stelprdb104

5395.pdf
« Other Agencies Involved: Natural Resource Conservation Service

(NRCS)
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QUESTIONS ANSWERED USING

HYDRAULICS REPORT

Question 16

Transportation



Questions answered by Hydraulics Report

Does the project require work encroaching and adversely

affecting a 100 year FEMA regulated floodplain? O O

e How to Document:
 If “No” — If your project does not encroach into a FEMA regulated floodplain,
no documentation is required.
* If “Yes” - include Hydraulics Report in the project file and include the two
appropriate project commitments from the Greensheet Template in
Section H (Greensheet).
« Legal Basis: To comply with FHWA policy, as published in December
1994
» “To encourage a broad and unified effort to prevent uneconomic, hazardous
or incompatible use and development of the Nation's flood plains...”
« Available Resources: NC Floodplain Mapping Program
http://www.ncfloodmaps.com/
« Other Agencies Involved: FEMA

Transportation



GEO-ENVIRONMENTAL QUESTION

Question 15

Transportation



NCDOT Geo-environmental Question

Does the project involve hazardous materials and/or

: m O
landfills?

* Required Documentation:

« If “No” — If no right of way acquisition, then no documentation required.
Otherwise, include Geo-Environmental Screening in project file.

« If“Yes” - Phase | Study from pre-qualified consultant or report from
NCDOT Geo-Environmental Unit should be included in project file.
Section G will summarize the results of this study and any follow-up steps
may result in project commitments on the Greensheet (Section H).

» Legal Basis: Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA). If acquired property is
contaminated, it becomes the owner’s (NCDOT'’s) responsibility.

* Available Resources: See attached references for request form. The
guidelines for an effective screening are listed here.

« Note: Itis highly desirable for each division to develop a map of
Superfund sites within their area to assist in avoiding these sites.

Transportation



BE AWARE OF

OTHER ISSUES NOT ADDRESSED ABOVE
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Other Issues

Are there other issues that arose during the project development
31 : .. (] Ol
process that affected the project decision?
* Required Documentation:
* If “N0” — No other action needed.

o |If“Yes” - Section G will summarize the issue or law, any required study
and any follow-up steps that resulted in project commitments on the
Greensheet (Section H).

« Legal Basis: There are other federal and state environmental laws
that may be applicable to specific projects.
» Available Resources: This question isn’t asking you to know

everything. It's used to document only specific issues that arose
during project development that influenced a decision for the CE.

Transportation



Example of a Question 31 Issue

Projects that are entirely within existing right of way
that add through lanes would be classified as a
Type | CE (No. 22).

« Because the project is adding capacity, additional
studies or screenings may required:

 Air quality report (this will be discussed in
Type lll projects).

* Indirect and cumulative effects screening (this
will be discussed in Type Il projects).

Transportation



Ground Disturbing Example

Type I and Il Ground Disturbing Categorical Exclusion Action =
Classification Form —

STIP Project No. 84973 . .
WBS Element 40097.1.1 = r I I n P E
Federal Project No. BRSTP 1157(5) -

A. Project Description:

This project replaces Cabarrus County Bridge No. 271 on SR 1157 over Irish Buffalo Creek. The -
ridge will be replaced on the existing alignment while detouring traffic offsite see attached vicinity
map.

8. Description of Need and Purpose: 2 2 P
The purpose of the project is to address a deteriorating seventy eight year old bridge with  narrow a e S
deck and a low posted weight limit
C. Categorical Exclusion Action Classification (Check one) g
X TYPEI
O TveE N

D. Proposed Improvements ~ Identify the Type | and Type Il Action Classifications.

28. Bridge rehabilitati i h grade separation
to replace existing at-grade railroad crossings, if the actions meet the constraints in 23 CFR

771.117(e)(1-6).

E. Special Project Information:

.
Offsite Detour ~Cabarrus County long with Cabarrus C
Transportation have indicated that the detour is acceptable. The condition of all roads, bridges and S I W r

table without i and the use

of the detour.

i Attachment Rules

T - 1%, Dual -
Rural Local Route - Sub Regional Tier Guidelines
Design Speed - 60 mph
No Design Exceptions Required

Pedestrian and Bicycle Accommodations: This portion of SR 1157 is a proposed on-road bike
facility serving as part of the Perimeter Loop, Route No. 1 and bicycle accommodations will be

provided. The City of Concord has requested a sidewalk on the northwest side of the proposed

bridge and has agreed to participate in the construction funding. The City also has a planned

greenway under the proposed bridge and has requested that adequate space be reserved for the
1
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Type | and Il Ground Disturbing Categorical Exclusion Action
Classification Form

STIP Project No. B-4973
WBS Element 40097.1.1
Federal Project No. BRSTP 1157(5)

A. Project Description:

This project replaces Cabarrus County Bridge No. 271 on SR 1157 over Irish Buffalo Creek. The
bridge will be replaced on the existing alignment while detouring traffic offsite see attached vicinity
map.

B. Description of Need and Purpose:

The purpose of the project is to address a deteriorating seventy eight year old bridge with a narrow
deck and a low posted weight limit.

C. Categorical Exclusion Action Classification: Type IA

D. Proposed Improvements — ldentify the item from the Type | and Type Il List

28. Bridge rehabilitation, reconstruction, or replacement or the construction of grade separation
to replace existing at-grade railroad crossings, if the actions meet the constraints in 23 CFR
771.117(e)(1-6).

E. Special Project Information:

Offsite Detour —Cabarrus County Emergency Services along with Cabarrus County Schools
Transportation have indicated that the detour is acceptable. The condition of all roads, bridges and
intersections on the offsite detour are acceptable without improvement and concurs with the use
of the detour.

Design Issues:

Traffic Current - 5700 vpd, Year 2035 - 9300 vpd
TTST - 1%, Dual - 3%

Rural Local Route — Sub Regional Tier Guidelines

Design Speed - 60 mph

Mo Design Exceptions Required

Pedestrian and Bicycle Accommodations: This portion of SR 1157 is a proposed on-road bike
facility serving as part of the Perimeter Loop, Route No. 1 and bicycle accommodations will be
provided. The City of Concord has requested a sidewalk on the northwest side of the proposed
bridge and has agreed to participate in the construction funding. The City also has a planned
greenway under the proposed bridge and has requested that adequate space be reserved for the
crossing. The City has guaranteed construction of the greenway by including it in their local capital
improvements program. The proposed bridge has sufficient vertical and horizontal clearance for
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the planned greenway. Based on discussion with Division and City, temporary pedestrian
accommodations are not needed during construction in the work zone.

Typical Section for Bridge:

a9

n 12 12 4'

T I

Public Involvement:

A newsletter has been sent to all those living along SR 1157 between the intersection with NC 3
and the intersection with US 601. A few comments have been received to date.

Based on involvement with the City of Concord, a Citizen’s Informational Workshop was
determined necessary. It was held on January 25, 2011 where 11 Local Officials, 9 citizens and 6
NCDOT employees attended. The two main concerns were taking parking spaces from a business
along the SR 1157 and shutting down the road for construction that would hinder supply trucks
from reaching the businesses.

NCDOT will try to minimize any impact on businesses along SR 1157 during construction and will
try to expedite the construction time.

F. Project Impact Criteria Checklists:

Type 1 & Il - Ground Disturbing Actions

EHWA APPROVAL ACTIVITIES THRESHOLD CRITERIA

If any of questions 1-7 are marked “yes” then the CE will require FHWA approval. Yes | No

1 Does the project require formal consultation with U.S. Fish and Wildlife |:| X
Service (USFWS) or National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS)?

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

3 Does the project generate substantial controversy or public opposition, for any I:I E
reason, following appropriate public involvement?

4 Does the project cause disproportionately high and adverse impacts relative to l:l X

low-income and/or minority populations?
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5 Does the project involve a residential or commercial displacement, or a I:I E
substantial amount of right of way acquisition?

6 Does the project require an Individual Section 4(f) approval? |:| 24
Does the project include adverse effects that cannot be resolved with a

7 Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) under Section 106 of the National Historic I:I X
Preservation Act (NHPA) or have an adverse effect on a National Historic
Landmark (NHL)?

If any of questions 8 through 31 are marked “yes” then additional information will be required for those
questions in Section G.

-
1]
0
=
o

Other Considerations

Does the project result in a finding of “may affect not likely to adversely affect”

8 or less for listed species, or designated critical habitat under Section 7 of the X [l
Endangered Species Act (ESA)?

9 Does the project impact anadromous fish? |:| |Z
Does the project impact waters classified as Outstanding Resource Water

10 (ORW), High Quality Water (HQw), Water Supply Watershed Critical Nl =
Areas, 303(d) listed impaired water bodies, buffer rules, or Submerged
Aquatic Vegetation (SAV)?
Does the project impact waters of the United States in any of the designated O X

11 )
mountain trout streams?

12 Does the project require a U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) Individual 1K
Section 404 Permit?

13 Will the project require an easement from a Federal Energy Regulatory 0 X
Commission (FERC) licensed facility?

14 Does the project include a Section 106 of the NHPA effects determination D E

other than a no effect, including archaeological remains?

=
%]

Other Considerations (continued) e

15 Does the project involve hazardous materials and landfills?

Does the project require work encroaching and adversely affecting a
regulatory floodway or work affecting the base floodplain (100-year flood)

16 elevations of a water course or lake, pursuant fo Executive Order 11988 and
23 CFR 650 subpart A?
Is the project in a Coastal Area Management Act (CAMA) county and

17 substantially affects the coastal zone and/or any Area of Environmental

Concerm (AEC)?
18 Does the project require a U.S. Coast Guard (USCG) permit?

Does the project involve construction activities in, across, or adjacentto a

9 designated Wild and Scenic River present within the project area?
20 Does the project involve Coastal Barrier Resources Act (CBRA) resources?
21 Does the project impact federal lands (e.g. U.S. Forest Service (USFS),

USFWS, etc.) or Tribal Lands?
22 Does the project involve any changes in access control?

I Y A =4
MXX XX K X |O3F
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Does the project have a permanent adverse effect on local traffic patterns or
community cohesiveness?

24 Will maintenance of traffic cause substantial disruption?

23

0 O
X| X

Is the project inconsistent with the STIP or the Metropolitan Planning
25 Organization’s (MPO’s) Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) (where 4
applicable)?

Does the project require the acquisition of lands under the protection of
Section 6(f) of the Land and Water Conservation Act, the Federal Aid in Fish
Restoration Act, the Federal Aid in Wildlife Restoration Act, Tennessee Valley

X

26 Authority (TVA), or other unique areas or special lands that were acquired in 0 X
fee or easement with public-use money and have deed restrictions or
covenants on the property?

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

28 Does the project include a de minimis or programmatic Section 4(f)?

29 Is the project considered a Type | under the NCDOT's Noise Policy?

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

Are there other issues that arose during the project development process that
affected the project decision?

30

NN
M| XXX

31

G. Additional Documentation as Required from Section F

Question 8 - Endangered Species: Habitat for the Schweinitz's sunflower is does exist in the
project study area and was identified throughout the majority of the project study area in the
form of maintained roadsides and disturbed areas. A plant survey was conducted on August 30,
2007 for a total of 3 man hours was conducted in all areas that contained suitable habitat for
the target species. A review of NCNHP records, updated February 13, 2008, indicates no known
Schweinitz's sunflower occurrence within 1.0 mile of the study area. Therefore, a biological
conclusion of NO EFFECT was rendered.

Question 15 - Hazardous Materials: The Geotechnical Engineering Unit will provide soil and
groundwater assessments on each of the properties after identification of the selected
alternative and before right of way acquisition. The potential site is Dryers Garage and operates
as an auto repair shop.

H. Project Commitments

See Attached Project Commitments Greensheet
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I Categorical Exclusion Approval

STIP Project No. B-4973
WBS Element 40097.1.1
Federal Project No. BRSTP 1157(5)

Prepared By:

5/05/11 G:faifn D. ﬁn’e{g&s

Date John D. Bridges, Project Manager
ABC Engineering Company

Prepared For:  North Carolina Department of Transportation

Reviewed By:
P Jane & e
Date Jane 5. Doe, Project Development Engineer

North Carolina Department of Transportation

If all of the threshold questions (1 through 7) of
X1 approved Section F are answered “no,” NCDOT approves this
Categorical Exclusion.

If any of the threshold questions (1 through 7) of
D Certified Section F are answered “yes,” NCDOT certifies this
Categorical Exclusion.

5/06/11 Jane S. Tewmple

Date .{:or John Hancock, Division Engineer
North Carolina Department of Transportation

FHWA Approved: For Projects Certified by NCDOT (above), FHWA signature
required.

N/A
Date John F. Sullivan, 1ll, PE, Division Administrator
Federal Highway Administration
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PROJECT COMMITTMENTS
TIP No. B-4973

Division Ten Construction, Resident Engineer’s Office
In order to have time to adequately reroute school busses, Cabarrus County Schools will be contacted at
(704) 782-6314 at least one month prior to road closure.

Cabarrus County Emergency Services will be contacted at (704) 940-2143 at least one month prior to
construction to make the necessary temporary reassignments to primary responsa units.

Roadway Design, Structure Design, Program Development Branch — Sidewalks Sidewalk is included on
one side of the proposed bridge.

Roadway Design, Structure Design — Bike Accommodations
Four-foot-wide offsets and bicycle safe railings will be provided on the bridge to accommodate bicycle
traffic.

Hydraulic Unit — FEMA Coordination

The Hydraulics Unit will coordinate with the NC Floodplain Mapping Program (FMP), to determine status
of project with regard to applicability of NCDOT'S Memorandum of Agreement, or approval of a
Conditional Letter of Map Revision {CLOMR) and subsequent final Letter of Map Revision (LOMR).

Division Construction-FEMA

This project involves construction activities on or adjacent to FEMA-regulated stream(s). Therefore, the
Division shall submit sealed as-built construction plans to the Hydraulics Unit upon completion of
project construction, certifying that the drainage structure(s) and roadway embankment that are
located within the 100-year floodplain were built as shown in the construction plans, both horizontally
and vertically.

GeoEnvironmental Section — Impacts to Underground Storage Tanks (UST's)
If further design indicates potential impact to UST’s, preliminary site assessments for soil and
groundwater contamination will be performed prior to right of way purchase.

Resident Engineer — Airport Glidepath

Project is in the vicinity of the Propst Airport, which is currently not in service, and parallels the runway.
The elevation of the new bridge could be in the glidepath of oncoming planas. The booms on cranes
used during construction could affect the glidepath. For this reason, NCDOT will keep appropriate
flagging attached to the cranes at all times.

The rasident engineer will alert the Propst Airport Manager of its plans to construct well in advance of
the availability date.

If possible, no construction will take place at night. However, if any construction is to be performed at
night, this activity will be carefully coordinated with the Propst Airport.

Roadside Environmental Unit, Division Resident Engineer — Sensitive Watersheds
Irish Buffalo Creek is included on the 2010 Final 303(d) List as impaired for turbidity. Therefore, the
Design Standards in Sensitive Watarshed will apply.

Program Development, Division, Roadway Design — Scheduling
B-4973 will have to be coordinated with TIP B-3421 that is scheduled to be Let February 2012,

Project Commitments March 2011 Page 1of1
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RECEIVED
Division of Highways

0CT 2 8 2008

Preconsinuction
North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources Project Development and
Environmental

State Historic Preservation Office Analysis Branch
Peter B. Sandbeck, Administeator

Michael F. Easley, Govemor Ofhee of Archives and History
Lisketh €. Evans, Secretary Thivision of Hetoncal Resmerces
leffrey ) Crow, Deputy Secretacy Dravad Brool:, Directar

October 24, 2008
MEMORANDUM

TO: Pamela Williams
Project Development and Environmental Analysis Branch
NCDOT Division of Highways

FROM: Peter Sandbeck 989,6,, Peler Sandleck

SUBJECT: Bridge 271 on SR 1157 over Irish Buffalo Creek, B-4973, Cabartus County, ER (18-2450

Thank you for your letter of October 17, 2008, concerning the above project. Based on the topographic and
hydrological situation, we have determined that there is a very high probability that archacological sites exists in
the project area. We therefore recommend that if any earth moving activities are scheduled to take place, that 2
comprehensive archaeological survey be conducted by an experienced archaeologist o identify and evaluate the
significance of any archaeological remains that may be damaged or destroyed by the proposed project. Pleaie
note that our office now requiests conswitation with the Office of State Archacology to discuss appropriate field metbodology prior o

the archacodagical field investipation.
If an archaeological field investigation is conducted, two copies of the resulting archacological survey report, as

well as one copy of the appropriate site forms should be forwarded to us for review and comment as soon as
they are available and well in advance of any earth moving activities.

We have determined that the project as proposed will not have an effect on any historic structures.

The above comments ate 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.
Thank you for your cooperation and considerations. If you have any questions concerning the above

comment, please contact Renee Gledhill-Earley, environmental review coordinator, at 919.807.657%. In all
future communication concerning this project, please cite the above referenced tracking number.

Lacation: 109 East Jones Street, Ralegh MC 27601 Mailing Address: 4617 Mail Service Center, Rabeiph B 2765904017 Telephone Fax: {919} #07-6570/807-650
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North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources
State Historic Preservation Office

Peter B. Sendbeck, Administator
Beverly Eaves Perdue, Governor Oiffice of Archives and Histary
Linda A. Carlisle, Secrstary Divison of Heedeal Resousces
. Dravid Brook, Darector

Jeffrey ]. Crow, Deputy Secretary
March 18, 2009

MEMORANDUM

TO: Matt Wilkerson
Office of Human Environment

NCDOT Division of Highways

FROM:  DPeter Sandbeck M{r Poler Sundlech

SUBJECT:  Bridge 271 on SR 1157 over Irish Buffalo Creek, B-4973, Cabarrus County, ER 08-2450

“Thank-you for letter of March 4, 2009, transmitting the above referenced report.

We found the teport to be extremely informative, well written, and concise. Mr. Halversen should be
commended for his attention to detail and his knowledge of the extant archaeological database. For purposes
of compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, we concur with the report authot
that no further archaeological investigations are necessary and that no significant archaeological properties will

be adversely affected.

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.

Thank you for your cqopcration and consideration. If you have questions concerning the above cominent,
please contact Rence Gledhill-Earley, environmental teview coordinator, at 919-807-6579. In all furure
communication concerning this project, please cite the above-referenced tracking number.

ce: Scott Halvorsen, NCDOT

Tele phane,/Fax: (319) B07.6570/807-6599

Location: 109 East Jones Street, Raleigh NC 27601 Mailing Address: 4617 Mail Service Center, Raleigh NC 276994017
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Type lll Projects

Actions not previously described above that do not
iIndividually or cumulatively have a significant affect on
the human or natural environment.

Type Il are actions not identified as Type | or Il as
described above. Projects include, but are not limited to:

* Highway widening projects that add an additional
through lane (automobile capacity increases) and
require right of way acquisition;

 Projects that add or modify an interchange while

changing capacity (projects that require an Interchange
Access Report (IAR)).

Transportation



FHWA Si

nature Required, No Threshold

uestions

Type Ill Actions

‘ Yes | No

1

If the proposed improvement is identified as a Type Ill Class of Acticn answer all questions.
« The Categorical Exclusion will require FHWA approval.
« |fany questions are marked “yes” then additional information will be required for those question in

Section G.

Does the project impact federal lands (e.g. USFS, USFWS, etc) or Tribal

Does the project involve potential effects on species listed with the USFWS or
NMFS?

|

2

Does the project result in impacts subject to the conditions of the BGPA?

3

Does the project substantial cor y or public ition, for any
reason, following appropriate public involvement?

d

Type Il Actions (continued)

=<
@
@

4

Does the project cause disproportionately high and adverse impacts relative to

low-income and/or minority populations™?

5

Does the project involve ial or i ‘ 1t
or right of way acquisition?

Does the project include a determination under Section 4(f)?

Is a project-level analysis for direct, indirect, or cumulative effects required
based on the NCDOT community studies screening tool?

Is a project level air quality Mobile Source Air Toxics (MSAT) analysis
required?

Does the project impact anadremous fish?

Does the project impact waters classified as ORW, HQW, Water Supply
Watershed Critical Areas, 303(d}-listed impaired water bodies, buffer rules, or
SAV?

& Lands? D I:l
22 Does the project involve any changes in access control? I:\ |:|
23 Does the project have a permanent adverse effect on local traffic patterns or D I:l
community cohesiveness?
24 Will maintenance of traffic cause substantial disruption? I:I D
25 | Is the project inconsistent with the STIP o the MPO's TIP (where applicable)? | [] | []
Does the project require the acquisition of lands under the protection of
Section B(f) of the Land and Water Conservation Act, the Federal Aid in Fish
26 Restoration Act, the Federal Aid in Wildlife Restoration Act, TVA, Tribal Lands, D D
or other unique areas or special lands that were acquired in fee or easement
with public-use meney and have deed restrictions or covenants on the
property?
27 Does the project involve FEMA buyout properties under the HMGP? D |:|
28 Is the project considered a Type | under the NCDOT's Noise Policy? D |:|
29 Is there prime or important farmland soil impacted by this project as defined by D D
the FPPA?
30 Are there other issues that arose during the project development process that D D

effected the project decision?

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

Does the project require a USACE Individual Section 404 Permit?

Will the project reguire an easement from a FERC licensed facility?

Does the project include Section 106 of the NHPA effects determination other
than a no effect, including archaeological remains? Are there project
< e e

Does the project involve hazardous materials and landfills?

Ol o |@goolo|oogogio

O Oo|ogo)o|oooOoalsooo

Does the project require work er and ly a
regulatory floodway or werk affecting the base floedplain (100-year flood)
elevations of a water course or lake, pursuant to Executive Order 11888 and
23 CFR 650 subpart A?

O
O

Is the project in a CAMA county and substantially affects the coastal zone
andior any AEC?

Does the project require a USCG permit?

Does the project involve construction activities in, across, or adjacent to a
designated Wild and Scenic River present within the project area?

Does the project involve CBRA resources?

Ooo|o

Oo|ojgo|o
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Checklist Questions Unigue to Type Ill Projects
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Questions answered by Community Screening

A project can have three types of effects:
 Direct impacts are caused by the project.
e Indirect impacts are land use changes that may be
iInduced by the project.
e Cumulative impacts are the incremental impacts of
this project in addition to other past, present, and
reasonably foreseeable actions.

Is a project-level analysis for direct, indirect, or cumulative effects
required based on the NCDOT community studies screening tool?

Transportation



Questions answered by Community Screening

e How to Document:

* If“No” — Include appropriate screening form or report from Community
Studies personnel in project file.

o If“Yes” — In addition to documentation in the project file, include a
summary of the issues in Section G and list any mitigating measures as
project commitments on the Greensheet (Section H).

 Legal Basis: CEQ regulations (40 CFR 88 1500 -1508) define the
Impacts and effects that must be addressed and considered by
Federal agencies in satisfying the requirements of the NEPA
process. This includes direct, indirect and cumulative impacts.

» Future training will be available. Ql.

Is a project-level analysis for direct, indirect, or cumulative effects
required based on the NCDOT community studies screening tool?

Transportation



Is a project level air quality Mobile Source Air Toxics (MSAT) analysis
required?

« May require a “Qualitative” analysis or a “Quantitative” analysis based
on design year annual average daily traffic (AADT).

» Projects with 140,000 AADT or more require a quantitative analysis.
» Projects with less than 140,000 AADT require a qualitative analysis.

 How to Document:
 If “No” — Include a memo in the project file explaining why.
o If “Yes” — Include copy of Air Quality Report in project file. Copy conclusion
statement into Section G.
 Legal Basis:

* Required under FHWA Interim Guidance on Air Toxics Analysis if the
project has the potential for MSAT effects. Air toxics include benzene and
other hydrocarbons such as 1,3-butadiene, formaldehyde, acetaldehyde,
acrolein, and naphthalene.

Transportation



Type Il EXAMPLE

Type Ill i ion Action Classification Form
STIP Project No. 1-3802/1-3610/B-5365
WBS Element 36780.1.2
Federal Project No. FANHIMF-085-2(61)55

A. Project Description: (Include project scope and location, including Municipality and
County.Refer (o the attached project location map and photos.)

‘The North Carolina Department of Transportation and Federal Highway

¢ d widening of | i
freeway from NC 73 in Cabarrus County to US 29-601 Connector in Rowan
County. The project is approximately 13.5 miles in length.

B. Description of Need and Purpose:

‘The primary purpose of the proposed project is to improve level of service
(LOS) on I-85 and it interchanges in the project area. The project s part of a
multi-faceted solution to address congestion and capacity problems along the
1-85 corrdor in and near the Charlotte metropolitan area. Traffic analysis.
shows that rafic demand along |85 formas! of the study area ether
approaches or the capacity limits. If no improvements are
i, by 2055 the entie lengih of 165  he Study area s xpected (0
anpwacn r capacity limits. In addition,

2 otleneck” creaed by the constncton of TIP Project No iz
o the south (curenty under construcion) and the eightane section to
o The PA3ECS irease the number of avel lns on a5 0 SgM anes n
Mecklenburg County and Rowan County, respectively.

Reconsirucing the nterchange ot U 20-801 Connector and NG 152, which
connects the b Iwo Fighways o 185, vl allow 1 Llomectcurent design
standard: woul
improve el e operations atthe mterchange The improvements oud
inc

inerschons, erey rethicin) he usber of onies points and pmwdmg
additional capacity for drivers n the interchange vicinity.

C. Categorical Exclusion Action Classification: Type Il
D. Proposed Improvements - Not Applicable
E. Special Project nfornation: (Provide a descripion of relevart projct ipfomation,
Which Ty incude’ iy fap, costs, atematve analyss (1 any), affc control and
S12GID, 3hd raSourcs agenGypubHe FoNement
(Vicinity map attached)

Using Original Format
and Attachment Rules

241 Pages

Using New Format an
Attachment Rules

24 Pages
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Type Ill Categorical Exclusion Action Classification Form

STIP Project No. 1-3802/1-3610/B-5365
WBS Element 36780.1.2
Federal Project No. FANHIMF-085-2(61)55

A. Project Description: (Include project scope and location, including Municipality and
County. Refer to the attached project location map and photos.)

The North Carolina Department of Transportation and Federal Highway
Administration propose the reconstruction and widening of I-85 to an
eight-lane freeway from NC 73 in Cabarrus County to US 29-601 Connector
in Rowan County. The project is approximately 13.5 miles in length.

B. Description of Need and Purpose:

The primary purpose of the proposed project is to improve level of service
(LOS) on I-85 and its interchanges in the project area. The project is part of
a multi-faceted solution to address congestion and capacity problems along
the I-85 corridor in and near the Charlotte metropolitan area. Traffic
analysis shows that traffic demand along I-85 for most of the study area
either approaches or exceeds the roadway capacity limits. If no
improvements are made, by 2035, the entire length of I-85 in the study
area is expected to approach or exceed roadway capacity limits. In
addition, the proposed project addresses a “bottleneck” created by the
construction of TIP Project No. I-3803 to the south (currently under
construction) and the eight-lane section to the north. The projects increase
the number of travel lanes on I-85 to eight lanes in Mecklenburg County
and Rowan County, respectively.

Reconstructing the interchange at US 29-601 Connector and NC 152, which
connects the two US highways to I-85, will allow it to meet current design
standards and replace a structurally deficient bridge. Modifications also
would improve overall traffic operations at the interchange. The
improvements would increase the distance between the interchange and
local driveways and intersections, thereby reducing the number of conflict
points and providing additional capacity for drivers in the interchange
Vicinity.

C. Categorical Exclusion Action Classification: Type III

D. Proposed Improvements:

For I-3802, NCDOT proposes to add four additional travel lanes (two in each direction)
to [-85 from north of NC 73 in Cabarrus County to US 29-601 Connector in Rowan
County. The project is approximately 13.5 miles long. The project involves widening
the existing four-lane freeway to eight lanes, matching TIP project I-3803 at NC 73 to
the south, and the recently widened freeway to the north. The majority of the I-85
widening will occur within the existing right-of-way. Interchange improvements,
including reconstruction of existing structures to meet current design standards for

1
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vertical clearance, are proposed at US 29-601, SR 2126 (Dale Earnhardt Boulevard)
and SR 2180 (Lane Street). In addition, a new bridge carrying Winecoff School Road
over the railroad tracks, 5. Ridge Avenue, and 5. Main Street will be constructed. The
existing at-grade crossing will be closed and the S. Ridge Avenue bridge over [-85 will
be removed. Winecoff School Road is located near the US 29-601interchange. The
project is divided into two sections for construction phasing — Section A extends from
NC 73 to Lane Street and Section B extends from Lane Street to US 29-601 Connector.
Additional structures may need to be improved to meet current design standards.

For TIP Project Number I-3610, NCDOT proposes to reconstruct the existing cloverleaf
interchange at NC 152 and US 29-601, reconstruct the interchange at NC 152 and I-85,
and improve existing NC 152, which provides access to [-85 between the two
interchanges.

For TIP Project Number B-5365, NCDOT proposes to replace Bridge No. 21 and Bridge
No. 34 over the Norfolk Southern Railroad and US 29 in China Grove.

E. Special Project Information:

Alternatives

In addition to the NCDOT-preferred improvements (Improve Existing Facility), the
following alternatives to the proposed widening of I-85 were considered:

¢ No-Build Alternative

» Alternate Modes of Transportation

* Transportation Management Alternative
» New Location Alternatives

The No-Build Alternative would not reduce congestion along I-85 and would not
provide lane continuity with the eight-lane cross sections south of US 29-601 in
Concord and north of US 29-601 Connector in China Grove.

The Alternate Modes of Transportation and Transportation Management alternatives
could help reduce congestion on [-85 but they would not provide the level of benefit
of the recommended alternative nor would they provide the lane continuity between
the eight-lane sections north and south of the proposed project.

TrafficC 1c ion Phasi

During project construction, four lanes of traffic on I-85 will be maintained as much as
possible. Some lane closures and traffic shifts will be required. For the replacement of
Bridge No. 139 on Centergrove Road, an offsite detour will be used (see Figure 7).
Construction for NC 152/1-85/US 601 is proposed to be done in four phases, some of
which will require detouring some local traffic to other local roads (see Figure 8).
Appropriate signing will be provided for the detours. Changeable message signs and
dynamic message signs will be used to notify motorists of construction activities and
lane shifts. Other methods to notify motorists of changing traffic conditions may also
be used as part of the public information efforts. Efforts will be made to provide
continuous access to businesses and residences, while ensuring work zone safety and
efficiency.

Transportation



Public Involvement Summary

Local officials meetings were held in the Kannapolis Train Station on January 8, 2008,
November 27, 2012, and February 26, 2013. Officials expressed various concerns such
as project funding, schedule, emergency response, roundabouts, accommodations on
Lane St. for tractor trailers, improved access along Dale Earnhardt Boulevard and Lane
Street. In a fourth meeting on November 4, 2013 at Winecoff Elementary School,
NCDOT discussed improvements to Winecoff School Road and introduced Alternate 2A
which was added to avoid and minimize impacts to Barrier House property that HPO
recommended eligible for the National Register of Historic Places.

A Citizens Informational Workshop was held was held on January 29, 2008. Comments
were generally supportive of the project. Over half of the concerns were about noise
impacts and requests for noise walls. Commenters also expressed a desire for
landscaping along interchange ramps. A few comments mentioned the impact of this
project on US 29 access.

Design Public Meetings were held on November 27 and November 29, 2012. Additional
Public Meetings were held on February 26, 2013 and November 4, 2013. A summary
of Concerns are listed below.

®  Right-of-way impacts to property. Many property owners whose property would
be purchased as a result of the project had questions about the right-of-way
acquisition and relocation process.

* Changes in access or loss of multiple access points as a result of proposed medians
on cross streets.

¢ Local officials in Kannapolis expressed a desire for a connection between Winecoff
School Road and Mt. Olivet Road in lieu of replacing the bridge on S. Ridge Avenue.

¢ Impacts to the Rider Transit Center of the proposed right-in/right-out access from
S. Ridge Avenue to S. Main Street.

* Redesigned interchange at Dale Earnhardt Boulevard. Some residents of the Forest
Brook neighborhood expressed opposition over the proposed relocation of the
southbound ramp to Jaycee Boulevard. They indicated concern about noise and
visual impacts and a reduction in property values. Other residents whose homes
would be directly affected by the relocated ramp expressed support for the
project.

* Lack of interchange at Old Beatty Ford Road. Some local officials commented that
not having an area where emergency vehicles could turn around in the median of
1-85, combined with the lack of an interchange for five miles, will create a safety
hazard. Others believe the interchange would foster economic development in
southern Rowan County.

* Roundabouts on Lane Street. Some commenters expressed concern over impacts
of the roundabout to businesses in that area, including the truck stop.

*  Project schedule. Some officials in Rowan County requested that the schedule for
the “B” section of the project be moved up to coincide with the “A” section.
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*  Some residents and local officials expressed concern about modified access on US
29 in China Grove.

*  Some comments expressed concern over a perceived lack of coordination between
NCDOT and local municipalities.

® The need for a service road to provide access to businesses along Dale Earnhardt
Boulevard between the existing ramp and Jaycee Road. Existing access on Jaycee
Road will be terminated with the proposed improvements and the proposed
median will alter access from Dale Earnhardt Boulevard. NCDOT is recommending
a service road to address this issue.

F. Project Impact Criteria Checklists:

Type Il Actions ‘ Yes ‘ No
If the proposed improvement is identified as a Type Il Class of Action answer all questions.

« The Categorical Exclusion will require FHWA approval.

« If any questions are marked “yes" then additional information will be required for those question in

Section G.

1 Does the project involve potential effects on species listed with the USFWS or
NMFS7?

2 Does the project result in impacts subject to the conditions of the BGPA?

Does the project generate substantial controversy or public opposition, for any

3 reason, following appropriate public involvement?

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

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

6 Does the project include a determination under Section 4(f)?

7 Is a project-level analysis for direct, indirect, or cumulative effects required
based on the NCDOT community studies screening tool?

8 Is a project level air quality Mobile Source Air Toxics (MSAT) analysis
required?

9 Does the project impact anadromous fish?

Does the project impact waters classified as ORW, HQW, Water Supply

10 Watershed Critical Areas, 303(d)-listed impaired water bodies, buffer rules, or
SAV?

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

12 Does the project require a USACE Individual Section 404 Permit?

11

13 Will the project require an easement from a FERC licensed facility?

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

X O|0XO X |OXXOK O OO O
O X |XOX| OXKOOXOX KK X

15 Does the project involve hazardous materials and landfills?
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Does the project require work encroaching and adversely effecting a
regulatory floodway or work affecting the base floodplain (100-year flood)

16 elevations of a water course or lake, pursuant to Executive Order 11988 and X | O
23 CFR 650 subpart A?
17 Is the project in a CAMA county and substantially affects the coastal zone

andfor any AEC?

18 Does the project require a USCG permit?

Does the project involve construction activities in, across, or adjacent to a
designated Wild and Scenic River present within the project area?

20 Does the project involve CBRA resources?

Oyo oo
MIX K| X

-
1]
0
=
o

Type Il Actions (continued

Does the project impact federal lands (e.g. USFS, USFWS, etc.) or Tribal

21| Lands?
22 | Does the project involve any changes in access control?
23 Does the project have a permanent adverse effect on local traffic patterns or

community cohesiveness?

24 will maintenance of traffic cause substantial disruption?

00 ox O
MK X O X

25 | Is the project inconsistent with the STIP or the MPO’s TIP (where applicable)?

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

27 Does the project involve FEMA buyout properties under the HMGP?

26

]
X

28 Is the project considered a Type | under the NCDOT's Noise Policy?

Is there prime or important farmland soil impacted by this project as defined by
the FPPA?

Are there other issues that arose during the project development process that
effected the project decision?

29

O OO
XX O

30
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G. Additional Documentation as Required from Section F

Question 5 - Displacements/Right of Way Acquisition:

Based on preliminary design, 34 residences, 14 businesses, and one church will be
displaced.

Sufficient right-of-way and easements will be acquired to accommodate the proposed
improvements. Most improvements will occur within the existing I-85 right-of-way.
Minor amounts of additional right-of-way will be required at some sections along I-85
to accommodate the widening. Additional right-of-way will be required along some of
the cross streets to accommodate widening or other improvements associated with
interchange reconstruction.

Question 7 - Direct, Indirect, and Cumulative Effects

Water resources in the study area, including a drinking water supply, could incur
indirect and cumulative effects. Some protection will be provided from development
restrictions within the Critical Area of the Water Supply Watershed, and to a lesser
extent, in the Protected Area.

Reduced congestion on [-85 and improvements to existing interchanges will likely
contribute to travel time savings in the study area.

An increase in development interests in the more rural portions of the study area could
eventually result in some of those areas transitioning to residential and business land
use. Local ordinances regulating development and designed to preserve agricultural
lands will guide this development.

Question 8 - MSAT:

Vehicles are a major contributor to decreased air quality because they emit a variety of
pollutants into the air. Changing traffic patterns are a primary concern when
determining the impact of a new highway facility or the improvement of an existing
highway facility. New highways or the widening of existing highways increase localized
levels of vehicle emissions, but these increases could be offset due to increases in
speeds from reductions in congestion and because vehicle emissions will decrease in
areas where traffic shifts to the new roadway. Significant progress has been made in
reducing criteria pollutant emissions from motor vehicles and improving air quality,
even as vehicle travel has increased rapidly.

The project is located in Cabarrus and Rowan Counties, which comply with the National
Ambient Air Quality Standards. This project will not add substantial new capacity or
creating a facility that is likely to meaningfully increase emissions. Therefore, it is not
anticipated to create any adverse effects on the air quality of this nonattainment area.

This project falls under MSAT Analysis Category Three (3) because AADT is projected
to be in the range of 140,000 to 150,000 or greater by the design year. Therefore, this
project requires a quantitative MSAT analysis. Because of the uncertainties outlined
abowve, a quantitative assessment of the effects of air toxic emissions impacts on human
health cannot be made at the project level. While available tools do allow us to
reasonably predict relative emissions changes between alternatives for larger projects,
the amount of MSAT emissions from each of the project alternatives and MSAT
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concentrations or exposures created by each of the project alternatives cannot be
predicted with enough accuracy to be useful in estimating health impacts. (As noted
above, the current emissions model is not capable of serving as a meaningful emissions
analysis tool for smaller projects.) Therefore, it is not possible to make a determination
of whether any of the alternatives would have "significant adverse impacts on the
human environment.

Question 10 - Impacted Waters

Town Creek and Irish Buffalo Creek are 303(d) streams. No special commitments
required.

Question 12 - USACE Permit

Under the current Section 404 permitting requirements, it is expected the project will
require an Individual Permit (IP). In general, the USACE Wilmington District issues an
IP for projects that result in 0.5 acre or more of fill to Waters of the US or 300 linear feet
or more of stream impacts or if the project is considered by the agency to be a major
action. This permit requires a full public interest review, including public notices and
coordination with involved agencies, interested parties, and the general public.

Question 15 - Hazardous Materials:

Based on a hazardous materials evaluation prepared by NCDOT in August 2011,
thirteen sites presently or formerly containing petroleum underground storage tanks
(USTs) were identified within the project limits. These sites are listed in Table 16 and
shown on Figure 4. No hazardous waste sites or landfills were noted. Four other
geoenvironmental concerns were identified within the project limits: three automotive
repair facilities and one automotive salvage yard. Soil and groundwater assessments
will be conducted at each of the UST sites prior to right-of-way acquisition.

Question 16 - Floodplain

The proposed project crosses approximately 21 acres of 100-year floodplain.
Appropriate commitments are located in the greensheet.

Question 22 - Access Control

Full control of access will be maintained along I-85. For intersecting streets, controlled
access will be utilized at the following locations:

* 1S 29-601 from just south of Cloverleaf Plaza to just north of the new
intersection with 5. Main Street.

* Concord Lake Road/Lake Concord Road from just south of Cloverleaf Parkway
to Country Club Drive.

® Main Street/Kannapolis Highway from south of Stewart Street to north of Mills
Avenue.

* 5. Ridge Avenue, approximately 200 feet on either side of the bridge over [-85.

® Dale Earnhardt Boulevard from north of Coldwater Ridge Drive to south of the
Denwood Street, and from Roxie Street to Dickens Place.

* Along both sides of Centergrove Road, approximately 150 feet on either side of
the proposed bridge.

* Brantley Road, approximately 250 feet on either side of the proposed bridge.

* From approximately 950 feet west of the proposed Lane Street bridge to
approximately 1,300 feet east of the proposed bridge.

* Pine Ridge Road, from approximately 200 feet west of the proposed bridge over
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[-85 to approximately 100 feet east of the bridge. On the east side of -85, an
additional 100 feet of controlled access will be purchased to maintain an
existing driveway.

* Approximately 300 feet west of the proposed bridge on Lentz Road over I-85 to
approximately 150 feet east of the proposed bridge.

* NC 152 from the intersection of the newly aligned Power Street to Hitachi
Metals Drive. A break in the control of access is provided, just east of Ketchie
Estates Road to maintain an existing driveway.

* US29/NC 152 from south of N. Main Street (US 294) to west of realigned Power
Street (through the current interchange area).

Question 28 - Noise

Based on the preliminary Traffic Noise Analysis, traffic noise abatement is
recommended and noise abatement measures are proposed at five of eleven noise
study areas analyzed for this project. This evaluation partially completes the highway
traffic noise requirements of 23 CFR 772. These are preliminary findings only, for use in
the project environmental document. An additional noise analysis (Design Noise
Report) will be performed during final design of this project to develop more detailed
locations and dimensions of the recommended noise barriers.
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H. Project Commitments

Roadway Design Unit, Hydraulics Unit, Structure Design Unit, Division Office -
Provisions for Greenway

The proposed new |-85 bridges over Irish Buffalo Creek will be designed with adequate
vertical and horizontal clearance to accommodate the future Irish Buffalo Creek greenway
crossing under |-85. Coordination with the local municipality will be performed during
design of those bridges to ensure they are compatible with the future greenway crossing.

Project Development and Environmental Analysis Unit, Division 10, Roadway
Design — Blake House and Goodman Farm

Blake House and Goodman Farm, both National Register-eligible properties, are within the
project's Area for Potential Effects. Currently, the proposed project will have No Effect on
either of these properties. If design plans change near either of the properties, impacts will
be re-evaluated and appropriate coordination with the Department of Cultural Resources
will be undertaken.

Project Development and Environmental Analysis Unit, Division 10, Roadway
Design — North Cabarrus Park

North Cabarrus Park, owned and managed by Cabarrus County, is located on the west
side of 1-85 near Irish Buffalo Creek. No additional right-of-way or easements are proposed
along 1-85 on park property; thus, the project will not impact North Cabarrus Park_ If design
plans change in this vicinity, a Section 4(f) evaluation will be prepared.

Hydraulics Unit — Floodplain Mapping Pregram Coordination

The NCDOT Hydraulics Unit will coordinate with the North Carolina Floodplain Mapping
Program (FMP), the delegated state agency for administering FEMA’s National Flood
Insurance Program, to determine the status of the project with regard to the applicability of
NCDOT's Memorandum of Agreement with the FMP or approval of a Conditional Letter of
Map Revision (CLOMR) and subsequent final Letter of Map Revision (LOMR).

Divisions 9 and 10 — As-Built Construction Plans

The Divisions shall submit sealed as-built construction plans fo the Hydraulics Unit upon
completion of project construction, certifying that the drainage structure(s) and roadway
embankment that are located within the 100-year floodplain were built as shown in the
construction plans, both horizontally and vertically.

Division 10 and Roadside Environmental Unit- Landscaping
NCDOT will provide vegetative screening along the Dale Eamhardt Boulevard southbound
off-ramp, which utilizes Jaycee Road.

Congestion Management Unit — interchange Modification Report

Due to the proposed improvements at the 1-85 interchanges in the study area, an
interchange modification report is being prepared and will be submitted to the Federal
Highway Administration for approval following completion of the final environmental
document.




Design-Build Unit

+ During Final Design, NCDOT will investigate the feasibility of a roundabout at
Vinehaven Drive and Copperfield Boulevard.

+ NCDOT will provide a leftover from northbound US 239-601 (Cannon Boulevard) to
Ridge Avenue, and will provide access from Ridge Avenue to the Rider Transit
Center. The proposed roundabout on 5. Main Street will be removed from the
design.

» NCDOT will connect S. Ridge Avenue to US 29-601 (Cannon Boulevard) with right-
in/right-out access.

+ NCDOT will provide full access at the intersection of Old Eamhardt Road and Dale
Eamhardt Boulevard.

= NCDOT will coordinate with representatives of F&M Bank to minimize impacts.

= NCDOT will modify the proposed service road at the Dale Eamhardt Boulevard
interchange to provide improved access to F&M Bank, the Chamber of Commerce
Building, and Lowe's.

s+ NCDOT will provide a leftover into the Pilot Truck Stop on Lane Street.

« NCDOT will provide right-in/right-out access to Motel 6, Waffle House, and Brantley
property on Lane Street. The proposed service road will be removed.

= NCDOT will coordinate, on a case-by-case basis, the location of bus stops,
sidewalks, and pedestrian controls with the City of Concord, City of Kannapolis, and
Rider Transit.

+ NCDOT will coordinate with local officials regarding emergency access in the NC
152/US 29 interchange area.
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I. Categorical Exclusion Approval

STIP Project No. 1-3802/1-3610/B-5365
WBS Element 36780.1.2
Federal Project No. FANHIMF-085-2(61)55
Prepared By:
12/20/12 John D. Bridges
Date John D. Bridges, P.E_, Project Manager

ABC Engineering

Prepared For: North Carolina Department of Transportation
Reviewed By:
7 (=
7o5075 /m S &L
Date Jane S_ Doe, Project Development Engineer
NCDOT

NCDOT certifies that the proposed action qualifies as a Type Ill Categorical
Exclusion
L/o4/14 Jane S. Temple

Date for John Hancock, Division Engineer
North Carolina Department of Transportation

FHWA Approval:

1/04/14  John W. Smith

Date for John F. Sullivan, 1ll, PE, Division Administrator
Federal Highway Administration
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Figure 1
Project Vicinity

1-85 Widening and Interchange Improvements From North of NC 73 to
US 29-601 Connector (1-3802/1-3610/B-5365)

Rowan and Cabarrus Counties, North Carolina
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Proposed Improvements - Centergrove Road Detour

-85 Widening and Interchange Improvements From North of NC 73 to
US 29-601 Connector (1-3802/1-3610)
Rowan and Cabarrus Counties, North Carolina
Map Dater 3212013
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Notth Carolina Department of Cultural Resources
State Historic Preservation Office

Ramona M, Barwos, Administrator
Office of Archives and History
Division of Historcal Resources
David Brook, Direcror

Beverly Tiaves Perdue, Governor
Linda A. Carlisle, Secremry
JedFrey ]. Crow, Deputy Secretry

May 9,2012

MEMORANDUM

TO: Mart Wilkerson
Office of Human Environment
NCDOT Division of Highways

FROM: Ramona M. Bartos f&&,é‘ ?Ml“ﬂ'- M‘ﬁm‘%

SUBJECT:  Amendment for Widening I-85 Between China Grove and Kannapolis, I-3802,
Rowan and Cabarras Counties, ER 05-0376

Thank you for your letter of April 25, 2012, conceming the above project.

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

The above comments are made pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and the
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s Regulations for Compliance with Section 106 codified at 36 CFR
Part 800

Thank you for your cooperation and consideration. If you have questions concerning the above comment,
contact Renee Gledhill-Eatley, environmental review coordinator, at 919-807-6579, In all future
communication concerning this project, please cite the above referenced tracking number.

Location: 109 Fast Jones Stroel, Raleigh NC 27601 Mailing Address: 4617 Muil Service Center, Raleigh NC 276904617 Teiephene/Fax: (919) YU7-6570/BU7-6599
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Federal Aid #: WHIMF-85-2 (61) 55 TIP#: 1-3802 County: Cabarrus

CONCURRENCE FORM FOR ASSESSMENT OF EFFECTS
Praject Description; Widen -85 from NC 73 to the US 29/601 Connector in Cabarrus County

On July 26, 2011, representatives of the

[{  North Carolina Department of Transportation (NCDOT)
B Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
North Carolina State Historic Preservation Office (HPO)

O  Other

Reviewed the subject project and agreed on the effects findings listed within the table on the

reverse of this signature page.

Signed:

Slelbanl Splina 1/ 24e] 2o

Representativel NCDOT Date
ﬁ?ﬂ bfo s 2-26-1f

FHWA, for the Division Administrator, or other Federal Agency Date

Representative, HPO Date

e pn »
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Federal Aid #: NHIMF-85-2 (61) 55

TIP #: 1-3802 County: Cabarrus
Property and Status Alternative | Effect Finding Reasons
; of Wi OW Ak~ <S
Goodman Farm (DOE) be-Et | no < P ne w\ _ 2 Ay
ceiteaa A C 4o W.,\Q.QOQ: 24 .
. ~sAL e DNPE bt oviSde e
Blake House (DOE) Ipeck- CY o e-thc)(' ?NS et g, .
Initialed: NCDOT S5 FHWA SZE HPO _@Q_
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Federal Aid #: NHIMF-85-2 (61)55  TIP#: 13802 County: Cabarrus

CONCURRENCE FORM FOR ASSESSMENT OF EFFECTS
Praject Description; Widen I-85 from NC 73 to the US 29/601 Connector in Cabarrus County

On July 26,2011, representatives of the

[  North Carolina Department of Transportation (NCDOT)
B - Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
D North Carolina State Historic Preservation Office (HPO)

O  Other

Reviewed the subject project and agreed on the effects findings listed within the table on the

reverse of this signature page.

Signed:

St ldand S tlino T/ 2Le] 2o

Representative, NCDOT Date
B?ﬂ Aﬂgm,j"" 2-26-lf

FHWA, for the Division Administrator, or other Federal Agency Date

Representative, HPO Date

M@w 73l
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Federal Aid #: NHIMF-85-2 (61) 55

TIP #: 1-3802 County: Cabarrus

Property and Status Alternative | Effect Finding Reasons
. - POy

Goodman Farm DOB) | k- (4 | no PR | N i vy Bl

ceitena AC 4o \N.(\Lw@ QA .
AL e DTt ovh Sl e
Buke Howe®0B) | ook (o | o <hfed | DU e
Initialed: NCDOT S5 FHWA SZE HPO _@L
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Fecleral Aid # FANHIMF-085-2(61)55 TIP # 1-3802/1-3610 County: Rowan/Cabarrus

FO! R P N F
T1 L

Praject Description:

On December 21, 2010, representatives of the

[ North Carolina Department of Transportati

| Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)

X North Caroling State Histaric Preservation Office (HPO)

O Other

Reviewed the subject project at historic architectural resources pehutugraph review session/consultation and
All parties present agreed

O There are no properties over fifty years old within the praject’s Area of Polential Effects (APE).

X 'nmarenapmpaﬁes1essihanﬁﬂyycmoldwhichameonsideredmmeet&iwiaCms&duraﬂmGwhhinme

project’s APE.
& There are properties over fifty years old within the project’s APE, but based on the historical information available
and the photographs of each property, the properties identified as I = 4% are considered not eligible for

the National Register and no further evaluation of them is necessary. Photographs of these properties are attached.
2 There are no National Register-listed or Study Listed properties within the project’s APE.

=

All properties greater than 50 years of age located in the APE have been considered at this consultation, and based
upon the above concurrence, all compliance for historic architecture with Scction 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act and GS 121-12(a) has been completed for this project.

O More informetion is requested on properties

Signed: .
%M&Wﬁ%’ | 2/ 2/ 2010
Representative, NCDOL) i Date ©
FHWA, for the Division Administrator, or other Federal Agency Dats
Representative, HFO Date

Q- e LA -Tody /a/al] /0
State Historic Preservation Officer ] Date

1 a survey report is prepared, a final copy of this form md the attached list will be included.
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Federal Aid # TrPd 1380 County:  Rowan/Cabarrus

CURRENCE OPERTIES N JGIBLE FOR
THE NATIO ;ISTER OF HIST! CES

Project Description:  Widen I-85 and improve interchanges
On  March 24, 2008 representatives of the

& Morth Carolina Department of Transporiation (NCDOT)
O Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)

X Morth Carolina State Historic Preservation Office (HPO)
O Other

Reviewed the subject project at

(| Scoping meeting

Historic architecturel photograph review session/consultation
O Other

All parties present agreed
O There are no properties over fifty years old within the project’s area of potential effects.

p] There are no propertics less than fifty years old which are considered to meet Criteria Consideration G within the
project’s arca of potential effects.

K] There are properties over fifty years old within the project’s Area of Potential Effects {APE), but based on the
historical information aveilable and the photographs of each property, the properties identified as_{- |D are
considered not eligible for the National Register and no further evaluation of them is necessary.

] There are no National Register-listed or Study Listed properties within the project’s arca of potential effects.
H All properties greater than 50 years of age located in the APE have been considered at this consultation, and based

upon the above concurrence, all compli for historic archi wilh Sectiom 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act and GS 121-12(a) has been completed for this project.

| There are no historic properties affected by this project. (Attach any notes or documents as needed)

Signed:

% o ot 2. DA 7/29/ 2000
R tive, NCDOT Date
FHWA, for the Division Administrater, or other Federal Agency Date
Representative, HPO Date
State Historic Preservation Officer Date

1M survey report is prepared, a (inal copy of this form and the attached list will be inchudod.
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SeEcTiON 404/NEPA INTERAGENCY ABREEMENT

CoNCURRENCE POINT NO. 1
PURPOSE AND NEED AND STUDY AREA DEFINED

ProJecT TITLE: [-85 Widening and Interchange Improvements from North of NC 73 to
US 29-601 Connector; Rowan and Cabarrus Counties; TIP Project Numbers 1-3802/1-3610; Federal
Project Number FANHIMF-085-2{61)55; WBS Number 36780.1.1

FPURPOSE AND NEED OF PROPDSED PROJECT: The purposes of the proposed project are
as follows:

e T'o address congestion and capacity problems along the 1-85 corridor in the project area by
improving the level of service (1.LOS) on 1-85 and its interchanges by 2035, Another
desirable outcome is to eliminate vertical clearance deficiencies for structures over 1-85
within the project study area in order to meet current design standards.

e T'o reduce operational deficiencies at the interchange of US 29-601 Connector and NC 152,

Stupy Area: The project study area begins approximarely 1,000 feet north of NC 73 and ends at
approximately 2,000 feet north of US 29-601 Connector. It consists of a 600-foot wide corridor
centered on 1-85. At intersections and interchanges, corridors are 400 feet wide and approximately
2,000 feer long. Ar the US 29-601 interchange, the study area extends 2,600 feet north along
Kannapolis Highway and the railroad corridor and approximately 5,000 feet to the sourh down

US 29-601/Concord Parkway. It extends approximately 3,000 feet along Lane Street on each side of
1-85. Along SR 1221 (Old Beatty Ford Road), the cotridor extends approximately 1,200 feet west of
1-85 and approximately 2,000 feet to the east of I-85. At NC 152, the corridor along 1-85 is widened
to approximately 2,000 feet to the west (from the 1-85 centerline) to include the US 29-601/NC 152
interchange, Main Street and the NC 152 interchange with 1-85. It extends approximarely 1,500 feet
along NC 152 on both sides of 1-85.

“The project team ha§ concurred on this date of January 19, 2011, with the purpose and need for the
i ;

proposed project g5/described above.
USACE WY FHWA . & ; »

i -
USEPA @EPJ_M?__ : chl-)()-ldﬂﬂf@\\‘ﬁﬁw‘;ﬁ"iﬂ‘\mﬁﬁ-

USFWS ‘W’é dii NCDCR QL«/—(&L}M&O" &1&%
} ; ] / | | W b

! -

NCDWQ NCWRC

CRMPO
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Section 404/NEPA Interagency Agreement

Concurrence Point No. 2
Design Options for Detailed Study

Project Title: 1-85 Widening and Interchange Improvements from Notth of NC 73 to US
29-601 Connector; Rowan and Cabarrus Counties; TIP Project Numbers 1-3802/1-3610;
Federal Project Number FANHIME-085-2(61)55; WBS Number 36780.1.1

Design Option to Study in Detail:
1. No Build
2. Widen to the Inside of 1-85
3. I-85/U8 29-601: Diverging Diamond Interchange (D)
4. 1-85/Dale Earnhardt Blvd: Diamond with Slip Ramp
5. I-85/Lane Street: Diamond with Roundabouts
6. [-85/NC 152: Diamond with Roundabouts
7. US529-601 Connector,/ NC 152: Half diamond

The project team has concurred on this day, December 16, 2010, with the design options to
study in detail fof/the proposed project as indicated above.

{ .
USACE /'{- 3 DL*V‘M ;Z FHWA /95«/% L .-'%ft.-[ L)

USEPA 1’?'\"’/7’, N M NCD()’;‘\Q’_":}&'\ﬁ_\i\:n\ﬁi{éb\\a\\%\aﬁ“
USFWS (%é_fé &* -..:"(_... NCDCR (ZQ’W M—L&Q"‘?
NCDWQ ﬁ»&f:,;! gj{fﬁ’@:f}n? 44 Newre “////r &7(5 ( ?EM/;‘,,_\

CRMPO
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SECTION 404/NEPA INTERAGENCY ABREEMENT

UPDATED CONCURRENCE POINT NO. 2
DeEgiGN OPTIONS FOR DETAILED STUDY

Project Title: -85 Widening and Interchange Improvements from North of NC 73 to US
29-601 Connector; Rowan and Cabartus Counties; TP Project Numbers 1-3802/1-3610;
Federal Project Number FANHIMF-085-2(61)55; WES Number 36780.1.1

Design Option for the Detailed Study:

1. No Build

2. Widen to the Inside of I.85

3. L-85/US 29-601: Diverging Diamond Interchange (DDI}

4. 1-85/Dale Earnhardt Blvd: Diamond with Slip Ramp

5. 1-85/Lane Strect: Diamond with Roundabouts

6. 1-85/NC 152: Diamond with Roundabouts

7. US 29-601 Connector/NC 152: Half diamond

8. 1-85/Dale Earnhardt Blvd: Diamond with Elongated Loop

The project team has concurred on this day, January 16, 2013, with the design options o
study in detail forithe proposed project as indicated above.

fagr
USACE __jk S J / FHWA
us&‘.v% A0 >

USFWS

NCDOT <

A~
—

NCDWQ
CRMPO
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Project Documentation/Supplemental Information

Transportation



Project Documentation

 Includes ALL electronic or paper project records maintained by
NCDOT including:

» Checklist form(s), technical reports, e-mails documenting decisions
(avoid e-mail chains), project maps/photos, as appropriate

« Key Documents should be identified
* Provide to FHWA at their request.

Project File Storage
» Hard copy files allowable, but

 Electronic files required on Preconstruction site
making for easier review, reporting and later
retrieval, especially if the project manager leaves
the Division.

Transportation



Electronic Project Files are to be stored on NCDOT Preconstruction
Project Sites ﬂ'
o=e

The following is a web address to a quick reference guide:
https://connect.ncdot.qov/site/preconstruction/SitePages/Home.aspx

More in depth information is available at the following site:
https://connect.ncdot.qov/site/preconstruction/Pages/Preconstruction-Help.aspx

Transportation



Document Distribution

For Raleigh based projects, distribution will continue as it has in the past.

For Division based projects, the process will continue as it has in the past
with one addition. NCDOT will send a notification to FHWA alerting them of
the date the document was completed and a hyperlink to the location on the

Pre-Construction SharePoint Site.

Transportation



Consultation

A consultation is a brief review of the CE to
determine if it is still valid or if additional analysis

IS required. It is not always required. You
determine when one is required by....

Transportation



Consultations & Reviews

Has there been a
Is this a substantial change
non-ground -OR- has it been . Was the CE
disturbing more than 1 year signed by FHWA?
project? between either CE
and right of way or appraved

right of way and consultation

construction? Has a threshold required
issue been

FHWA

tripped since the

CE?
No
consultation

or review
required

Write a memo
to file
documenting
review

Transportation



What's in a Consultation or Review

A verification that the contents of the original CE is still valid.

* Things to consider in answering that question:

» Verify No Substantial Changes for example:

* Major Design Change

» Project went beyond original study area
« Have any new endangered species been added to your county?
 Verify that any preconstruction project commitments have been fulfilled
» Are there any new project commitments?

Transportation



North Carolina Department of Transportation
PROJECT ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTATION FORM
L D. No.

I GENERAL INFORMATION

a. Consultation Phase: choose Right of Way or Construction

b. Project Description: Insert Description from STIP
c. State Project: Insert WBS #
Federal Project: Insert FA #
d. Document Type: eg. TypellACE -and- dateof document
Date

1I. CONCLUSIONS

The above environmental document has been reevaluated as required by 23
CFR 771. Itwas determined that the current proposed action is essentially the
same as the original proposed action. Proposed changes, if any, are noted
below in Section ITT. It has been determined that anticipated social, economic,
and environmental impacts were accurately described in the above referenced
document(s) unless noted otherwise herein. Therefore, the original
Administration Action remains valid.

III.  CHANGES INPROPOSED ACTION AND ENVIRONMENTAL
CONSEQUENCES

Address M gjor Design Changes
Address changes of Study Area
Address new Endangered Species

IV.  LIST OF ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS

See Attached Project Commitments Greensheet _

Transportation



North Carolina Department of Transportation
PROJECT ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTATION FORM
L D. No.

V. COORDINATION Touch Base with
o wae so0rdated vt and the e T s these folks by
project manager and does not require signatures. .

phone, e-mail or
face to face

Design Engineer:

Change the
title based on
who prepares A e e e

FHWA Engineer:

it (DEO,
Planner, PM,
etc.) Project Planning Enginess Same Person
who Approves

Document for
VII. FHWA CONCUERRENCE N C DOT

VI. NCDOT CONCURRENCE or CERTIFICATION

Division Engineer —or- NCDOT Unit Head

Federal Highway Administration Date
Division Administrator

Transportation



Reference Materials erlinks

e Air quality manual  NEPA

e Bald Eagle * Noise policy

e Census data e Noise manual

e Demographic tool (EJ) * Right-of-way Request Form
e Docusign e Section 106

 Endangered species by county
e FHWA 4(f)/de minimus
 Geoenvironmental Request for

Input
e HPO

Transportation



Greensheet Template

Delete all comments or
commitments that do not PROJECT COMN
apply and modify or add B-2904
any as appropriate.

Airport Glidepath
Project is less than 0.8 kilometers (0.5 mj)
and directly in line with the ranway. The]
in the glidepath of oncoming planes. Hon
construction could affect the glidepath. H
appropriate flagging attached to the crane

The resident engineer will alert the Sanfi
plans to construct well in advance of the

If possible, no construction will take placy
is to be performed at night, this activity w|
Sanford Municipal Airport.

Anadromous Fish
A moratorium on in-water construction w|
of any given year.

Stream Crossing Guidelines for Anadrom|
design and construction of this project.

Archaeological Site
The proposed project is located adjacent f
eligible for the National Register of Hist
activities outside the existing roadway lin|
area should be done prior to recovery. I
prior to recovery then the PDEA-Archaeq
1609 should be contacted.

Burial Site
The proposed project involves the remov:
burial located in the Northwest quadrant
paralleling SR 1101. The Right-of-Way
Group [Matt Wilkerson (919-715-1561)
least 48 hours in advance of the removal

Buffer Rules
The Tar-Pamlico or Neuse River Basin Ry

Categorical Exdusion
Green Sheet
April 2017

FEMA Coordination
The Hydraulics Unit will coordin]
(FMP), to determine status of pr
Memorandum of Agreement, or 3
(CLOMR) and subsequent final I

This project involves constructiol]
stream(s). Therefore, the Divisior
to the Hydraulics Unit upon comy
drainage structure(s) and roadway
vear floodplain were built as shoy|
and vertically.

Greenway
Allowance will be made for a fun|
the east side of the Eng River.

Geodetic Markers
There is a Geodetic survey markd
that will be impacted by this proj
one month prior to the start of cox

High Quality Waters
Buffalo Creek/River is located in
There NCDOT will implement DJ

Historic Bridge
Bridge No. 39 must be photograp|
MOA

USGS Gaging Station

A USGS Gauging Station is presq

with the person listed below:
Jerald "Boo" Rol
USGS, Water Re:
Charlotte, NC
(704) 344-6272 H
jbrobins@usgs. g

Underground Storage Tanks (UST"s)
If further design indicates potenti|
for soil and groundwater contami]
purchase.

Categorical Exdusion
Green Sheet
April 2017

School Bus Turn Around
The Director of School Transportation has requested a temporary bus turn around
at a driveway located about 1 mile north of the bridge on SR 1507. The existing
driveway will be suitable with the addition of gravel and possible pipe
replacement. This can be included as a part of the special provisions of the
construction contract.

Sidewalks
Sidewalks are included on both sides for the entire length of the project. This
should be included in the municipal agresment with the Town of Cary

Trout Waters
NCWEC has identifiad creek as supporting a trout population.  Therefore
a moratorium on all in water work will be in place from 0 of any
given vear.

NCDOT will implement Guidelines for Construction of Highwav Improvements
Adjacent to or Crossing Trout Waters in North Carolina in the design and
construction of this project.

TVA Permit
‘The proposed project is located on the Fontana Lake Reservoir managed by the
Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA). The project will require approval under
Section 26a of the TVA Act.

Voluntary Agricultural District (VAD)
This project 1s located within a VAD. If any property holders refuse settlement,
before pursuing condemnation, the Right of Way Branch must contact Project
Development in order to pursue a public meeting with the VAD. This does not
mean that the Department cannot condemn but is a procedural requirement prior
to condemnation.

Categorical Exdusion Page3of3
Green Sheet
April 2017




Non-Ground Disturbing

Type | Non-Ground Disturbing Categorical Exclusion Action

Classification Form
STIP Project No, C-5550
WES Eloment 50086.3.1
Federal ProjectNs. _ CMS.0006(736)

A Proet Desciption
Davidson Cousey - Transit Operations Suppart for Lerangson Crreular Roste aad
ThomaevilleLexington Conneetor Route.

8. Description of Need and Purpose
ot 1 STARSELEY pEQgERER CPECTION CF Yo L poses ehich b caporiant
avies for providmg peeded Wansporiation 1o cowty l\'nd{nh for huthnmh zd.- ahom
Cplopuient and ooy
C. Gategorical Exclusion Ation ClssATaion: Type T

Eroposed - Delate

o

16 tectual
te service o o dewsand

E. Special Project Infommation
No Special information for this project

F. Proioct inpact Criferin Checklts.

CE Examples

Ground Disturbing

T : [ ]

No

Acton e, 3.6.10 175 1416
ke “yes.” FEVYA approval i el

Twe
75, o S e i 1243 alpsaon

; = 5
Frogany ElE
e rorecocated s & e Bty 1 yes, IRV coordesiona
ki c F o=
S 1 of T o) e G iy ek b e 206 Do 35
3| Memoraeum of Agneement under Seclion 108 of the Noonal Fisiarle 0l =
P Lareiman?

G Addtcesl Documentation 8 Requid from Sact

WA

Type | and Il Ground Disturbing Categorical Exclusion Action

Classification Form
ST Project Mo, :

WS Elament 40097,

Federal Project o BASTP 1157(3)

A, Project Deseription:

This peoject replaces Cab 27100 SR 1157 aver The.
bridge wil b 2 cffste sea o

8. Description of Nee and Purgore:

The purpose of the project s o adds

a detesiorating seventy eight yess oid biidge with a nariow
Geck and 2 low posted weight et

© Catbarkel Exchision Acton Clssiication: (Check one)
[
[
D, Praposed Improvements - dentf the Tyve 14nd Type B Action Classfeatons.
26 Bdgerehabiltation, rconsticton,orreplacemmant o the canstrction o grade sepatation
o i the
771.117tel1-6).
£ Spocial Project Information:

Offite Detaur

datour s acceptable, bridges and

of the etour.
Design lsrues:

Tralc Cutrent STO0 e, ear 29359300 ol
1%, Dual
Aot Rt - S glond T ukd e
n Spe
e B Excrpir Rapired

(R e e T A sl e
ute
prowdes. Ihe(.lvofEmnxllmstmutsl!d-))\Mwalkmlhknbr!hwt mn?wgummseu
he Gy aksa h

way undes th

Type Il

Type ll Exclusion Action Form
STIP Project No 1:380211-3610/8-5368
WES Eloment X
Fedaral Project No. =13)

A Project Description (include project soope and location, indluding Muricipaiity and
oLt e bl o
e North Casoiino Oeartment of Transgoraion and Federal Highway:

frarusiration
ey frors NC 74 Cabarrs Courtyto US 20-801 Comnecorin Revan
County Toe rosect s soprosmateny 15 & s e

B. Descnpion of Need and Pumase
he ofthe o sevelof
o oy purpm of . prpreed feec 5 gt sorvce

185

55 or

[
m.;, n,;m the extire kengih of 15 in the study area s cxpecied o
n

mm«-ea e entad by te Consnoon of TIF o .| 3600

N Saomty s o Coaty. teapedd

152, which

e ey Sttt Tk Woenin

itersectons, thercby reducing te nLmbes of confict points and prondng
Capacty for drivers i the nkerechange vicndy.

€ Caiegoneal Exclusion Action Classificabon. Type it

D Proposed improvements — Not Applicable

£ SpecilPron lomatin (Prode  descrpton o rlevan pofoct nfomaton
which i i, Sost, Ao anaSR 1 A, TR ConT: el
a5 0SOLrCH DO BUE Thoonn)
Dvicnity map atached)
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All Resour ces areAvailable on the Connect Site at:
https://connect.ncdot.gov/resour ces/DM PDT/Pages/default.aspx

h__! https://connect.ncdot.gov/resourcesfBMPDT/Pages/defaultaspx ,o v a OH ; Division Managed Project .. * L m

»

sTP €3 MajorProjects (&) Training B Proc Manual 21 sov s wraL €3 ncooT Bl Google | ¥ Maps [ Tae €2 Frs MR sHPOweb |B Kitchensink |2 USGS Maps
L i [ —1 =

Connect NCDOT

BUSINESS PARTNER RESOURCES

{.}v@vij@v

# Home ™ Help @ Site Map

Doing Business  Bidding 8 Letting Projects = Resources Local Governments

Asset Management = Environmental Geotechnical GIS Hydraulics Materials & Tests  Photogrammetry = Specifications  Structures | Traffic Safety

Division Managed Project Delivery Training
Division Training

ﬂ‘ > Connect NCDOT B Resources » Division Managed Project Delivery Training

Announcements
v Title Modified
Categorical Exclusion Checklist Training offered regionally in March «ss  March 8
Documents
v [ Name Modified
Agreements Overview ses January 20

- Categorical Exclusion Checklist sss March 9
Transportation







Federal Highway Administration
North Carolina Division

NON-MERGER PROJECTS

Planning & Program Development

George Hoops, P.E. Planning & Program Development Manager Statewide 919-747-7022
Bill Marley Planning & Environment Specialist Divisions 1, 2, & 4 919-747-7028

Eddie Dancausse Air Quality, Planning, & Environment Engineer Division 5 919-747-7026
Ron Lucas, P.E Environment Engineer Divisions 3, 6, & 8 919-747-7019

Congestion/ITS Management, Planning, & L

Joe Geigle, P.E. .g . J g Divisions 7 & 9 919-747-7007
Environment Engineer

Loretta Barren Planning & Environment Specialist Divisions 10, 11, & 12 919-747-7025

George Hoops
(P&PD Manager until Planning & Environment Specialist Division 13 & 14 919-747-7022
position is filled)
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Federal Highway Administration

North Carolina Division

MERGER PROJECTS

Preconstruction & Environment

Clarence Coleman, P.E. Preconstruction & Environment Director

Seth

_ Environment Engineer
Wilcher

Donnie Brew Preconstruction & Environment Engineer

Felix Davila, P.E. Environmental Compliance Coordinator

Mike Dawson Realty Officer

Statewide

Divisions 1-8

Divisions 9 - 14

Statewide

Statewide

919-747-7014

919-747-7019

919-747-7017

919-747-7021

919-747-7009
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