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=y United States Department of the Interior .

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Asheville Field Office
160 Zillicoa Street
Asheville, North Carolina 28801

September 21, 1995

Mr. H. Franklin Vick, P.E.. Manager
Planning and Environmental Branc

Division of Highways

North Carolina Department of Transportation
P.0. Box 25201 :

Raleigh. North Carolina 27611-5201

Dear Mr. Vick:

Subject: Environmental Impact Statement for the Proposed Improvement of
US 321 from SR 1500 (Blackberry Road) to US 221 in Blowing

Rock. Caldwell and Watauga Counties. North Carolina. TIP
No. R-2237C

In your letter of August 3, 1995 (received August 10, 1995). you informed
us that an environmental impact statement would be prepared for the
subject project and you requested our comments. The following comments
are provided in accordance with the provisions of the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act. as amended (16 U.S.C. 661-667e). and Sectior 7 of the
Endangered Species Act of 1973. as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531-1543) (Act).

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) 1s familiar with this
roiect and provided comments on September 20, 1993, on the August 1993
nvironmenta) Assessment. At that time, the Service stated that we
“concur with the selection of the preferred alternative for this project,

which involves widening of the existing alignment." We also pointed out

that we do "not support the various Blowing Rock Bypass
alternatives...based on {ncreased habitat fragmentation and greater

impacts to streams.” At this time, the Service still prefers widening
the existing alignment.

The Service does not have any additional natural resources issues to be
evaluated in the study of bypass alternatives other than those listed in
your letter. However, we are enclosing an uedated list of federally
Brotected endangered and threatened species Known from Caldwell and
atauga Counties that may occur within the area of influence of the _
proposed bypass. The legal responsibilities of a Federal agency or their
designated non-Federal representative under Section 7 of the Act are on
file with the Federal Highway Administration. The enclosed pages also
contain a 1ist of other species of Federal concern that are currently
under status review by the Service which may occur in the project impact
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IN REPLY REFER TQ
LOG NO. 4-2-90-041
PAGE 1 OF 2

CALDWELL COUNTY
FEDERALLY PROTECTED SPECIES

ARACHNIDS
Spruce-fir moss spider (Microhexura montivaga) - Endangered

read1ng avens ( radigtum) - Endangered
B?ue Ridge goldenrod (501idago sp; )_- Threatened

Heller’'s blazing star (Liatris hel ) - Threatened
OTHER SPECIES OF FEDERAL CONCERN

MAMMALS
Alleghany woodrat (Neotoma magister)

INSECTS
Diana fritillary butterfly (Speyeria diana)

PLANTS

A liverwort ( )
A liverwort ( ii var. sullivantii)*
Bent avens (

Gray's 1ily (
Mountain b1ttercressgr2§Egam1_g clematitis)
No common name (Yerbena riparia)

Sweet pinesap (Monotropsis odorata)
*Indicates no specimen from Caldwell County in at least 20 years.

WATAUCA COUNTY
FEDERALLY PROTECTED SPECIES
MAMMALS
Caroé1gg nortgern flying squirrel (Glaucomys sabrinus coloratus) -
ndangere
Virginia big-eared bat (Elecotus townsendii virginianus) - Endangered
PLANTS
Roan Mountain bluet ( var. montana) - Endangered

ala

tum) - Endangered
) - Threatened

reading avens (
B?ue Ridge goldenr (55

ago spithamaea
Heller's blazing star (L.au helleri) - Threatened




IN REPLY REFER TO
| LOG NO. 4-2-90-041
b PAGE 2 OF 2

OTHER SPECIES OF FEDERAL CONCERN '

MAMMALS
Alleghany woodrat (

er)
Appalachian cottontail ( transitionalis)*
| BIRDS
Cerulean warbler (Dendroica cerulea)

REPTILES
Bog turtle (Clemmys muhlenbergii)

AMPHIBIANS )
Hellbender (Cryptobranchys allegapiensis)

FISHES
Kanawha minnow (Phenocobius teretulus)

* CLAMS
Green floater ( subviridus)
Tennessee heelsplitter (Lasmidona holstonia)

INSECTS
Diana fritillary butterfly (Speveria diana)

PLANTS _

A 1iverwort (Bazzania )=
Bent avens ( )

Bog bluegrass )*

Butternut ( cinerea
Gray's 111y )

Gray's saxifrage caroliniang)
Mountain bittercress e clematitis)

Tall Tarkspur (Delphinfum exaltatum)

*Indicates no specimen from Watauga County in at least 20 years.
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United States Department of the Interior

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
Blue Ridge Parkway
400 BB&T Building
One Pack Square
Asheville, North Carolina 28801
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September 11, 1995

Mr. H. Franklin Vick, P.E., Manager
Planning and Environmental Branch

North Carolina Department of Transportation
Division of Highways

Post Office Box 25201

Raleigh, North Carolina 27611-5201

Subject: Environmental Impact Statement of the Proposed Improvements
of US 321 from SR 1500 (Blackberry Road) to US 221 in Blowing

Rock, North Carolina (State Project No. 8.7T7313801; TIP No. R-
2237C) |

Dear Mr. Vick:

This is in response to your letter of August 3 concerning subject project in Caldwell
and Watauga Counties. Based on the information provided in your letter, we believe
this project will not encroach on Blue Ridge Parkway lands or significant viewsheds.

We would, however, like to reiterate our earlier concern: we would object to any
bypass that would adversely impact Parkway lands or viewsheds and/or significantly
alter or impact Parkway natural, cultural, or visual resources. Should new alternatives
be reviewed or discussed that impact Parkway lands or views, please advise Gary
Johnson, Chief, Resource Planning and Professional Services at 704/271-4779 ext. 210
as soon as possible.

Sincerely, p n =
Gary %verédt
Superintendent
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United States Department of the Interior

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
Blue Ridge Parkway
400 BB&T Building
One Pack Square
Asheville, North Carolina 28801
L3027
April 28, 1996

Mr. H. Franklin Vick, P.E., Manager
Planning and Environmental Branch

North Carolina Department of Transportation
Division of Highways
Post Office Box 25201

Raleigh, North Carolina 27611-5201
Dear Mr. Vick: '

This letter is to provide comments and to express our current understanding of
proposed State Project No. 87731301, TIP No. R-2237C involving improvement of
VJS'821 from SR 1600 to US 221 in Blowing Rock, North Carolina. In an earlier
response to your project scoping request, we expressed little concern for this project
because it did not appear that it would involve Parkway lands for right-of-way or
have significant impacts on the Parkway's primary resource, its scenic viewshed.
However, at this time it does appear that alternative alignments being studied could
directly and/or indirectly impact both Parkway lands and the scenic viewshed.

As NCDOT works through Phase II-Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement for this project, described in the enclosure, there are a number of policy
and impact analysis points that we will need to have fully considered on all
alternatives potentiafly affecting the Parkway. Policy and impact considerations are
organized by type of alignment alternative: 1) US 321 Bypass Intersecting
Parkway; 2) US 821 Bypass Adjacent to Parkway.

If you have questions or comments about the information included in the enclosure,
lease contact Mr. Gary Johnson, Chief, Division of Resource Pl and
rofessional Services at 704/271-4779 ext. 210. Also we would like to be briefed on

the status of this project, the alternatives to be analyzed in the EIS, and how

Section 4(f) is going to be accomplished.

Sincerely, :
Gery Everhardt
Superintendent

Enclosure
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BLUE RIDGE PARKWAY
POLICY AND IMPACT ANALYSIS ATTACHMENT

Right-of-Way Authority

NCDOT would need additional right-of-way in order to construct a realigned
segment of US 321 on National Park Service (NPS) property. The new alignment
would follow (1) an existing aligumant for a State deed-reserved secondary road; (2)
an existing primary state or US highway alignment; or (3) an entirely new
alignment not presently reserved by deed.

Existing deed-reserved public roads: Each public primary and secondary
road that crosses the Blue Ridge Parkway or occupies some portion of NP8
land is specifically reserved in a deed of donation conveying lands from the
State to the United States for Parkway construction. In most cases, the
deeds of donation do not provide for amending reservations to provide
additional width. Deed clauses calling for "modifications as may hereinafter
be agreed upon" refer to road relocations and not to enhancement of rights-

of-way.

; DI WS " 14 [(OU g & : = £ H
Public Law 87-76 authorizes the NPS to accept certain lands an% property
interests through exchanges "of approximately equal value." No exchange
will be considered under this authority if there is "no demonstrable benefit to
the United States"; therefore, we could only accept high ?riority lands listed
in the Parkway's approved Land Protection Plan. Usually, such lands have
appurtenant access to, or across, the Parkway motor road, or some other

significant value. Most contiguous lands adjacent to public highway
projects would not be acceptable.

nterstate and Defense Highway System: Under Title 23, U.S.C.,
ongress has authorized the Secretary of Transportation to make .
arrangements with the NPS Director for a right-of-way on NPS land for

National Defense Highways, if the Secretary deerns such use to be
"reasonably necessary."

The applicant, NCDOT, would "consult with local officials of the National
Park Service (Blue Ridge Parkway) to ascertain whether or not the use or

appropriation of the lands for right-of-way purposes is consictent with the

Service's management program and agree to such measures as may be
necessary to maintain program values.”

Title 23 provides for mitigation, including lands to be obtained and conveyed
to the United States, among other measures. Such lands need not be listed
in the Land Protection Plan; however, the Parkway Superintendent must
approve the mitigation plan.

A-8




We believe that Title 23 would be the appropriate authority, either to provide
right-of-way for an entirely new alignment or to expand on an existing deed-
reserved road to accommodate a relocated segment of US 321 on NP5 lands.

Seﬁ’tion 108 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as Amendetl,
an

Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966, as
Amended

The Blue Ridge Parkway is a unit of the National Park Service. The 469
mile-long corridor as defined by its boundary is considered eligible for the
National Register of Historic Places and is also being considered for National
Historic Landmark designation. Therefore, Section 106 and Section 4(f) are
plicable under the jurisdiction of the Blue Ridge Parkway for any project

a
that proposes to intersect or cross Parkway lands at an existing or a new
location.

Section 4(f) declares that the Secretaléy of the Department of Transportation
shall cooperate and consult with the Secretary of the Interior and nat
approve any program or project requiring use of any lands from a public park
or recreational area, public wildlife or waterfowl r , or public or
privately-owned historical site of national, state or local significance unless
the following two provisions are met: 1) there is no feasible and prudent
alternative; and, 2) such programs or project includes all possible planning to
minimize harm. NCDOT will have to evaluate each of the alternative bypass
alignments that require the use of Parkway lands and determine if the _
amount and location of those lands will impair resource values and/or use of
the Blue Ridge Parkway, in whole or in part, for its intended purposs.
Certainly the "no other feasible and prudent alternative" test will be looked &t
very critically by the Service before concurrence would ever be granted.

Environmental Issues, Affected Environment and Impact Topics

The environmental impact statement (EIS) will need to include the following -

subject areas at & minimum to allow us to reasonably compare the potential relative
affects of each alternative.

SCENIC RESOURCES
Landscape character -
Scenic quality
Visual intrusions




CULTURAL RESOURCES
Historic Parkway landscape setting
Historic rural setting
National Register of Historic Places values
National Historic Landmark values
Historic sites and features
Archeological resources
Ethnographic resources

NATURAL RESOURCES
Threatened, endangered and sensitive species
Wetlands, riparian areas and floodplains
Wildlife
Soils and soil erosion
Air quality
Water quality
Prime and unique farmlands

VISITOR EXPERIENCE
Visitor safety
Traffic volumes and circulation
Commuter and local traffic

SOCIOECONOMIC
Regional access and circulation
Regional visitor services
Regional visitor expenditures

Cumulative Impact Analysis

The need for cumulative impact analysis is cited numerous timeg in the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, The Council on Environmental Quality's
definition of cumulative impact states that cumulative impact is "the impact on the
environment which results from the incremental impaet of the action when added
to other tpmat., resent and reasonably foreseeable future actions re ess of what
agency (federal or nonfederal) or on undertakes such other actions. Cumulative
impacts can result from individually minor but collectively significant actions taking
place over a period of time." What this translates into for the US 321 bypass proje:t
is that the impacts to Parkway resources caused by this project need to be analyzed
and discussed in the context of all of the road improvement projects completed
along the Parkway since its construction and projects now proposed in the
Transportation Improvement Plan that will diminish Parkway values.




< overloo

Impact Mitigations

Resource mitigation actions to protect or restore Parkway resources that would be
impacted must be addressed in the EIS. A mitigation plan would also be needed to

identify those lands that would replace the Parkway lands converted from park to

highway uses. Mitigation lands should be in addition to lands needed in order to
Protect the intersection road corridor or to provide access ramps, ef<. If possible,

ands acquired in mitigetion should be Priority I lands identified in the Parkway's
Land Protection Plan. |

A new and widened highway corridor crossing or intersecting the Parkway would
need to include protective buffer mitigations to eliminate the possibility of
nonconforming roadside development that would be visible from the Parkway.

US 321 BYPASS ADJACENT TO THE PARKWAY ALTERNATIVES(S)

Congress authorized the construction of the Blue Ridge Parkway and established it
as the first Rural National Parkway in America to provide a recreational destination
oriented scenic motor road to link Great Smoky Mountains and Shenadoah Naticnal
Parks. Much of the Blue Ridge Parkway's significance as a unit of the National
Park System relates to its scenic viewshed that encompasses roughly 500,000 acres
of forested mountain slopes, rural pastoral landscapes and two urban areas. The
Parkway follows a 469 mile-long scenic corridor along mountain crests, mountain
side slnga and valley bottoms where both the motor road and 276 parking

combine to provide an unparalleled view of Southern Appalachian
scenery.

Constructive Use of a Section 4(f) Resource

As a unit of the National Park System, the Blue Ridge Parkway qualifies ae a
"protected resource.”" We believe the Parkway's viewshed and its associated scenic
quality and value are integrel determinants of the park's national significance and
qualify for protection under constructive use of Section 4(f). US 321 bypass
improvements that would be located to run parallel to- and down slope from- the

Parkway could substantially diminish the value of that portion of the Parkway's
scenic viewshed.

Viewshed Mapping

Tn 1994, the Blue Ridge Parkway and the Design Research Laboratory at North
Carolina State University entered into a cooperative agreement to map visually
gensitive lands adjacent to the Blue Ridge Parkway. To date 90 miles of Parkway
viewshed have been mapped around Asheville, North Carolina and Roanoke,
Virginia. Information on these maps identifies which lands are visible from the
Blue Ridge Parkway and those visible lands are then classified into six sensitivity

zones. The higher the sensitivity rating of a zone, the greater the potential thers is
for visual impacts to occur from development.




Viewshed mapping has not been accomplished for the Blowing Rock portion of the
Parkway. This viewshed sensitivity mapping methodology is now the accepted
standard for the Parkway and is actively being used to evaluate proposed projects
occurring on adjacent lands. Your utilization of this methodology through NC State
to map the area around Blowing Rock would expedite the evaluation of potential
impacts for each of the alternatives. At the most it would cost $5,000 to produce
the maps.

A-12
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NURTH CAROLINA STATE CLEARINGHOUSE-
1208 ' DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION
116 WEST JONES STREET
RALEIGH NORTH CAROLINA 27603-8003

- re204-95
INTERGOVERNMENTAL REVIEW COMMENTS
MAILED 10U FROM
NeCe DEPTe UF TRANSPURTATIUN MRS« CHRYS BAGGETT
FRANK VICK DIRECTUR

PLANN« & ENVe BRANCH ' N C STATE CLEARINGHOUSE
TRANSPORTATION BLDG/INTER=-OFF '
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

SCOPING - PROPQOSED IMPROVEMENTS TO US 321 FROM SR 1500 (BLACKBERRY
RDe) 10 US 221 IN BLUWING RUCK TIP #R-2237C

SAL NU Y6E4Z2200129 PROGRAM TITLE - SCOPING

¥ "BUVe PRUOJECT HAS BEEN SUBMITTED TO THE NORTH CARCLINA
- t KGCVERNMENTAL REVIEW PROCESSe AS A RESULT OF THE REVIEW THE FOLLOWING
IS SUBMITTED ( ) NC COMMENTS WERE RECEIVED
( X) COMMENTS ATTACHED

SHOULDU YUU HAVE ANY QUESTIUNSy PLEASE CALL THIS OFFICE (9Y19) 733-7232.

CEIpD
'3
%)

3 0CT 05 1995

g

cc: REGIONS D & E .
P




North Carolina Dep'artment of Cultural Resources et

James B, Hunt, Jr., Governor

Division of Archives and History
Betty Ray McCain, Secretary

William S, Price, Jr., Director

September 13, 1995 |
MEMORANDUM

TO: H. Franklin Vick, P.E., Manager

Planning and Environmental Branch
Division of Highways

Department of Transportation '
FROM: David Brook ﬁ@u—u@ -— M
Deputy State HMistoric raservatiqn Officer
- SUBJECT: Improve US 321 from SR 1500 to US 221
in Blowing Rock, Caldwell and Watauga
Counties, R-2237C, State Project
8.T731301, 96-E-4220-0129

We have received information concerning the above project from the State
Clearinghouse. A

We understand that a survey of historic architectural resources located within the
project’s area of potential effect will be conducted for this project. We look
forward to reviewing the survey resuits once the fieldwork is complete.

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

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, please contact Renee Gledhill-Earley, environmental
review coordinator, at 919/733-4763.

DB:slw
‘S/ta’te Clearinghouse
Nicholas Graf
B. Church
T. Padgett

cc.

A-14 @
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North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources

James B. Hunt Jr, Governor N Division of Archives and History
Betty Ray McCain, Secretary Jotfrey J. Crow, Director
July 9, 1997 '

Nicholas L. Graf N
Division Administrator . - k-
Federal Highway Administration - -
Department of Transportation.

310 New Bern Avenue

Raleigh, N.C. 27601-1442 . -

. Re: US 32-1-' va'as's-é.f.‘ wing Rock, Caldweli and.: : .-
Watauga Counties, 1-2237C, Federal Aid Project .
| g:g.gr%zlg-azuu,-su e Project 8.T731301, ER

Dear Mr. Graf: ' . : : -‘ SR ‘- ' . |

Thank you for your letter of June 4, 1 99"!. transmitting the historic structures -
survey report by Mattson, ‘Alexander ‘& Associates ‘coficerning the above project.

The following properties are‘listed in.tha: National Register of: Historic: Places:

Bollinger-Hartley House. : This'property is listed in the National Register under
Criterion C as an intact example of the bungalow style that developed as a
poputar house 'design-for localresidents during the:tourist bocom of the early
twentieth century.” * .. - * 3 .-t s e 0 - : ;

Green Park Historic District. This property is listed in the National Register
under Criterion A because of its local significance in the area of social
history and under Criterion C because of its local significance in the areas of
architecture arid landscape design.

For purposes of comﬁlian'ée with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act, we concur:that the:following properties are eligible for the National Register of
Historic Places under the criterion cited:

Green Park Historic District boundary expansion. The boundaries of the !
district ‘should be expanded to include the Young-Shaw-Steele House: (aast
side of SR 1536, north of Wondertand Drive, Blowing Rock). The house is a ‘
substantially intact version:of:the:Craftsman-style cottages that arose

throughout the Green Park summer colony in the 1920s. The Young-Shaw-

Steale House is separated from the district by only one noncontributing

property, and clearly marks the northern end of the historic Green Park

development. ;

109 East Jones Street * Raleigh, North Casolina 27601-2807 @
A-15 ’




Nicholas L. Graf
July 9, 1997, Page 2

Five Points (A. L. Shuford House), east side of Green Hill road, approximately
0.2 mile south of junction with Fairway Court, Blowing Rock. This house is
“a well-preserved example of the often-sophisticated rustic resort architecture
built in Blowing Rock during the interwar years, and is eligible under Criterion
A for social history and Criterion C for architecture. We believe the proposed

boundaries are appropriate for this property.

|
The following properties are determined not eligible for listing in the Nat:onal

Register of Historic Places: "

Estes-Craig House, north side of SR 1535, at junction with Green Hill Road,

Blowing Rock vicinity. This property lacks special historic or architectural
significance. '

(former) Blowing Rock Negro Community Church, east side of Opossum
Hollow Road, approximately 0.75 mile south of junction with US 321,
Blowing Rock. Although the church has important social history, it has
undergone extensive alteration and no longer retains sufficient integrity to
meet National Register criteria.

Bolick House and Outbuildings, south side of Bailey Camp Road,
approximately 0.3 mile south of junction with US 321, Blowing Rock vicinity.
This property lacks special historic or architectural sngnlflcance

The report meets our office’s guidelines and those of the Secretary of the Interior.

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 cooperatlon and consideration. If you have questions -
concerning the above comment, please contact Renee Gledhill-Earley, environmental

review coordinator, at 919/733-4763. _
Singcerely,

LD&)&V‘LD JRIT

avid Brook
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

DB:slw

‘cc:  H. F. Vick
B. Church
Mattson, Alexander and Associates, Inc.




North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources
State Historic Preservation Office

David L. S. Brook, Administrator

James B. Hunt Jr., Governor Division of Archives and History
Betty Ray McCain, Secretary Jeffrey J. Crow, Director

May 30, 2000

John Page

Parsons Brinkerholl Quade & Douglas, Inc.
909 Aviation Parkway
Morrisville, NC 27560

Re:  US 321 Improvements at Blowing Rock, TIP No. R-2237C, Watauga County, ER 00-9270
Dear Mr. Page:

|

| Thank you for your letter of March 15, 2000, concerning the above project.
|

|

We apologize for the delay in our response.

We have reviewed the information provided and determined that we concur with the proposed stﬁdy areas for all
five proposed alternatives.

. At the November 4, 1999, meeting Renee Gledhill-Earley, of our office, requested that a mass transit alternative
be included as part of the study conceming this project. According to the current document, a mass transit

alternative has not been added to the project. We still believe a mass transit alternative needs to be studied in
addition to the existing five alternatives.

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,
please contact Renee Gledhill-Earley, environmental review coordinator, at 919/733-4763.

Sincerely,

David Brook
‘g Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

DB:scb

cc: W. Gilmore

Location Mailing Address Telephone/Fax

ADMINISTRATION 507 N. Blount St., Raleigh NC 4617 #-2 “ - yice Center, Raleigh NC 27699-4617  (919) 733-4763 » 733-8653
ARCHAEOLOGY 421 N. Blount St,, Raleigh NC 461 A.]7 vice Center, Raleigh NC 276994619 (919) 733-7342 + 715-2671
RESTORATION 515 N. Blount St., Raleigh NC 461 vice Center, Raleigh NC 27699-4613 (919) 733-6547 + 715-4801

SURVEY & PLANNING 515 N. Blount St., Raleigh NC 4618 Mail Service Center, Raleigh NC 27699-4618 (919) 733.6545 - 715-4801




’ State of North Carolina . 5 :
. Depariment of Environment, Health, and Natural Resources Reviawing Ofice: Ws Lo ].
Project Number: : Due Date:
INTERGOVERNMENTAL REVIEW — PROJECT COMMENTS
9 -0129 9/22)95” |

Alter review of this project it has been determined that the EHNR permit(s) andior approvals indicated may need 10 be oblcmed in
order for this project to comply with North Carolina Law.

Questions regarding these permils should be addressed to the Regional Otfice indicaled on the reverse of tln form.
All applications, information and guidelines relative to these plans and permits are available from the same

: : Normal Process
- Regional Office. _ . i i
. : statut lime
PERMITS - : 3 SPECIAL APPLICATION PROCEDURES or REQUIREMENTS y |l:|'l{|
Permit 10 construcl & operale waslewaler (reatmenl Application 80 days before begin construction or award of 30 days
D facilities, sewer sysiem exiensions. & sewer construction contracts On-site inspection. Post-application -
systems not discharging into state surfsce waters. technical conference usual (S0 days)
NPDES - permit 1o discharge inlo surlace water andior Application 180 days before begin activity. On-site inspection. 90120 days
permil 10 operate and consiruct wastewater facililies Pre-application conlerence usual. Aoditionally. obtain permit 1o '
D' . discharging into state surface walers. construct wastewater ireatment facility-granted alter NPDES Reply INI&)
time. 30 days after receipl of plans or issuve ol NPDES
permil-whichever is later.
o 30 days
()| water use Permit Pre-applicalion technical conierence usually necessary -
)
| Con Perm Com; ication De received and permi L
[ mi
{]] 1998 Conwimsction: Feent . SRorTIG the tnstaliation of & well i Maod (15 days)
. Application copy must be served on sach adjacent riparian property 55 days
Dredge ana Fill Permn . On-site inspection. Pre-appli conlerence usual. Filing
may require Easement 1o Fill Irom N.C. Deparimeni of 190 days)
Administration and Federal Dredge and Fill Permit,
Permit 10 t & op Air P Ab % . 60 cays
D facilities andior Emission Sources as per 15A NCAC 21H : NIA (90 days) '
open buming associaled with subject proposal
must be in compliance with 15A NCAC 20.0520.
or renovalions ol struclures containing
tos material must be in complisnce with 15A 60 cays
E. CAC 20.0525 wich requires notification and removal NIA
prior 10 demolition. Contact Asbesios Conirol Group
91 ! 90 cays)
(0| Compiex Source Permit required uncer 15A NCAC 20.0800.

he Sedimentation Pollution Control Act of 1873 mus! be properly addressed lor any land dislurbing lclhru'y An srosion & secimentatior]

control plan will ba mmnd it one or more acres 10 be disturbed. Plan liled with proper Regional Ottice (Land Quality sm 1 8l least 0 20 cays

430 days)
(30 days)
On-site inspection usual. Surety bond liled with EHNR. Bond smount
Dlmgﬂmﬁl varies with type mine and number of acres of allecied land. Any ares 30 days
mined grealer than one acre must ba permited. The appropriate bond 0 days)
mus! be received belore the parmit can be issued.
D Norh Carolina Burning permit ) On-site inspection by N.C. Division Forest Resources I permit 1 day
exceeds 4 days ) (NIA)

D Spacial Ground Clearance Byming Permit - 22

On-site inspection by N.D. Division Forest Resources required ~if more 1 day
counlies in coastal N.C. with organic solls

than five scres ol ground claaring aclivities are invoived. Inspections - INIA)
should be requasted at least ten days belore aclusl burn is planned.”

O ou Rehning Facililies

§0-120 days
NIA (NIA)
I permit required, application 60 days befors begin construction. ,
; Applicant must hire N.C. qualified engineer to: prepare plans. 30 days
| oam setety Permit inspect construction. certily construction is according 1o EHNA approv-
ed plans. May aiso require permit under mosquito control program. And (60 days)

a 404 permit from Corps of Enginesrs. An inspection of site is neces-
sary 1o verily Hazard Classilication. A minimum fee of $200.00 must ac-
company the application. An additional processing fee based on a
percentage or the lotal M cost will be required upon completion.

Contlinued on reveise

L
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ng_l Process
Time
i ' ; (statutory tlime
PERMITS SPECIAL APPLICATION PROCEDURES or REQUIREMENTS Tt
- * File surety bond of $5,000 with EHNR running 1o Stale of N.C. 10 days
: D Permit 10 drill exploratory oil or gas well conditional that any well opened by drill opersior shall, upon (NIA)
5 ’ abandonment, be plugged according 1o EHNR rules and regulalions.
D Geophysical Exploration Permit Application filed with EHNR ai least 10 days prior 10 Issue of parmit 10 days
Application by letier, No standard application form. (NIA)
State Lakes Construction Permit _Application fee based on siructure size is charged. Mus! include 15-20 days
D - : descriptions & drawings of structure & prool of ownership (NIA)
: ol riparian property.
5 . - 60 aays
401 Water Quality Certitication NIA ’ (130 cays)
: . : 55 days
CAMA Permit for MAJOR development - e AT ' $250,00 fee must accompany application (150 cays)
: 22 days
i CAMA Permit for MINOR dmlopmnnl $50.00 lee must accompany application (25 days)

Seversl geodelic monuments are localed in or near the project area. If any monuments need 10 be moved or desiroyed. piease notily:
N.C. Geodetic Sutvey, Box 27687, F.al_tign NC. 27611

_Abandonment ol any wells. If required, must be in accordance with Title 15A, muur 2C.0100.

Notilication of the proper regional office is requested il “orphan”™ unﬂlrgmund slorage tanks (USTS) are discovered during any excavahion operalion,

Compliance with 15A NCAC 2H.1000 (Coastal Stormwater Rules) is required. ‘-sm‘::‘;'

000} 01 0 0.

Other commants (atlach addilional pages 83 necessary. being ceriain 1o cile commant authority):

2~ 783

Aoy 9~12-95

REGIONAL OFFICES
Questions regarding these petmlts should be addressed to the Regional Otfice marked below.

[ asheville Office [ Fayettevitie Regional Oftice
59 Mﬂm s.?"' 714 Wachovia Building
Asheville, NG 28801 Eayetteville, NC 28301
(704) 2518208 (919) 486-1541
Mooresville Regional Office [ Raleigh Regional Office
919 North Main Street, P.O. Box 950 E".m Drive, Suite 101
Mooresville, NC 28115 sigh, NC 27609
(704) 863-1699 mm 332314

[0 washington Regional Office O witmington Regional Office
1424 Camlmana.\gnnun = 127 Cardinal Drive Exicnsion
‘Washington, NC 27889 Wikmington, NC 28405
(919) 81 . & 2900

O winston-Salem Re Office
8025 North Point
Sulte 100
Winston-Salem, NC 27106
(919) 896-7007
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.- State of Naith Carolina '
Department of Environment,
Health and Natural Resources
Division of Environmental Management

James B. Hunt, Jr., Govemor
- Jonathan B. Howes, Secretary
A, Preston Howard, Jr., P.E., Director

October 2, 1995

MEMOBANDUM

To: Melba McGee

Through:  John Dom

From: Ere Galamb ‘

Subject: Sooplng‘ Comments for improvements to US 321
Caldwelt and Watauga Countles.
TIP # R-2237C

EHNR No. 86-0129, DEM No. 11048

The. Division of Environmental Management is responsible for the issuance of the

Section 401 Water Quallﬁros.eﬂiﬂcatlonl-m activities which impact waters of the state

- including watlands. On.November 8; 1994, DEM commented favorably on the FONSI
for this project since impacts to wetlands and waters were only 1.56 acres. If a

maés'g{ Blowing Rock Is studied the foliowing information should be included in the
ument: : .

A}  The purpose and need should hb clearly stated. DEM has been informed that

the Town of Blowing Rock Is a destination. Therefore, a clearer justification for
the bypass is needed. :

B) The areahas a high potential fof mountain bogs. DOT should attempt to avoid
this habitat in order 10 protect bag tustles. M a cannot be avoided, DOT

should survey for bog turtles and the results should be included in the
document.

C)  Anumber of streams in the study area have a water supply classification
(Middle Fork South River, and Branch). DOT should avold these streams
to the extent practicable to protect the existing uses.

D) The answers 16 the attached chécklist-should be Included in the document. -

The subject project will have significanf wetlend and water impacts should an
altarnative other than the upgrade existing altemative be chosen.

DOT is reminded that.the 401 Certification could be denied unless water quality
concems are satisfled. Questions regarding the 401 Certification should be directed to
Edc Galamb (733-1786) in DEM's Water Quality Environmental Sclences Branch.

ce: Ashe\iﬂle COE
Leigh Cobb, DOT
us32ti.com

P.O. Box 29535, Rdeigh, North Carolina 27626-0<"¢ -Tolophoni 919-733-7016 FAX 919-733-2496
An Equal Opporunity Affimative Action Empl A-20 g0 recycied/ 10% post-consumer papef




¢ State of Norh Gardiing:
 Department-of Environment,

Health and Natural Resources
Division of Environmental Management

James B. Hunt, Jr,, Govemor
Jonathan B. Howes, Secretary
A. Preston Howard, Jr., P.E., Director

MEMORANDUM |

To: - Melba McGee
From: Erc Galamb

Subject: Water Quality Checklist for EA/EIS Documents

The Water Quality Section of the Division ot Environmental Management requests that
the following topits be discussed in the EA/EIS documents:

A

ldentity the streams potential acted by the project. The stream
classifications shomdpga currlgn‘r.np y =

Identity the linear feet of stream channelization/relocations. |f the original

stream banks were vegstated, it is requested that the channelized/relocated
stream banks be revegetated.

Number of stream crossings.

‘Wil permanent splll catch basins be utilized? DEM requests that these catch

basins be placed at all water supply stream crossings. ldentify the responsible
party for maintenance. ‘

Identify the stormwater controls (permanent and temporary) to be employed.

Plsase ensure that sediment and erosion control measures are not placed in
wetlands.

Wetland Impacts

{) Identify the federal manugl used for identifying and delineating
jurisdictional wetlands.

5] Have wetlands been avoided as much as possible?

i Have wetland impacts begn minimized?

v Mitigation. measures to c?npansata for habitat losses.

vi‘ Wetland impacts by planticommunities affected.

). Quality of wetlands impacted.

vi)  Total wetland impacts.

P.O. Box 29535, Raleigh. North Carolina 274626 ;k‘-2l Telephone 919-733-7015  FAX 919-733-2496
An Equal Opportunity Affrmative Action &my 60% recycled/ 10% post-consumer poper




vil)  List the 401 General Certification numbers requested from DEM.

H. Borrow/waste areas should avoid wetlands to the maximum extent practicable.

Prior to the a;é:goval of any borrow/waste site in a wetland, the contractor shall
obtain a 401 Certlfication from DEM. '

I Did NCDOT utilize the existing road alignments as much as possible? Why not
(if applicable)?

J. Please provide a detalled discussion for mass-transit as an option.

K. To what e)ilent:can traffic congéstion management techniques alleviate the
traffic problems in the study araa? 1

L. Please provide a conceptual miligation plan to help the environmental review,
The rnlt%ation plan may state the following:

1. Compensatory mitigation will be considered only after wetland impacts have
been avoided and minimized tojthe maximum extent possible.

2. On-site, In-kind mitigation Is the preferred method of ml:l?ation. In-kind
mitigation within the same wateished is preferred over eut-oi-kind mitigation.

3. Mitigation should bs in the following order: restoration, creation,
enhancement, and lastly banking.

DEM s also concerned about secondary wetland impacts. For DEM to concur with an
altemative In the mountalns or the piedmont, DOT will need to commit to full control of

access to the wetland parcels or DOT to purchase these parcels for wetland
mitigation. - :

Please note that a 401 Water Quality Certification cannot be issued until the
conditions of NCAG 15A: 01C.0402 (Limitations on Actions During NCEPA Process)
are met. This regulazbn- prevents DEM from issuing the 401 ification until a
FONSI or Record of Decision (ROD) has been issued by the Department requirieraq the
document. It is recommended that if the 401 Certification application is submitted for
review prior to the sign off, the applicant states that the 401 should not be issued.until

the applicant informs DEM that the FONSI or ROD has been signed off by the
Department.

Wiritten concurrence of 401 Water Quality Certification may be required for this project.
Applications requesting coverage under our General Certitication 14 or General Permit
31 (with wetland impact) will require written concurrence. Please be aware that 401
Centification may be denied if wetland or water impacts have not been avoided and
minimized to the maximum extent practicable.

us311.sco
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Clayton, North Carolina
September 8, 1995

MEMORANDUM

TO: Melba McGee, Office of Leg. Affairs

FROM: Don H. Robbins, Staff Forester oﬂﬁ//(

SUBJECT: DOT EIS Scoping for Improvements of US 321 from SR 1500 in Caldwell County

to US 221 in Blowing Rock in Watauga County (Both Widening and Bypass
Considerations)

PROJECT: #96-0129 and TIP # R-2237C

DUE DATE: 9-22-95

We have reviewed the above subject scoping notice of August 3, 1995 and have the following
comments:

; We are not in favor of any bypass alternatives for Blowing Rock because of very high

anticipated impacts to woodland.

2. We only favor a widening alternative for US 321 through Blowing Rock.
3. Since woodland is involved, the EIS should address the following -

a. The total forest land acreage by types and merchantability aspects that would be
taken out of forest production as a result of new right-of-way purchases and all
construction activities for each alternative.

b. The productivity of the forest soils as indicated by the soil series that would be
involved within the proposed project.

The impact upon existing greenways within the area of the proposed project.

The provisions that the contractor will take to sell any merchantable timber that is

to be removed. This practice is encouraged to minimize the need for piling and

burning during construction. If any burning is needed, the contractor should
comply with all laws and regulations pertaining to debris burning.

e. The provisions that the contractor will take during the construction phase to

~ prevent erosion, sedimentation and construction damage to forest land outside the
right-of-way and construction limits. Trees outside the construction limits should
be protected from construction activities to avoid:
1 Skinning of tree trunks by machinery.

a0

2 Soil compaction and root exposure or injury by heavy equipment.

3 Adding layers of fill dirt over the root systems of trees, a practice that
impairs root aeration.

4

Accidental spilling of petroleum products or other damaging substances
over the root systems of trees.

We would hope that the project would have the least possible impacts to the forest and related
resources in that area.

pc:  Warren Boyette - CO A2
File




State of North Carolina

Department of Environment, Health, and Natural Reg f¥ERs™ L 1935
Division of Land Resources
James G. Martin, Govemor PROJECT REVIEW COMMENTS Charies H. Gardner
VWanvu(bbqhh;Sccmmuy:? . S5 ;g i Director
Project Number: DT et County: _ (A7 A .-_".}- 'i

Projéct Name: ey : ' ' . ‘

Gefltic Suervey ’
This project will impact Zs__geodeti.c survey markers. N.C. Geodetic

Survey ‘should be contacted prior to construction at P.O. Box 27687,
.Raleigh, N.C. 27611 (919) 733-3836. Intentional destruction of a
geodetic monument is a violation of N.C. General Statute 102-4.

) This project will have no impact on ge9detic survey markers.

Other (comments attached) o

For more information contact the Geodetic Survey office at (919) 733-3836.

& ﬂtn./%w_ ; F—rr~9 17—

Reviewer w Date

Erosion and Sedimengg;;on‘QQnt;gl

.- No comment

; This projeqt will require approval of an erosion and sedimentation

control plan prior to beginning any land-disturbing activity if more
than one (1) acre will be disturbed.

If an environmental document is required to satisfy Environmental

Policy Act (SEPA) requirements, the document must be submitted as ‘part
of the erosion and sedimentation control plan.

If any portion of the projéct is located within a High Quality Water .
"Zone (HQW), as classified by the Division of Environmental Management,
increased design standards for sediment and erosion control will apply.

¥
v The erosion and sedimentation control plan required for this project
should be prepared by the Department of Transportation under the
erosion control program delegation to the Division of Highways from the
North Carolina Sedimentation Control Commission.

Other (comments attaéhed}

For more information contact the Land Quality Section at (919) 733-4574.

Ao - Wil 9/6 /95

Reviewer Date

P.O. Box 27687 * Raleigh, N.C. 27611-7477 = Telephone (919) 733-3833
An Equal Opportunity Al A-24 \cdon Employer
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State of North Carolina
Department of Environment,
Health and Natural Resources

. Divislon of Soill and Water Conservation

James B. Hunt, Jr., Governor
Jonathan B. Howes, Secretary
C. Dewey Botts, Director

September 5, 1995

MEMORANDUM

TO: Melba McGee
: FROM: David Harrisonﬁ%
SUBJECT: Proposed Improvements of US 321 from SR 1500 to US 221

in Blowing Rock, Watauga and Caldwell Counties.
Project No. 96-0129. -

The Environmental Impact Statement should include

information on soils in the study area and potential impacts to
Prime, Unique, and Important Farmlands.

DOT may want to contact the Wilkesboro Soil Survey Office
(NRCS), (910) 667-7108, for information on the Watauga and
Caldwell county soil surveys. Our regional soil scientist, John
Allison, (704) 251-6208, may also have information they may need.

DH/t1

P.O. Box 27687, Rdeigh, North Carolina 27611-  A-25 Telephone 919-733-2302 FAX 919-715-3559
An Equal Opportunity Affimnative Action Employer 50% recycled/ 10% post-consumer paper




State of North Carolina
Department of Environment,
Health and Natural Resources

Legislative & Intergovernmental Affairs

James B. Hunt, Jr., Governor
Jonathan B. Howes, Secretary
Henry M. Lancaster |l, Director

MEMORANDUM

TO: Chrys Baggett
State Clearinghouse

FROM: Melba McGee i/
Environmental Review Coordinator

RE: 96—012,; Scoping US 321 from SR 1500 to US 221 in Blowing Rock,
Caldwell County

DATE: October 3, 1995

The Department of Environment, Health, and Natural Resocurces has reviewed
the proposed information. The attached comments are for your consideration.

Thank you for the opportunity to review.

attachments

A-26
P.O. Box 27687, Raleigh, North Carolina 27611-7687  Telephone 919-733-4984
an £rwinl Onnach mits Atfrmetiva Action Fmnlover - 8% recveied/ 10% nostnne mer nanear
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Norta CaroLNa
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC INSTRUCTION

301 North Wilmington Street, Education Building

' BOB ETHERIDGE
Raleigh, NC 27601-2825 State Superintendent

CEIpD

August 23, 1995 AUG 9 8 1995

DIVISICN OF

HIGHWAYS
MEMORANDU M RON

TO: Mr. H. Franklin Vick, P.E., Manager

FROM: Gerald H. Knott, Consulting Architect, Facility Management (i ¢

. SUBJECT: State Project No. 8.T7311301; TIP No. R-2237C

Enclosed is the response from Watauga County to our impact inquiry.

led
Enclosure

A-27
An Equsl Opportunity / Atfirmative Action Employer




Watauga County Board of Education

Watauga OFFICE OF THE SUPERINTENDENT o el v :
County P.O. BOX 1700 BOONE N.C. 28607 TEL: (704) 264-7190 ; FAX: (704) 2647196

AUG 2 2195

August 17, 1995

Gerald H. Knott

Consulting Architect

Facility Management L
Department of Public Instruction

301 North Wilmington Street

Raleigh, NC 27601-2825

Dear Mr. Knott:

This is in reference to your letter of August 14, 1995,
relative to the proposed improvement of US Highway 321 to US
221 in Blowing Rock. There will be no negative impact on
the existing Blowing Rock Elementary School or any of the
school bus routes.

If 1 can be of further help, please do not hesitate to give
me a call at 704-264-7190.

Best regards, S

C. David Greene
Superintendent

1b




I“ Public Schools of North Carolina

|
State Board of Education

. Jay Robinson, Chairman : '
| Department of Public Instruction
. Bob Etheridge, State Superintendent

September 5, 1995

MEMORANDUM

TO: Mr. H. Franklin Vick, P.E., Manager
FROM: Gerald H. Knott, Consulting Architect, Facility Management qJJ‘dg;
SUBJECT: State Project No. 8.T731301; TIP Project R-2237C

Enclosed is the response from Caldwell County to our impact inquiry.

led
Enclosure

301 N.Wilmington Street © .“.;\.1.22._,.1. North Carolina 27601-2825
An Faual Oooormnitmxﬂimnvemion_ Employer




V | 1914 Hickory Bivd., S* :
L caldwell County Schools  rwewsmw -

. I I ¢ Dr. Tom McNeel, Superintendent

August 29, 1995 —_—

e tTraS IS T S

Pl

i Mr. Gerald H. Knott, Consulting Architect
Facility Management
| NC Department of Public Instruction

301 North Wilmington Street
Education Building
Raleigh, NC 27601-2825

Dear Mr. Knott:

To the best of our knowledge, the improvement of US 321 from SR1500 I
(Blackberry) to US 321 in Blowing Rock will not affect school bus transportation

or any proposed school site.
Many thanks.
Sincerely.
sA < Gl Ah —
Earl E. Bradshaw
Associate Superintendent
EEB:cp
A-30
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& North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission &

512 N. Salisbury Street, Raleigh, North Carolina 27604-1188, 919-733-3391
Charles R. Fullwood, Executive Director

MEMORANDUM
TO: Melba McGee, Legislative and Intergovernmental Affairs
Dept. of Environment, Health, and Naturgl Resources
FROM: Stephanie E. Goudreau, Mt. Region Coordinator
Habitat Conservation Program 1 : ) i (“ W
DATE: September 21, 1995
012

SUBJECT: State Clearinghouse Project No. 96-6126, Scoping comments for proposed

improvement of US 321 from SR 1500 to US 221 in Blowing Rock, Caldwell and
Watauga Counties, TIP #R-2237C.

This correspondence responds to a request by you for our review and preliminary
comments regarding a proposal by the North Carolina Department of Transportation (NCDOT)
to improve US 321 from SR 1500 (Blackberry Road) to US 221 in Blowing Rock. An
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will be prepared for this project.

The NCDOT proposes to improve US 321 for a distance of 4.3 miles in Caldwell and

Watauga Counties. Both a widening alternative and bypass alternatives are being considered

Biological staff of the North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission (NCWRC) previously-

commented on segments of this project in memoranda to you dated 3 September 1993 and 2
November 1994. °

In order for biological staff of the NCWRC to provide a meaningful review, the EIS
prepared for this project should include the following information:

1) Description of fishery and wildlife resources within the project area, including a listing of
federally or state designated threatened, endangered, or special concern animal and plant

species. Contact is the Mr. Steven Hall of the North Carolina Natural Heritage Program
(919/733-7701).

Recent fish sampling by the NCWRC (1988 and 1989) in the Yadkin River near NC 268
revealed that the river supports smallmouth bass, redbreast sunfish, and 13 nongame
species in this area. Brook trout and rainbow trout were collected by the NCWRC in
1989 much farther upstream near the river's confluence with Dennis Creek. Other streams
near the project corndor that support trout are Mulberry Creek, Johns River, and possibly

A3l




" 96-0129 Page 2 September 21, 1995

Kirby Creek. Various streams and their tributaries crossed by the roadway likely contain
mostly nongame fish species, although some may support trout.

2) Description of waters and/or wetlands affected by the project.

3) Project map identifying waters and wetland areas. Idmﬁﬁdﬁon of wetlands may be
accomplished through coordination with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. If the Corps
is not consulted, the person delineating wetlands should be identified and criteria listed.

4) Description of project activities that will occur within waters and wetlands, such as fill,
stream crossings or channel modifications. Acreages of waters and wetlands impacted by
alternative project designs should be listed. Project sponsors should indicate whether the
Corps has been contacted to determine the need for a 404 Permit under the Clean Water
Act. Contact is Mr. Steve Chapin at 704/271-4014.

5) Description of project site and non-wetland vegetative communities.

6) The extent to which the project will result in loss, degradation, or fragmentation of
wildlife habitat.

7 Any measures proposed to avoid or reduce impacts of the project or to mitigate for
unavoidable habitat losses.

8) A list of document preparers which shows each individual's professional background and
qualifications.

I appreciate the opportunity to provide this information to the NCDOT in the early
planning stages of this project. If you have any questions regarding these comments, please
contact me at 704/652-4257.

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on this project. If you have any
questions regarding these comments, please contact me at 704/652-4257.

cc.  Mr. Chris Goudreau, District 8 Fisheries Biologist
Mr. Joe Mickey, District 7 Fisheries Biologist
Mr. Jack Mason, District 8 Wildlife Biologist
Mr. David Sawyer, District 7 Wildlife Biologist
Ms. Janice Nicholls, USFWS
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B North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission&

512 N. Salisbury Street, Ra]mgh North Carolina 27604-1188, 919-733-3391

TO: John Page, Project Manager
NCDOT Planning and Environmental Bran
' FROM: Ron Linville, Regional Coordinator [
Habitat Conservation Program
DATE: February 15, 2000

SUBJECT: Review of U S 321 NEPA/404 Project Alternatives, Caldwell and Watauga
Counties

Biologists with the North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission (NCWRC) have
reviewed information provided by the applicant relating to the subject project. We familiar with
habitat values of the project area. These comments are provided in accordance with provisions of

the Clean Water Act of 1977 (33 U.S.C. 466 et. seq.) and the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act
(48 Stat. 401, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 661-667d).

Construction of new roads has historically had a detrimental effect on habitat quality of
streams in the mountains of North Carolina. Due to the high gradients that characterize these
areas, sedimentation is an almost unavoidable consequence of land disturbing activities near
streams. Disturbance of riparian vegetation degrades water quality by decreasing bank stability
and removing shade, causing water temperatures to rise. Placing culverts in streams often

disrupts natural width-depth profiles of streams, causing avoidance of affected stream segments
by fishes and disrupting migrations.

The NCWRC is concerned about the potential impacts of the NC 321 improvements
around Blowing Rock in Caldwell and Watauga Counties. Blowing Rock is uniquely located at
the divide of 3 major watersheds — the New River, the Catawba River and the Yadkin River. As
such, any further development activities have the potential to impact a large number of aquatic
resources. Furthermore, many of the small, high-gradient streams of this region support brook
trout (Salvelinus fontinalis), North Carolina’s only native salmonid species. Brook trout
distribution has been greatly reduced by habitat destruction and the introduction of non-native
rainbow trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss) and brown trout (Salmo trutta), which have displaoed the
brook trout throughout much of its original range. Consequently, protection of the remaining
habitats of the brook trout is of utmost importance. Of the final three options presented by

NCDOT (enhanced widening, bypass alternative 1, bypass alternative 4), the enhanced widening
alternative is the most desirable from an aquatic resource protection standpoint.

A-33




Highway 321 Alternatives Page 2 02/15/00

Bypass alternative 4 will have the greatest impact on aquatic habitat of the three proposed
options. Beginning at the southern terminus of the bypass and proceeding north, the bypass will
cross over Bailey Camp Creek, which supports a wild brook trout population. The next drainage
contains an unnamed tributary (UT) of the Yadkin River, which has a southern, middle, and
northern fork. This UT supports a wild brook trout population downstream of the confluence of
the three forks, but the forks themselves have not been sampled. The bypass will actually cross
the middle fork of this tributary, and it will run close enough to the northern and southern forks
that they may be affected by erosion during construction and altered surface flows resulting from
increased surface imperviousness after the project is completed. Similarly, the bypass will run
just west of the headwaters of Martin Branch, which supports a wild brook trout population. It
will then run along a ridge separating the Middle Fork New River (including an UT Middle Fork
New River that crosses the Blue Ridge Parkway near Green Cemetery) and an UT Aho Branch,
creating the possibility of sediment flowing into either or both waters during construction. The
UT Aho Branch also supports a wild brook trout population. The bypass will then cross Middle
Fork New River and connect to NC 221/321 north of the Blue Ridge Parkway. Additionally, this
section of the Middle Fork New River is Designated Public Mountain Trout Waters by the
NCWRC and is managed under Hatchery Supported Regulations.

Bypass altemative 1, beginning at the route’s southern terminus near the
Watauga/Caldwell County line and proceeding north, will either cross the headwaters of or pass
just west of the middle fork of the UT Yadkin River described in the previous paragraph. It will
run close enough to the northern and southern forks that they may be affected by erosion during
construction and altered surface flows resulting from increased surface imperviousness after the
project is completed. This UT supports a wild brook trout population downstream of the
confluence of the three forks, but the forks themselves have never been sampled. It will then
cross over an UT Middle Fork New River east/southeast of Echo Park that supports a wild brook
trout population. Additionally, several wetlands are known to exist along this tributary. Bypass 1
will then parallel and possibly cross an UT Middle Fork New River that enters the river just
downstream of Chetola Lake. This UT Middle Fork New River supports a wild brook trout
population. The bypass will connect to NC 221/321 just north of the junction of NC 321 Bypass
and NC 221/NC 321 Business adjacent to the Middle Fork New River, which in this area is

Designated Public Mountain Trout Waters by the NCWRC and is managed under Hatchery
Supported Regulations.

Of the three proposed options, the enhanced widening alternative will have the least
impact on aquatic resources. The NC 321 Bypass currently parallels the headwaters of the
Middle Fork New River and the widening option may impact these waters. However, given that
the majority of the NC 321 Bypass route is currently developed, the riparian corridor has already
been altered and highway widening would have a minor impact on aquatic resources relative to
the construction of Bypass routes 1 and 4, which pass through primarily undisturbed areas.
Additionally, elevation gradients along the current NC 321 Bypass are minor in comparison to the
steep gradients that characterize the majority of the areas to be affected by Bypass alternatives 1
and 4, which will decrease the possibility of sedimentation in the receiving waters. Most of the
widening project will occur in the watershed of the Middle Fork New River, where impacts
would be minimal due to previous development. However, for approximately % of a mile east of
the junction of NC 321 Business and NC 321 Bypass south of Blowing Rock, the current
alignment appears to be on top of a ridge separating the Catawba and New River watersheds. It is
not clear which watershed this area drains into, but if it does drain into the Catawba River
watershed, there is a chance that the Johns River could be impacted. The Johns River is
characterized by high quality habitat and has populations of wild brook trout found on USFS
lands. Given that the Johns River is located well below the current alignment, and that widening
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the current alignment would cause less disturbance than building a new road, the threats to the
Johns River are minor in comparison to those facing the streams in the Yadkin and New River
watersheds that will be affected by Bypass options 1 and 4. Nonetheless, the NCWRC would like
to see every precaution taken to protect the water quality of the Johns River.

Our Nongame and Endangered Wildlife Section has no direct knowledge of any rare
species occurrences within any of the proposed alignments; however, our data indicates that
Hellbenders (SC), Tongue-tied minnows (SR), Kanawha minnows (SC), and Allegheny woodrats
(SC) have been documented in the vicinity. In the case of each bypass alternative, an evaluation
of habitats should indicate whether there is potential for these species to occur. In addition, the
brook floater (Alasmidonta varicosa - T) occurs in the Johns River downstream of the Blowing
Rock area, and the green floater (Lasmigona subviridis - E) occurs downstream from Blowing
Rock in the New River drainage. Due to the nature of the proposed alternatives, it is clear that
the “widen existing” road alternative is likely to disturb the least habitat and also result in the
least impact from sedimentation upon all of the aquatic species above. The alternatives could also
impact areas that could support endangered or threatened species or habitats. Additional studies
would need to be accomplished in order to make a determination. Both the NC Natural Heritage
Program and the US Fish and Wildlife Service should be involved.

The North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission and other agencies are aware of the
negative impacts of increased impervious areas associated with urban development. The
enhanced widening alternative provides a unique opportunity to provide an aesthetically pleasing
roadway as well as to minimize pollutant loading into mountain waters. We recommend that the
planners design the urban roadway corridor with stormwater management considerations. These
should include innovative methodologies and considerations such as:

Rain garden designs and/or bioretention cells
. Stream buffer protection measures
3. Best Management Practices including cold water release stormwater ponds for

mountain trout watersheds (the NCWRC is available to provide wildlife habitat
considerations for stormwater facilities)

4, Stream buffer protection

5. Curbing and guttering avoidance

6. Point sources and/or discharge points minimization by providing sheet flow
through vegetated buffers (i.e. trees, shrubs, or wetlands)

& Researching and considering sensitive watershed deicing methods

Therefore, the North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission supports widening the
existing road. We are strongly opposed to the alternative bypasses. Thank you for the
opportunity to review and comment on this project. If you have any questions regarding these
comments, please contact me at 336/769-9453.

~ Cc: .David Cox, NCWRC

-Kin Hodges, NCWRC

- Doug Besler, NCWRC
.Bob Brown, NCWRC
.Chris McGrath, NCWRC
-Steve Lund, USACOE

« Eric Alsmeyer, USACOE

Mark Cantrell, USFWS
. Frank McBride, NCWRC
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Region D Counoil of Governments
_ ; EXECUTIVE ARTS BUILDING, FURMAN ROAD
P.0. BOX 1820, BOONE, NORTH CAROLINA 28607-1820

[ ]

PHONE 704-265-5434

1-800-735-2962 (TT)
FAX 704-265-5439 R 1-800-735-8262 (VOICE)
o Renfro Richard A. Fender

lip Frye |
~Chairman  Attention: Ms. Leigh Cobb

hard Blackburn Department of Transportation

retary

Division of Highways
~ P.0.Box 25201
ward Hardiz - paleigh N.C. 27611-5201
Dear Ms. Cobb:

I am writing on behalf of the Region D Council of Governments Transportation Advisory
CcmmiueewpmvidcﬁwfoﬂowingmmmthloftheEmdrmnmnﬂlmaaSmdy
(EIS) on proposed improvements to US 321 from SR 1500 (Blackberry Road) to US 221 in
Blowing Rock; State Project No. 8.T731301; Tip No. R-2337C.

L&emymdﬁesm,mspormﬁmhmmofmsiduahhmwthcsm
counties and included towns which comprise Region D. To this end, the Region D Executive
Board has established a transportation advisory committee whose mission is to further the

ion needs of the region. To date, the committee has worked with the Small Cities
Planning Branch of the Department of Transportation in the development of the Region D
Regionﬂﬂomghﬁm?hn,andhumemﬂycomplewdmrkmwhammwﬂlfomﬂm
basis of a regional transportation road system for Region D. Among the roads designated for
inclusion on our proposed system is Hwy 321.

WeomsiMHwySZlmbemimpommmunoprmposedmgiomlmadsystem. It
pmvidummtonlytoWamugaCom,butmsummdingemmﬁesasweu. As tourism
plays such an important role in cur region’s economy, we feel that an adequate road network is
a critical necessity. The proposed improvements to Hwy 321 will provide our region ‘with a
critical link to the rest of North Carolina. :

For these reasons, the Region D Transportation Advisory Committee and The Region D
meﬁwBoardmppoﬂtthlSprooessmmmﬂyunduwayandsupponthccomeptof
intpmvingHwyBZthanugaCmnnytoannﬂﬁ-lamdfacﬂity.




We thank you for the opportunity to make these comments. If the committee can be of
asmtanoe,oryou requmﬁmhcrmfomanm,youmayomtactDldsFmduorBowae,
Council staff, at (704) 265-5434.

Sincerely, !
Tracy W%,
~ Chairman Region D Transportation Advisory Committee

cc: John Renfro, Chairman Region D Executive Board
Dick Fender, Executive Director
Bob Frye, Director of Management Assistance
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REQUEST FOR REVIEW

Plcase review the attached notification and indicate your response. Hmagmmmmm“m

.ppliuﬂdi:aﬂlyuu!lhgionbtmnﬁlofﬁcvemmf Clearinghouse. Please submit your response to the address below by the
doe date indicated. i .

Phone: (704) 265-5434

|
Flease Sign and Return |
This Page Only To:

Region D Council of Govemmeats
i Coordinator
P.O. Box 1820
Boone, NC 28607

Rufus Hallmark-Blowing Rock Mayor
Jim Ratchford-Watauga County Manager

Response: mmmmmmmnﬁmmmmmm (Check appropriate
response/more than one can be checked)

___ NoComment

___émnble. The projoct is in agreement with the goals and objectives of this agency’s programs.
Unfavorablc. The project is not in agreement with the goals and objectives of this agency's progrars.

____ Potential Problem (s).  Identify:

endonsed 5‘4042/ r'tfau'y/f’y'e.f o~ Adcdﬁ:'m occadion,




REQUEST FOR REVIEW

\se review the attached notification and indicate your response. If your agency requires additional information, contact the
mmm—wuunmnc«mudsmw Clearinghouse, Please submit your response to the address below by the

hone: (704) 265-5434
SCH Number S6E42200129 ___ Date Augusi 14, 1993 __ Response Date Seplember 12,1993
Flease Sign and Return
This Page Only To:
Region D Council of Governments
Clearinghouse Coordinator
P.O. Box 1820
Boone, NC 23607
S P P S|

Rufus Hallmark-Blowing Rock Mayor ﬁ

Jim Ratchford-Watanga County Manager

September 11, 1995 |
Respoase: mwmmmemﬁﬁaﬁonmdoﬁufﬂnfouoﬁngm (Check appropriate

response/more than one can be checked)
No Comment
_____ Favorable. mmnmwmwwmmdww.m
- Unfavorablc. The project is not in agreement with the goals and objectives of this agency’s programs.

X Potential Problem (s).  ldentify: I am in general agreement with the total plan to improvc
traffic flow into and throuch the Blue Ridge Mountains of Western North Carolina.
However, high priority must be given to preserving the quality of life, economy, and

Comments: quiet living within the town limits of Blowing Rock, Long range planning should
find a way to bypass the town with through traffic, particularly that of heavy trucks
and car traffic going other places beyond. The result of fourlaning throuch Blowing Rock
would litea#lly destroy the town as a place to live, survive and even exist as a desireable
place to live, Blowing Rock Comunity is a small area of land and the inteyrity must

be maintained at all costs, )
acl—

x.-; | Awy% Xe{ Date: S%’/ / 2)""
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Town Of Blowmg Rock

1036 Matn Street’ e Telephone (704) 295 5p00 -
Pest Oiﬂeeﬁex4‘? : Facsimue (704) 295 5202
_ _-_Blowiﬁg Rock; NC| 28606, : 22 1 996 _ -

25 HpOY 1hat rgvbwmﬁdwcus.mn,l’ﬂg‘., ting’
BT dirsetion in wm&vmesurdywr._,_,..
et AgE VT TR TR e T L
examingd:she sltermative roultes {or & Bypiasd;that 4
ithe Departitient: of T ﬁmonnhdhp.tﬁ\k;‘l none cnft.bc
able. " Bedgns ‘,.nllpfthc uhcﬁmtive;@ﬂﬂopmm to’existing
Loute 321 neer, ot ?Hél{b‘*w {;‘each of the alternatives would have sdtious
i ynpa&rdn existing mﬂdmtnl ne:ghboﬂmmids, tﬁe golfcourso,br other
-vr!ﬁ irfts.p fﬁanWRoékm‘d% m AT

'ﬂt@ 'L,tt Mg o s '
© b, The Defigtgidnt of Transportatign rieeds to ldcﬂllﬂl othe'f vmﬁe ahersiiives for
- a bypass route afound Blovini £ e aitonmivea ‘should riot be restricted

- 'to. the Blowing RolWRb&sian; Hollow.ccamridor, “and should include possible
: _‘ .cgosawoftheBﬁnRﬂchM .




¢. The study area should be expanded 50 that alternative routes that do not cross
exnstmg resxdcmal Areas in Blowmg Robk can be 1dcnuﬁed arn:l eounmned. ¢

Whileaddhxomlattmtlonmdconsldmtmnmdtobegﬂmlothpbyppusaltmtms,us,
.ﬁdtedabdvgtbeTomCOmwﬂaborecognnathenmsmyforimppwmmc
© existing Routé 321, ‘Thetefore, any project, ever if it includés the construction.of a' b;
, mme,MncMnﬁtymﬂmmwovmtsmngmeMmmmdmg
- tmnslnmarbumutw Copact .

| "mmk ydu. for ym,n' ttme iind. aonadm-atmn of our concerns. Ifyou have any C[uwttons :
: conomﬂng this letter of need aﬂdmonal mfonnation, plmc contact me. : :

Si;wsly,

et Wade Hoké; Division Enginser
Fred Eidson, Trusportahon Boa:d Member
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Town Of Blowing Rock

1036 Main Street r Telephone (704) 295-5200
Post Office Box 47 s 3

Facsimile (704) 295-5202
Blowing Rock, NC 28605

I ‘ August 13, 1996
tdﬂ'“‘-‘_-“i. ‘an...‘ '-Bi . Y

- ,_,_,‘
Lt mem———— o

Mr. H. FrankImVick,PE
PlammgdemnmntalBramh i g
Division of Highways - - ' AT g

North Carolina Depanmm of Tm:sportmon E
PO ‘Box 25201 :

Ralcigh, NC 27611-5201 -

Deuer VICk.. F o
InMarchlbf’thﬁlyur,I wrote a!el:tcrto youthat exprmed theposmon oft.be Town

CoumcilofBlowngockwnhregmﬂto the US 321 EIS Study and thc ahetmtwe routm :
that wcreundercons:deranon asapart ofthat study '

e . - - ,-"'..-.
1.1 " r gk 5,
- .,.a
=2

- " i _'__ ; \“'.’-"-
_A:ﬂ:atﬂm,wcindicﬂedthatmofthcahumﬂvemmforabypassmmpmbh
|

Bemembof&eahemﬂv&wouﬂmmmkomenl near ‘Possum
HoBowaadmdwouldcmmssoradpnemwausungmﬂemalmxghborhoods,ﬂn .
BlowngockAsemblmemds,ortthlowngockComyChb the alternatives
. wouldhavedeﬁmmameccptnbhnrpactsonvnalseMoftheoom We
mmmmnmoﬂmmnmmemmmmom ’
'by-passahanalmthalwouldmtbermwdtotheBhwngock/PomHoﬂow .
mdor,mchndmgpossiblecromgsoftheBhnRﬂchukway '

Two weeks ago,TownOﬂicmlswerepmvﬂedwnhupdated information on the bypass
alternatives by Parsons Brinickerhoff and DOT staff members. Unfortunately, however,
wefozmdmatthcmmmmgmﬁcmnclmgwmthebypmahmﬁomee
had examined in February and March.. Therefore, it remains the position of the Town
- Council of Blowing Rock that none of the bypass alternatives are acceptable because
they would cut across our eommnmty and would bave serious, detrimental impacts
on existing residential neighborhoods, the Blowing' Rock Assembly Grounds, the
- Blowing' Rock Country: Club, -or other vital. segment& of the Blowing Rock
community. None of the alternatives truly- “bypass” the community, but, instead,
_cat across the community in a harmful, disruptive manner. The Town Council
cannot and will not support any of the alternatives as they are presently identified.
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+

mTownmoognizesthattheBhwRidgerkwuyismhnpoanﬁoﬁlmqmmd
MManmof&mmmhMMEmmm
However,anmlmdenhcpmkwayslmﬂdbcexamhedasapom'bhahumﬁm A

rummel- could be constructed with fittle or no visual impact on the parkway. . While we: °
mognhéihmdnmdﬂouﬁ.uwsﬂy,vhhmﬂam.hobnddﬂhgthewmmﬁohof
‘ _ ve be sclected, not merely the most cost effective. It -
ishhpdaﬁwﬂmmahumﬁw-ﬂmhéomomamsﬁngofthepumbcdwebpd-

a new highway, that the best alternative be

_ so that we can have a viable option

_ to.the widening of the existing highway. Without that

' addiﬁomlahumﬁw,DGThmmtréaﬂyp:mﬁdﬂnchiz:mothwthock,whhq
'I‘hankjfouibryomti:hca:idconsﬁ&ationofow ncerns. Ifyouhnvéqr;esﬁompf.neei_i_

. Sincerely,

. =, ITo_wanger .

cc:  :Governor Hunt - .
"=, -The Blowing Rocket: . © .. .- .7 .
.. Jobn Page, Parsons Brinckerhoff - - - -
- WadeHokc.Dn'rm' jon Engineer - . s B
_Fred Eidson, Transportation Board mber.
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