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APPENDIX A

1996 Project R-2247 FEIS
Project Alternative Arterial Comparisons (2015)

Winston—Salem Northern Beltway

Supplemental Final EIS —Project R-2247

Supplemental Draft EIS — Projects U-2579 and U-2579A
September 2004






























APPENDIX B

Project R-2247
Alternative Comparison Summary for
Selection of a Preferred Alternative,
January 1993

Winston—Salem Northern Beltway
Supplemental Final EIS —Project R-2247
Supplemental Draft EIS — Projects U-2579 and U-2579A

September 2004















































































































































































APPENDIX C

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT
PARTS 1-3

Winston—Salem Northern Beltway
Supplemental Final EIS —Project R-2247
Supplemental Draft EIS — Projects U-2579 and U-25794

September 2004





APPENDIX C

1. Public Involvement - Project R-2247

Winston—Salem Northern Beltway
Supplemental Final EIS —Project R-2247
Supplemental Draft EIS — Projects U-2579 and U-25794

September 2004


























































































APPENDIX C

2. Public Involvement - Projects U-2579 and
U-2579A

Winston—Salem Northern Beltway
Supplemental Final EIS —Project R-2247
Supplemental Draft EIS — Projects U-2579 and U-25794

September 2004

































































APPENDIX C

3. Public Involvement - Combined Projects
R-2247, U-2579, and U-2579A

Winston—Salem Northern Beltway
Supplemental Final EIS —Project R-2247
Supplemental Draft EIS — Projects U-2579 and U-25794

September 2004


























APPENDIX D

AGENCY COORDINATION
PARTS 1-8

Winston—Salem Northern Beltway

Supplemental Final EIS —Project R-2247

Supplemental Draft EIS — Projects U-2579 and U-2579A
September 2004





APPENDIX D

1. Section 106 Compliance

Winston—Salem Northern Beltway

Supplemental Final EIS —Project R-2247

Supplemental Draft EIS — Projects U-2579 and U-2579A
September 2004
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North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources

James C. Martin, Governor Division of Archives and History
Parric Darsey, Secretary William S. Price, Jr., Director

July 10, 1991 D E@EDME \

Nicholas L. Graf
Division Administrator “' l TI%{
Federal Highway Administration
U.5. Department of Transportation
P. 0. Box 26806 -
Raleigh, N.C. 27611 E...g;_“ ;

: S
Re: Section 106 Consultation BN Gt AvS

Winston~Salem Northern Beltway, Sample

survey report, R-2247, Forsyth County,

CH 91-E-4220-0603, ER 91-B267

Dear Mr. Graf:

Thank you for your letter of July 1, 1991, concerning the above project.

We have reviewed the sample survey report for the above project and
concur with its recommendatione. Specifically, we agree that a full
(100 percent) survey will be required for the selected alternative and
that a historic archaeologist familiar with the Colonial period in North
Carolina be required for future investigations.

Of the seventeen sites found by the sample survey, we agree that only
four (31FY626, 818, 828, and 830) warrant additional testing to determine
their eligibility for the National Register. Historic sites 31FY626,
818, and 830 may warrant preservation in place. However, 31FYB28 is
important chiefly for the information it is likely to yield during data
recovery. Given the local, state, and national importance of historic
sites in the project area, we urge close communication and cooperation
with us as future plans are developed for the 100 percent survey.

The above comments are made pursuant to Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 and the Advisory Council on Historic

Preservation's Regulations for Compliance with Section 106, codified at
36 CFR Part 800.

109 East Jones Street ® Raleigh, North Carolina 27601-2807
D-2





Nicholas L. Graf
July 10, 1991, Page Two

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.

cerely,

Zégj§iﬁ:2rook

Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
DB:slw
ce: L. J. Ward

Lee Hovick
y Simpson
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North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources

James G. Martin, Governor Division of Archives and History
Paric Dorsey, Secretary William S. Price, Jr., Director

February 25, 1992

Nicholas L. Graf

Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration
Department of Transportation
310 New Bern Avenue

Raleigh, N.C. 27601-1442

Re: Winston-Salem Northern Beltway
Forsyth County, R-2247, ER 92-7741

Dear Mr. Graf:

the three sites warrants preservation in place, we disagree with your finding
that 31FY826 should not be included in the Pfafftown Historic District which
was previously determined eligible by our agencies' concurrence.

Based on the original Surveéy report and Ms. Oppermann’s research we
believe there is a clear relationship between 31FY626 (Holder-Flynt House
and Barn Site) and the Pfafftown Historic District. We also believe the
archaeological site should be included as a contributing element within the
historic district's boundaries under all the National Register criteria since it
contributes to an understanding of the development of the Pfafftown
community; is associated with individuals important to the community; is a
representative example of a farm complex located along the edge of a
closely-knit rural Moravian community; and is likely to yield information
about the history of that community. In determining the importance of
individuals, relative wealth is not always an appropriate measure. n this
case the Holder family's selling land for a church at below market value and
the fact that they were developing their property during the period that
Pfafftown was developing are sufficient enough to establish their
significance to the historic district.

Until an alignment is selected we do not believe a finding of effect for
31FY830 is appropriate. We will, however, be happy to address the effect
of the northern beltway on the site once an alignment is selected.

109 East Jones Street @ Raleigh, North Carolina 27601-2807
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Nicholas L. Graf
February 25, 1992, Page 2

Although not addressed in your letter, we assume your previous commitment

to a 100 percent survey will be implemented once the final alignment is
selected.

The above comments are made pursuant to Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 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,

LA Roeeld

David Brook :

Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

DB:slw

cc: L. J. Ward
L. Novick
B. Church
Forsyth County Joint HPC
L. Oppermann

D-5





North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources

James B, Huat, Ir., Governor Division of Archives and History
Betty Ray McCain, Secretary William S. Price, Ir., Director

August 1, 1995 I ”‘sw
Nicholas L. Graf ) R
Division Administrator R ,_U
Federal Highway Administration S b
Department of Transportation e T eare G
310 New Bern Avenue Con LTS
Raleigh, N.C. 27601-1442 ; R A

Re:  Archaeological surveys for Winston-Salem
‘Northern Beltway (Western Section), Forsyth
County R-2247, State Project 6.628001T, 91-E-
4220-0603, ER 96-7102 :

Dear Mr. Graf:
Thank you for your letter of July 17, 1995, concerning the above project.

We have reviewed the seven proposed interchange locations for the above project
We feel there has been sufficient archaeological survey, considering the amount of
development in these areas, and that no further survey work is needed at the seven
locations. We also note that a section of the right-of-way has not been surveyed
since the land owner denied access to the archaeologists. We understand this area
will be surveyed after the property has been purchased.

The above comments are made bursuant 1o Section 106 of the National Mistoric
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 y'ou have questions

concerning the above comment, please contact Renee Giedhili-Earley, environmental -
review coordinator, at 919/733-4763. ’

Sincerely, (
%Qrook
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

DB:siw

cc: H. F. Vick
L£7 Novick

D-6
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Jamos B. Hunt Jt., Govemnor
Beuy Ray McCain, Secretary

North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources

March 13, 1996

Nicholas L. Graf

Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration
Department of Transportation
310 New Bern Avenue

Realeigh, N.C. 27601-1442

Re: Archaeological surveys for Winston-Salem
Northern Beltway {(Western Section), Forsyth
County, Federal-Aid 92-08-F, State Project
8.628001T, TIP R-2247, ER 98-8503

Dear Mr. Graf:

This letter is in response to your letter.of March 8, 1996, requesting concurrence
with recommendations for National Register eligibility for twelve additional
archaeological sites located within the preferred corridor of this project.

We agree that the following sites are eligibie for listing on the National Register of
Historic Places:

Applicable
Site # Criteria Rationale
31FY888 A, D A rare example of small upland Woodland occupation

sites, with datable (C-14} contexts for associated
artifacts and, possibly, cultural features.

31FYg893** A(?), D The historic components included stratified midden
deposits and subsurface features, which can contribute
to a better understanding of nineteenth century
subsistence and economic patterns.

31FY901 A, D A multicomponent prehistoric Woodiand site which can
provide needad information on short term habitations in
upiand Piedmont settings.

31FYS02** A, D Multicomponent historic and prehistoric site containing
inforrnation on Archaic and Woodland upland Piedmont
habitation and technology, pius late nineteenth century
site structure and economic patterns.

109 East Jones Street * Raicigh, North Caroline 27601-2307
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Nicholas L. Graf
3/13/96, Page 2

Applicable
Site # Criteria Ratiopale
31FY903 A, D Buried components of the site represent a rare example

of smalil, upland Woodland occupations in the Pledmont;
information can be gained on site function and
technological diversity, especially in comparison to other
examples like 31FY888 and 31FY921,

31FY810** A, D Historic site components of this site, 31FY911** and
31FY912**, contribute to knowledge of early
nineteenth century Moravian occupation of the
Wachovia tract; associated with a single family (Fiynit)

through time.
31FY911** A, D - See 31FY910*¢
31FY912° A, D See 31FYQ10**
31FY921 A, D Intact A and B soil horizons contain artifacts associated

with short-term, upland Piedmont Woodland
occupations, which are poorly understood in terms of
site function, seasonality, and technological diversity.

31FY925+* A, D Rernains of a historic grist mill and road system

- associated with the National Register of Historic Places-
eligible Stultz farmstead; can yield important
information on milling technolo y and early historic
economic pursuits in the Forsyth County area.

31FY944 A D Another example of upland Piedmont Woodland shtes,
but one which can produce information on the trangition
from pre-ceramic Late Archalc to Early Woodiand
subsistence and technology patterns.

31FY947 A, D(?) See discussion for 31FYS838 above,

We agree that if these sites cannot be avoided during the planning or construction
phases of this project, archaeological dats recovery and, as necessary, testing to
design data recovery programs for these sftes is needed. Preservation In place Is
not considered s necessary or feasible option,

To avoid adversely affecting these twalve sites and any others that may be
identified in the preferred alignment, the Federal Highway Administration (FHwA)
should develop a data recovery program in consuitation with us. Upon our
acceptance of the plan, FHwA should implement the plan as agr upon and
submit all appropriate materials to us for review and comment prior to undertaking
construction activities. FHwA’s acceptance and implementation of the above
conditions will adequately document the sites and the information they are likely to
vield and result in no adverse effect upon the sites.

b=7{«





Nicholas L. Graf
3/13/96, Page 3

We will continue our review of the lengthy draft report submitted with your March
8, 1996 lettar, and provide detailed comments as soon as poasible.

The above comments are made pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s Reguiations
for Compliance with Saction 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, environmenta!
review coordinator, at 919/733-4763.

avid Brook
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

DB:slw

ce: H. F. Vick
Lee Novick

b7





North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources

James C. Martin, Covernor Division of Archives and History
Patric Dorsey, Secretary William S. Price, Jr., Director

January 2, 1992

Nicholas L. Graf

Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration
Decgaartment of Transportation
P.O. Box 26806

Raleigh, N.C. 27611

Re: Historic Structures Survey Report for the
Winston-Salem Northern Beltway (Western

Section), Forsyth County, R-2247, 6.628001T,
ER 92-7484

Dear Mr. Graf:

Thank you for your letter of November 1, 1991, concerning the above
project. We have reviewed the historic structures survey report by Langdon
Edmunds Oppermann and offer our comments.

The following properties within the area of potential effect are listed in the
National Register of Historic Places:

John Jacob Schaub House (N 145). The John Jacob Schaub House
was placed on the National Register on October 7, 1982.

Samuel B. Stauber House and Barn (N 245). The Samuel B. Stauber

I{lgog?ae and Barn were placed on the National Register on January 12,

The following properties were included on our State study list on April 8,

1982, for possible nomination to the National Register and are in effect
considered eligible:

Jeremiah Bahnson Conrad House (N 326)

Ploughboy Jarvis Farm (N 199)

John Henry Kapp Farm (N 464)

Thomas Jefferson Kapp House (N 466)

Pfafftown Historic District. Please refer to the attachment for

questions and comments concerning the historic district.

109 East Jones Street # Raleigh, North Carolina 27601-2807
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" . Nicholas L. Graf
January 2, 1892, Page 2

For purposes of compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act, we concur that the following properties are also eligible for
listing in the Nationai Register of Historic Places under the criteria cited:

Doub-Yarbrough House (N 100). Criterion C--The house is significant
as a little-altered example of the application of Colonial Revival
ornamentation onto the traditional T-house form.

Columbus Kapp Farm (N 454). Criterion A--The property with its
house, lands, and extant associated outbuildings represents a ricultural
practices in Forsyth County during the late nineteenth and early
twentieth centuries. Criterion C--The house is an excellent example of
a jate nineteenth century brick-nogged Victorian I-house.

Constantine C. Stoltz House (N 407}. Criterion C--The house is an
unusual and rare example of the dog-trot form in Forsyth County.

The following properties were determined not eligible for listing in the

Nationa! Register of Historic Places because they have undergone numerous
character-altering changes:

Jack Boyer House (N 188}

Century Qak Farm (N 97)

Clayton House (N 408)

Alpheus Conrad House (N 98)

Jessie Thomas Conrad House (N 319)
Simeon Cook House {N 200)

Emery Daub House (N 135)

Allen Harper Log House (N 24)
Hauser House (N 45)

Henry Wesley Johnson House (N 203)
Eugene Thomas Kapp House (N 4605)
Kapps Mill Miller's House (N 467)

Wesley Kearney House and John Henry Keaney House
(N 356A, N 3568}

Edwin F. Shore House (N 231}

Erastus E. Speas House (N 241)
Wolff-Moser House (N 496)

D-S





" .Nicholas L. Graf
January 2, 1992, Page 3

Brookberry Farms (N 89, N 92-96). Brookberry Farms is also not
eligible for listing in the National Register because its period of
significance did not begin until the late 1940s.

Until additional information for the properties listed below is provided, we are

unable to make a determination of their eligibility for listing'in the National
Register:

Hope Moravian Church {N 210)

John Williamm Kapp Barn (N 455)

Doub Conrad House {N 343)

James W. Franklin House (N 341)
Albert Pfaff House (N 327)

Robertson House {N 201}

Sharon United Methodist Church (N 47)
John Speas House (N 4086)

Transou-Davis House {N 123}

in general the report meets our office's guidelines and those of the Secretary
of the Interior. However, specific concerns and/or corrections which need to

be addressed in the revisions to the final report are attached for the author's
use. ! -

The above comments are made pursuant to Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 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,
'S /@&Q

” David Brook -
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

DB:slw
Attachment
cc: '/L. J. Ward

B. Church
Langdon Oppermann





ATTACHMENT

Historic Structures Survey Report for the Winston-Salem
~ Northern Beltway {Western Section), Forsyth County,
R-2247, 6.628001T, ER 82-7484 :

Specific Comments:

1.

Hope Moravian Church (N 210}. Please provide details about the mid-
19%05 renovations done to bring the church up to code. This
information will determine if the interior of the 1896 building retains its
integrity. We agree that the 1964 education building and the 1970s

brick hyphen additions do not compromise the integrity of the 1896
church building.

in addition, we feel that the statement on page 40, "It is the only
Moravian . .. 1950s,"” needs to be refined since the Clemmons

Moravian Church {ca. 1901) is also a Moravian community building
located in western Forsyth County.

J. W, Kapp Barn (N 455). We feel that virtually all intact examples of
once-important barns with German origins are likely to be eligible for
listing in the National Register. Additional information as to the degree

and nature of any alterations to the barn is needed to make a final
determination.

Pfafftown Historic District. On the Pfafftown Historic District map
(page 90} only eight structures are identified within the district's
boundaries. Please indicate on the map all contributing properties so
that we may have an idea of the ratio of contributing to
noncontributing properties. This information will also help determine

whether the boundaries shown on the map are appropriate.
Though we are inclined to agree that the following properties are not
eligible for listing in the Nationa! Register, please provide a photograph
of the overall exterior view of each property so that we may make a
final determination of eligibility and our records wiil be complete:

Doub Conrad House {N 343)

James W. Franklin House (N 341)

Albert Pfaff House (N 327}

Robertson House (N 201}

Sharon United Methodist Church (N 47)

John Speas House (n 406}

Transou-Davis House (N 123)

D-11
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North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources [ )
MMcﬁumu?,
" James G. Martin, Governor Division of Archives and History
Patric Dorsey, Secretary William S. Price, Jr., Director
April 7, 1992

"Nicholas L. Graf

Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration
Department of Transportation
310 New Bern Avenue

Raleigh, N.C. 27601-1442

Re: Addendum to Historic Structures Survey
Report for Winston-Salem Northern Beltway
(Western Section), Forsyth County, R-2247,
6.628001T, ER 92-8004

Dear Mr. Graf: .

Thank you for your letter of March 9, 1992, concerning the above project.
We have reviewed the addendum to the historic structures survey report by
Langdon Edmunds Oppermann and offer our comments.
For purposks of compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act, we concur that the following properties are not eligible for
listing in the National Register of Historic Places because they have
undergone numerous character-altering changes: . -

John William Kapp Barn {N455)

Doub/Conrad House (N343)

James W. Franklin House (N341)

Albert Pfaff House (N327)

Robertson House {N201)

Sharon United Methodist Church (N47)

John Speas House (N406)

Transou-Davis House (N123)
Also, we have reviewed the additional information concerning contributin

and non-contributing properties in the Pfafftown Historic District. We fee
that the preliminary boundaries shown are appropriate, noting that the fina}

109 East Jones Street ® Raleigh, North Carolina 27601-2807
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Nicholas L. Graf
Aprilt 7, 1892, Page 2

boundaries cannot be determined unti! the Holder-Flynt site is incorporated.
into the district. ‘

As for the Hope Moravian Church (N210), we understand per telephone
conversations with Barbara Church of the North Carolina Department of
Transportation {NCDOT), that additional documentation concerning the
property will be submitted for our review. We will offer our comments
regarding the eligibility of the church upon receipt of NCDOT's
documentation. '

The above comments are made pursuant to Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 and the Advisory Council on Historic
PresePrvatiggbs Regulations for Compliance with Section 1086, codified at 36
CFR Part .

Thank you for your cooperation and consideration. f you have questions
concerning the above comment, please contact Renee Gledhill-Earley,
environmental review coordinator, at 919/733-4763.

Sincerely,

Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
DB:slw

ce: ) J. Ward
B. Church
Langdon Edmunds Oppermann

D-13
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North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources
James G. Martin, Covérnor Division of Archives and History
Patric Dorsey, Secretary William S. Price, Jr., Director
April 24, 1992

Nicholas L. Graf

Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration
Department of Transportation
310 New Bern Avenue

Raleigh, N.C. 27601-1442

RE: Addendum to Historic Structures Survey Report for
Winston-Salem Northern Beltway (Western Section),
Forsyth County, R-2247, 6.628001T, ER 92-8231

Dear Mr. Graff:

We have received a letter dated April 16, 1992, and additional
documentation for the Hope Moravian Church (N2 1 0) from the North
Carolina Department of Transportation. We have reviewed this information

For purposes of compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act, we believe the property is eligible for listing in the National
Register of Historic Places under:

Criterion A--The church s significant for religious history
in the context of the Moravian Church.

Criterion C--The church is si%nificant for its architecture
as a representative of late 18th-early 20th C. frame
churches

If the Federal Highway Administration does not concur with our finding, vou
have the option of requesting a formal Determination of Eligibility from the
Keeper of the National Register of Historic Places.

The above comments are made pursuant to Section 106 of the National )
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 and the Advisory Council on Historic

Preservation's Regulations for Compliance with Section 108, codified at 36
CFR Part 800.

109 East Jones Streer ¢ Raleigh, Norch Carolina 27601-2807
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Thank you for your cooperation and consideration. If you have questions
concerning the above comment, please contact Renee Gledhill-Earley,
environmental review coordinator, at 818/733-4763.

Sincerely,

A Do o)
éaw Brook, Deputy State _

Historic Preservation Officer
DB:tmm
cc:vL.J. Ward

Barbara Church ' '
Langdon Edmunds Oppermann

D-15
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May 1, 1992

Nicholas L. Graf

Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration

Department of Transportation

310 New Bern Avenue

Raleigh, N.C. 27601-1442

Re: Winston-Salem Northern Beltway (Western
Section), from US 158 to US 52, Forsyth
County, R-2247, 6.628001T, ER 92-8238

Dear Mr. Graf:
Thank you for your letter of April 24, 1992, concerning the above project.
We have reviewed the preliminary documentation provided to us to
determine the effects of this project on historic architectural properties and
concur with the North Carolina Department of Transportation's
determinations of effect upon National Register-listed or eligible properties
located within the area of potential effect.
Below is a list of the National Register-listed or eligible properties along with
our determinations of effect for each segment of the proposed undertakings
near a historic property:
Jeremiah Bahnson Conrad House (N326)
No effect for Segments B7 and A4.
Doub-Yarbrough House {N100)
No Effect for Segments B6 and A4.
Hope Moravian Church {(N210)
No Effect for Segments A1 and B1.
Ploughboy Jarvis Farm {N199)

No Effect for Segments B1, C1, and A2.

109 East Jones Street ® Raleigh, North Carolina 27601-2807
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‘Nicholas L. Graf
May 1, 1982, Page 2
Columbus Kapp House and Barn (N454)

No Effect for Segment B10, B10a.
Adverse Effect for Segment A6.

John Henry Kapp House and Barn (N464)

No Adverse Effect for Segments A4 and C6a.
Adverse Effect for Segments B7 and B7c.

Thomas Jefferson Kapp House {(N466)
No Effect for Segments B7, C4, and Ab.
Pfafftown Historic District

No Effect for Segment A4.
Adverse Effect for Segments B7, B7b.

John Jacob Schaub House {N145)
No Effect for all segments.
Samuel Stauber House and Barn {N245)

No Effect for Segment A5,
Adverse Effect for Segments C4-C5, B7-B8, and B7-B9.

Constantine C. Stoltz House (N407)

No Effect for Segment AB.
Adverse Effect for Segments B10 and B10a.

The above comments are made pursuant to Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 and the Advisory Council on Historic

Preservation's Regulations for Compliance with Section 1086, 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.

§i11cer,e!y,

David Brook ]

Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

DB:siw

D-17





‘Nicholas L. Graf
May 1, 1992, Page 3

ce: L. J. Ward
B. Church
+Roy Highberg, Espeg Houston & Assoc.
Langdon Edmunds Oppermann

D-18





James B, Hunt, JIr., Govemor
Beity Ray McCain, Secretary

May 14, 1983

Nicholas L. Graf
Division Administrator
Federal Highway Administration

Department of Transportation Biye i

310 New Bern Avenue ' Hies BICY /

Raleigh, N.C. 27601-1442 4, il g
" -« S

OB N i
RE: Winston-Salemn Northern Beltway, Forsyth County, SviER
R-2247, 6.628001T, ER 93-8728

Dear Mr. Graf:
Thank you for your letter of April 26, 1883, concerning the above project.

We have reviewed the formal Determination of Eligibility Report prepared by the

North Carolina Department of Transportation's Architectural Resources Section, as

well as the historic structures survey report and addendum by Langdon Edmunds
Oppermann. Upon closer consideration and review of the collection of historic

churches in Forsyth County, we feel that the Hope Moravian Church does not :
appear eligible for listing in the Nationa! Register of Historic Places (

The above comments are made pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act of 1966 and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation's
Regulations for Compliance with Section 1086, 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 818/733-4763.

wat

Sincerely,

. of /
A e de

‘David Brook
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

DB:slw _
cc: \/KJ Ward ‘ ECEIVE lzzo%’ Blo
E. Church : :
eeper of the Register | a4
Landgon Edmunds Oppermann =21l 1995 Zﬂhjaé"\ E-Opf o
ESPEY, HUSTONW & ASSOCIATES, ING: R
CHARLOTTE ~ (
, a2
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On Duwy 16 1945 , Tepresentatives of the

o North Carolina Department of Transportation (NCDOT)
~ Pederal Highway Administration (FHwA)
R4 Igorth Carolina State Historic Preservation Office (SEPO) -
ther

reviewed the subject project-and agreed

there are no effects on the National Register-listed property within the project's area of potencial
effect and listed on the reverse.

there are no effects on the National Register-eligible properties located within the project’s area
of potential effect and listed on the reverse.

— . there is an effect on the National Registar-tisted property/properties within the project's area of
potential effect. The property/properties and the effect(s) are listed on the reverse.

__{___ there s an effect on the National Register-cligible property/properties within the project's arez of

potential effect. The property/properties and effect(s) are listed on the reverse,

Signed: ‘
(ailonia iceced : Yy 255 1555~
Representative, NCDOT _ " Date

z r/j_ (/25"
- FHWA, (@t the DIvision Administrator, or other Federal Agency Datéd
Mg.u{%w;w z6]ag
Representative SSHPO , ate

4

;[/'l 2&42%5@/. %f)fy/b@é}: | r/¢/9s

tate Historic Preservation Officer /Date’

{over)
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TIP # _ ¥-2247 Federal Aid # _ M-5113 County Freeyin

Properties within area of poténtial efféct for which there is no effect. Indicate if property is National (
Register-list=d (NR) or determined eligible (DE). [

Properties within area of potential effect for which there is an effect. Indicate property status (NR or DE)Y
and describe effect. ‘
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Advisory
Council On
Historic
Preservation

The Qld Post Office Building
1100 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, #8090
Washington, DC 20004

NOV | 3 g5

Mr. Nicholas L. Graf

Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration
310 New Bemn Avenue, Suite 410
Raleigh, NC 27601

REF: Winston-Salcm Northem Beltway Project (Western Section)
Forsyth County, North Carolina

Dear Mr, Graf:

On Ociober 16, 1995, the Council received your determination, supported by the North Carolina
State Historie Preservation Officer (SHPO), that the referenced undertaking will have no adverse
effect upon the Samuef Stauber House and Bamn, which are included in the National Register of
Histotic Places. Pursuant to Section 800.5(d)(2) of the Council's regulations, “Protection of
Historic Properties” (36 CFR Part 800), we do not object to your determination. Therefore, you
are not required to take any further steps to comply with Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act other than to implement the undertaking as proposed and consistent with the
conditions you have reached with the North Carolina SHPO.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

V[V

MaryAnn Naber
Historic Preservation Specialist
Eastern Office of Review

D-22
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North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources

Jurnes B. Hunt 3t., Governor Division of Archives and History
Beuty Ray McCaln, Seciaiagy. Jefrey J. Crbw, Dircetor

Nicholas L. Graf

Division Administrator

Federa! Highway Administration
Department of Transportation
310 New Bern Avenue

Ralaeigh, N.C. 27601-1442

Re: Winston-Salem Northarn Baltway, Western Section,
Forayth County, R-2247, State Project No.
6.828001T

Dear Mr. Graf:

On March 7, 1996, we receivad a facsimile transmission from the North Carollna

Department of Transportation with recent photographs showing that the Constantine C.

Stoltz House has bagn demolished. The demolition of the Stoltz House by a private

developer negates thig project’s need for the Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) signed by

the State Historic Preservation Officer on Novembar 16, 1995. If you have already

forwarded the MOA to the Forsyth County Historic Propertiss Commission and the

Advisory Council on Historic Preservatlon, please notify them of the current circumstances (

and our belisf that a MOA is not longer necessary.

So our files for this property will be complete, we would like original copies of the
photographs showing the demolition.

The above comments are made pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic
Presarvation Act and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservstion’s Regulations for
Complience with Section 108 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
918/733-4763.

Sincerely,

avid Brook
Deputy State Historic Presaervation Officer

DB:slw

cc: H. F. Vick
B. Church
Forayth County HPC
Advisory Councii on Historic Preservation

be: Fiie Brown/Bavin @V RF
(
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Region Four
& 310 New Bern Aveme, Suite 410
hazs P Raleigh, North Carolina 27601
April 26, 1996

of M‘hc
Q‘gﬁ \ 8 11.5. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
g ( "% FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
a

IN REPLY REFER TO

HO-NC

Mr. Don Klima, Director

Eastern Office of Project Review

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

The Old Post Office Building

1100 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W. No. 809

Washington, D.C. 20004 -

Dear Mr. Klima:

Subject:  Finding of No Adverse Effect for 12 Archaeological Sites, Winston-Salem
Northern Beltway (Western Section), TIP No. R-2247, State Project No.
6.628001T, Forsyth County

Enclosed for your review are copies of the following information:

1) A description of the undertaking;

2) A description of the 12 archaeological sites;

3) A description of the efforts used to identify historic
properties;

3) A discussion of avoidance alternatives;

4) The State Historic Preservation Officer’s concurrence in the
no adverse effect determination on the 12 archaeological sites;

5} Memorandum of Agreement (MOA).

The Federal Highway Administration (FEEWA) in consultation with the State Historic
Preservation Officer (SHPO) has determined that 12 Archaeological sites are eligible for the
National Register of Historic Places under Criteria A and D. After an extensive environmental
evaluation was performed, an alternative was selected which will have unavoidable impacts to
these sites. The SHPO and FHWA have agreed that this project will have no adverse effect on
these archaeological sites with the enactment of testing and data recovery plans, which wili be
developed as stipulated in the subject MOA.










MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT ‘
FGR THE WESTERN SECTION OF THE WINSTOM SALEM NORTHERN BELTWAY
SUBMITTED TO THE ADVISORY COUNCIL ON
HISTORIC PRESERVATION
PURSUANT TO 36 CFR PART 800.6(a)

WHEREAS, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has determined that the
Western Section of the proposed Winston-Salem Northern Beltway will have
an effect upon twelve (12) archaeological sites that are eligible for
inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places, and has consulted
~ith the North Carolina State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) in
accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, 16
U.S.C. Part 470, and its implementing requlations (36 CFR Part 800); and

WHEREAS the North Carolina Department of Transportation (NCDQOT) bhas
participated in the consultation, and has been invited to comcur in this
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA); '

NOW, THEREFORE, the FHWA and the North Carolina SHPO agree that the
undertaking shall be implemented in accordance with the following
stipulations to take into account the effect of the proposed undertaking
on historic properties.

Stipulations
The FHWA will ensure that the following stipulations are jmplemented:

1. The NCDOT in consultation with the North Carolina SHPO, will develop
a testing ptan, for the twelve eligible archaeological sites which

are:

Site # Rationale

31FYB88 A rare example of small upland Woodland occupation
sites, with datable (C-14) contexts for associated
artifacts, and possibly, cultural features.

31FYBI3** The historic components included stratified midden
deposits and subsurface features, which can contribute
to.a better understanding of nineteenth century
subsistence and economic patterns.

31FYS901 A multicomponent prehistoric Woodland site which can
provide needed information on short term habitations
in upland Piedmont settings.

31FY9Q2** Multicomponent histaric and prehistoric site

containing information on Archaic and Woodland upland
Piedmont habitation and technology, plus late
nineteenth century site structure and economic
patterns.










(D) the methods to be used, with an explanation of their relevance
to the research guestions;

(E) the methods to be used in analysis, data management, and
dissemination of data, including a schedule;

(F) the proposed disposition of recovered materials and records;

(G) proposed methods for involving the interested public in the
testing;

(H) proposed methods for disseminating results of the work to the
interested public;

(I) a proposed schedule for the submission of progress reports to
the FHWA and North Carolina SHPO.

-

II. The testing plan shall be submitted by the FHWA to the North Carolina
SHPO for 30 days review. Unless the SHPO objects within 30 days
after receipt of the plan, the FHWA shall ensure the plan is
impiemented.

I11. Based on results of the testing plan, the FHWA shall consult with the
North Carolina SHPO to determine whether or not data recovery is
necessary for any of the archaeological sites.

1f recovery 1is necessary, NCDOT shall develop a data recovery plan
which incorporates the minimum elements outlined in Stipulation [.A-1
ahove for the sites requiring data recovery.

IV. The data recovery plan shall be submitted by the FHWA to the North
Carolina SHPO for 30 days review. Unless the SHPQ objects within 30
days after receipt of the plan, the FHWA shall ensure the plan is
implemented for each site requiring data recovery.

V. Should the North Carolina SHPO object within 20 days of any plan
provided for review pursuant to this Memorandum Agreement, FHWA shall
consult with the North Carolina SHPO to resolve the objection. If
FHWA or the North Carolina SHPO determines that the objection cannot
be resolved, FHWA shall forward all documentation relevant to the
dispute to the Council. Within 30 days after receipt of all
pertinent documentation, the Council will either:

A. Provide FHWA with recommendations, which FHWA will take into
account in reaching a final decision regarding the dispute, or

B. MNotify FHWA that it will comment pursuant to 36 CFR Section
800.6(b) and proceed to comment. Any Council comment provided
in response to such a reguest will be taken into account by FHWA
in accordance with 36 CFR Section 800.6(c) (2) with reference to
the subject of the dispute.















FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

By: 4£;gf/ /"szff,4227éfzzglyf Date: 4%/2674?4;

}Zﬂf Niché?Z; Graf, Administrator

NORTH CAROLINA STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER

By: &W«.@@M@m Date: 4-R-9b

|
JeEfP%y.(9$ﬁﬂw, <Tate Historic Preservation Officer

o

Concur:

NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTME OF TRANSPORTATJION
Wy / / . .
By: \ %4\ Date: 4/2&/?&

N7 F¥anklin Vick, P. E., Manager, Planning and Environmental Branch

ACCEPTED for the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation

By: | Date:

Robert Bush, Ph.D., Executive Director
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North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources
State Historic Preservation Office
David L. 5. Brook, Administrator

ichael F. Easley, Governor Division of Historical Resources -
igheth C. Evans, Secretary

1ifrey J. Crow, Deputy Secretary

Jffice of Archives and History

October 9, 2003

TO: Greg Thorpe, Ph.D., Director
Project Development and Eavirogmental Aaalysis Branch
NCDOT Division of Highways

FROM: David Brook QJﬁ‘By W%(_@E}L

SUBJECT:  Historc Architectural Resources Survey Report/Winston-Salem Northern Beltway,
Western Secdon, US 158 to US 52, R-2247, Forsyth County, CH91-0603

Thank you for your letter of August 8, 2003, transmitting the survey report by Sarah A. Woodard of
Fidwards-Pitman Environmental, Inc.

For purposes of compliance with Section 106 of the Natonal Historic Preservation Act, we concur that the
following properties remain eligible and are listed in the National Register of Historic Places under the
criterion cited:

John Menry Kapp Farm, 60535 Bethania-Tobaccoville Road, north side of NC Highway
65, 0.1 mile northeast of the junction with NC Highway 67 (Reynolda Road extension),
remains eligible for the Natonal Register under Cdterda A and C. The farm with
associated tand and buildings represents patterns of successful agriculrural practices n
Forsyth County during the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. The house 1s an
unusﬂmll},r fine mid-nineteenth century bnck-nogged farmhouse in Forsyth County The
property’s Nadonal Register boundaries retnain unchanged.

John Jacob Schaub House, south side of SR 1455 {Balsom Road), 0.2 mile west of
juncdon with SR 1456 (Warner Road), remains eligible for the National Register under
Cdtedon C as a rare example of original, lictle altered Moravian architecture. The
property’s Nadonal Register boundaries remain unchanged.

Samuel B. Stauber House, 6085 Bethania-Tobaccoville Road (SR 1611), east and west
sides of SR 1611 0.05 mile south of SR 1626 (Kapp Road), remains eligible for the

www.hpo.dcr.state.nc.us

Lucasion Mailing Address Telephone/Fax
APMINISTRATION 507 N. Qlount Si.. Raleigh NC 4617 Mal Service Center, Ralcigh NC 275994617 {916) 7334763 = 7113-865)
RESTORATION 515 N. Blount S, Ralcigh NC 4617 Mail Service Center, Raleigh NC 276994617 {919) 7336547 « 7154801

SURVEY & PLANNING 515 N. Biount St.. Rajeigh NC 4517 Mail Service Center, Raleigh NC 276994617 {919) 7336545 = 71534801
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National Register under Criteria A and C. It is an excellent representative example of a
mid-nineteenth century farmstead in the county, illustrating traditional German buﬂdmg
practices and distinctive characteristics of the Greek Revival style. The property’s
Natonal Register boundaries remain unchanged.

For purposes of compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, we concur that the
following properues are listed in the State Study List and remain eligible for the National Reg15ter of Historic
Places under the criterion cited:

Eugene Thomas Kapp House, 5631 Kapp Road, remains eligible for the Nadonal
Register under Carerion C for architecture. The house is of heavy frame constructdon
with brick nogpgin and is an excellent of an unaltered, rural [-house with Queen Anne
and Italianate detailing. We concur with the proposed National Register boundaries as
described and delineated in the survey report.

Kapp’s Mill Miller’s House, 5611 Kapp Road, remains eligible for the Natonal Register
under Criterion A for its associztion with rural industry and commezce in nineteenth-
century Forsyth County. We concur with the Nadonal Register boundaries as described
and delineated in the survey report.

Jeremiah Bahnson Conrad House, 2650 Spicewood Drive; SW corner of SR 1863 and
SR 1434, remains eligible for the National Register under Criteria A and C for its
association with western Forsyth County’s rural agrarian development in the mid to late
ninereenth century. The house is 2 well-preserved and distinctive example of a brick I-
house with Greek Revival and Italianate details. We concur with the proposed National
Register boundades as desctibed and delineated in the survey report.

Ploughboy Jarvis Farm, 1532 Jonestown Road; junction of SR 1136 and SR 1120,
remains eligible for the National Register under Criteria A and B. The farm complex
represents the pattern of agricultural pracdces in Forsyth County during the late
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. In addiron, the farm is associated with James
Monroe “Ploughboy” Jarvis whose writings pioneered seed producton and farming
practices. We concur with the proposed National Register boundaries as descrbed and
delineated in the survey report,

Thomas Jefferson Kapp House, 5620 Kapp Road; west side of SR 1626, 0.25 milé south
of the junction with SR 1821 and 0.7 mile south of the juncuon with SR 1611, remains
eligible for the National Register under Criterion C as an unusually fine mid-nineteenth
century Greek Revival farmhouse in the county. We concur with the proposed National
Register boundaries as described and delineated in the survey report.

Pfafftown Historic District, both sides of Transou Road, extending 0.05 mi S and 0.6 mi
N of SR 1525, remains eligible for the Natdonal Register under Crterda A and C. The
district is an intact satellite community within the broader Moravian network established
in the Wachovia tract. In addidon, the district’s structures ate representative of building
practices in rural and small town Forsyth county communities from the 1840s into the
early twentieth century. We concur with the Nadonal Register boundaries as described
and delineated in the survey report.

Ll

N
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For purposes of compbance with Section 106 of the Nadonal Historic Preservaton Act, we concur that the
following properties remain eligible for the National Register of Historic Places under the critenon cited:

Doub-Yarborough House, 5315 Fleetwood Circle; NW corner of SR 1427 and SR 1348,
remains eligible for the Nadonal Register under Criteron C as a litde altered example of
the application of Colonial Revival ornamentaton onto the traditonal North Carolina I-
house form. We concur with the proposed National Register boundaries as described
and delineared in the survey report.

Columbus Kapp House, east side of dirt dave (Kapp Road), 0.1 mile south of the
junction with SR 1898 and 0.3 mi south of the juncdon with centerline of US Highway
52, remains eligible for the Nadonal Register under Crtenia A and C. The house
represents agricultural practices in Forsyth County duning the late nineteenth and early
twenteth centuries. [t is also an excellent example of a late nineteenth-century brck
nogged-Vicrorian I-house in the western-half of Forsyth County. We concur with the
proposed Nautonal Register boundaries as described and delineated in the survey report.

For purposes of compliance with Secton 106 of the Natonal Historic Preservation Act, we concur that the
following properties are eligible for the Nadonal Register of Historic Places under the coterion cited:

Brookberry Farm, east side of SR 1314, 0.8 mile south of the juncdon with SR 1348,’is
eligible for the National Register under Cateria A and C. The house, grounds, pastutes,
and datry-related buildings survive as important examples of the country house
movement and the Colonial Revival Style dudng the post-World War II penod. We
concur with the proposed National Register boundaries as described and delineated in
the survey report.

Harmony Grove United Methodist Church Cemetery, north side of SR 1261, 0.3 mile
east of SR 1103, is eligible for the National Register under Criterion C and Cnterion
Consideradon D for its outstanding non-Moravian Germanic funerary art. We conenr
with the proposed National Register boundaries as described and delineated in the
survey report.

Alexander Hege House, 5340 Shallowford Road, is eligible for the National Register
under Cgteria A and C for its association with the broad pattems of rural agrarian
developrnent iri the western Forsyth Courdty dusing the mid to late pineteenth century
and as a well preserved example of a log house. We concur with the proposed Nanonal
Register boundaries as described and delineated in the survey report.

John S. Shore Farm, 6010 Bethania-Tobaccoville Road, is eligible for lisang in the
National Register under Criteria A and C. The farm is associated with the broad pattern
of western Forsyth County’s rural agrarian development in the early nineteenth century
and is a well-preserved example of a typical [-house with a compliment of well-
preserved outbuildings. We concur with the proposed Nadonal Register boundades as
described and delineated in the survey report.
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Todd House, 2514 Clemmonsville Road, is eligible for listing in the National Register
under Crterion C as a rare and distincdve example of plank constructon. We concur
with the proposed Natonal Register boundaries as described and delineated in the
survey report.

The following properties are determined not individually eligible for listing in the National Register of
Historic Places:

Community (Pfafftown) United Church of Chnst
Clayton House

Alpheus Conrad House

Jessie Thomas “Jessie Pere” Conrad House
House

John William Kapp Farm

Wesley Kearney House and John Keatney House
Hugh Shoaf House

Southwest Elementary School

Thomas House

Propertes 2-16; 18-78; 80-151; 154-169; 171-279; 281-294; 298- 300; 303- 327.

We do not concur with the evaluation of the Wolff-Moser House, 0.3 mi south of drveway start at SR 1631
(Mizpah Church Road), 0.8 mi east of SR 1611 (Bethania-Tobaccoville Road). The verbal descripton of the
house does not provide enough evidence for us to substantiate changes to the structure. The house 15 soll
sited at its original location. Therefore, the Woff-Moser House remains eligible for the National Register and
is sull listed in the State Study List.

PWe would like to request a further evaluation of the Hope Moravian Church, Hope Church Road. The church
org-anization has had a significant impact on the ethnic history of the area and the vinyl siding does not appear
to detract from the building’s character and design. )

Further, we are also requesting a supplemental Phase II survey report for this project. Because the western
bypass will have secondary and cumulanve impacts, we believe the Area of Potential Effect (APE) is larger
than shown in this teport. The planned interchanges will necessitate 2 four-lane highway to the nearest

" community. Therefore, wherever an interchange is planned, the APE should include the interchange to the
nearest communicy. [f interchanges are planned for this project, please provide us with additional informaton
concerning the APE and an evaluaton of the historic/architectural resources within the APE.

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

ks Thank you for your cooperation and consideration. If you have questions concerning the above comment,
contact Renee Gledhill-Earley, environmental review coordinaror, at 019/733-4763. In all future
communication conceming this project, please cite the above referenced tracking number.

cc: Barbara Church, NCDOT
v.53rah A, Woodard, Edwards-Pimman Environmental, Inc.





Federal Aid # TIP # R-2247 County: Forsyth

CONCURRENCE FORM FOR ASSESSMENT OF EFFECTS

Project Description: Winston-Salem Northern Beltway, Western Section Pf@ L Q,YVM A’\‘W)‘LY\DJ"] Vg
oL

On March 1, 2004, representatives of the

E/ North Carolina Department of Transportation (NCDOT)
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)

l]/North Carolina State Historic Preservation Office (HPO)
Other

Reviewed the subject project and agreed

] There are no effects on the National Register-listed property/properties located within the
project’s area of potential effect and listed on the reverse.

[]/ There are no effects on the National Register-eligible property/properties located within
the project’s area of potential effect and listed on the reverse.

] There is an effect on the National Register-listed property/properties located within the
project’s area of potential effect. The property/properties and the effect(s) are hsted on
the reverse. X Jdohun 3 P..V\r\_i K-Ou‘?‘) oYY — Mt i:\«ULH\.U.. dl+&t

[]/ There is an effect on the National Register-eligible property/properties located w1thm the
project’s area of potential effect. The property/properties and effect(s) are listed on the

reverse.
Signed:
G- N A dacda |, zood
Reprcsentat@NCleT Date
AN
FHWA, for the Division Administrator, ox other Federal Agency Date
// / g
Reprcsentative HPO ) ' Dhte

QLWMLQQ Zq&d 5///01/

{Statc Historic Preservation Officer I' Date






Federal did # TIP # R-2247 County: Forsyth

Properties within the area of potential effect for which there is no effect. Indicate if property is
National Register-listed (NR) or determined eligible (DE).

Brook bermy Farm (DE)
HOULYY\D Grove. UMC C(’_mej‘w,’ (D%
dohn 8. “Shuve. Tam (o

Thos. Kapp Hovse. (D@

MU Moy
m Hovse. C%%H—Dusﬁ (D)

Properties within the area of potential effect for which there is an effect. Indicate property status
(NR or DE) and describe the effect,

Alexonder Priq& Hovse. (DE)  Advirse EFa
Samvel S Farmn (DE) No Aduense Ee ot

Reason(s) why the effect is not adverse (if applicable).

5.5')'0.*,{\0{1\( ?ourm - No PrQLuth5& Eu:ﬂd‘_ bet.a.usc_
litle- visval impoct 2z conbolled access
in Yhe araa
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Federal Aid # TIP # R-2247 County: Forsyth

CONCURRENCE FORM FOR ASSESSMENT OF EFFECTS

Project Description: Winston-Salem Northern Beltway, Western Section
On 4/21/2004, representatives of the

IB/ North Carolina Department of Transportation (NCDOT)

] _ Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)

[ North Carolina State Historic Preservation, Office (HPO)
Other

‘Reviewed the subject project and agreed

] There are no effects on the National Register-listed property/properties located within the
project’s area of potential effect and listed on the reverse.

] There are no effects on the National Register-eligible property/properties located within
the project’s area of potential effect and listed on the reverse.

| There is an effect on the National Register-listed property/properties located within the
project’s area of potential effect. The property/properties and the effect(s) are listed on

m/ﬂne reverse
There is an effect on the National Register-eligible property/properties located within the
project’s area of potential effect. The property/properties and effect(s) are listed on the

Teverse.
Signed:
Representative, CDOT Date
FHWA, for the Division Administratpr, or other Federal Agency Date
/ﬁéﬁé 2 ) 4 / = //61/
resentative, HPO 4 Date

m&w Zai)u y 4//52}3/{ 3{27/5/

tate Hlstonc Preservation Officer





Federal Aid # TIP# R-2247 County: Forsyth

Properties within the area of potential effect for which there is no effect. Indicate if property is
National Register-listed (NR) or determined eligible (DE).

Properties within the area of potential effect for which there is an effect. Indicate property status
(NR or DE) and describe the effect.

John Bu 9 KQPP Farn [\\\@ - No Adunee
EHe o with conditons.

Reason(s) why the effect is not adverse (if applicable).

Ne edcuse e cd \,/ M condlibion Yhed NCDOT
-ﬁ%hcd\ _v\c’( cgppr'cuc, Cuw PN VE. d,miuc,mm, P&’U'hiJFS
(1.\()&5 e P"DW o+ Y p Ry within
he “Righx of \)\)cuj gﬂ e puojec ( Comently hiri
Gae B dyivewrud Onown on Hhe Plans) And this
Commitiviend sl be filed in The Div' o7 oy
Initialed: NeDOTMPd  FEWA HPO S DY) Arivp WO
PUS





North Carolina Department of Cultural Resourc 08y mﬁ“*’\«aﬁ;
State Historic Preservation Office 24y Ar{:igf‘{ A

Michael F. Easley, Governor Office of Archives and History
Lisbeth C, Evans, Secretary Division of Historical Resources
Jeflrey J. Crow, Deputy Secretary David Brook, Director
May 24, 2004
MEMORANDUM
TO: Gteg Thorpe, Manager

Project Development and Environmental Analysis Branch
NCDOT Division of Highways

. . ‘g g\ oA s |

FROM: David Brook k‘;&c o :)C«LAJL (,( (%/Z &9{!("

SUBJECT:  Hope Moravian Church — National Register Eligibility, Winston-Salem Northern Beltway,
Western Section, R-2247, Forsyth County, CH91-0603

Thank you for your letter of May 3, 2004, concerning the above project.

We appreciate the additional information you have provided about the Hope Moravian Church.

For purposes of compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, we concur that Hope
Motravian Church, 2759 Hope Church Road, Winston Salem, is not eligible for listing in the Natonal
Register of Historic Places:

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 fot your cooperation and consideration. If you have questions concerning the above comment,

contact Renee Gledhill-Earley, environmental review coordinator, at 919/733-4763. In all future
communication concerning this project, please cite the above referenced tracking number.

cc: Mary Pope Furr

Lacation Mailing Address Telephone/Fax
ADMINISTRATION 507 N, Blount Street, Raleigh NC 4617 Mail Service Center, Raleigh NC 27699-4617 (919Y733-4763/733-8653
RESTORATION 5E5 N. Blount Street, Raleigh NC 4617 Mail Service Center, Raleigh NC 27699-4613 (9191733-6547/715-4801

SURVEY & PLANNING 515 N. Blount Street, Rateigh, NC 4617 Mail Service Center, Raleigh NC 27699-4618 (919)733-6545/715-4801





James B. Huot, Ir., Governor
Betty Ray McCain, Secretary

North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources

Division of Archives and History
William S. Price, Ir., Dircctor

December 20, 19594
MEMORANDUM

TO: H. Franklin Vick, P E., Manager
Planning and Environmental Branch
Division of Highways
Department of Transportation _

FROM: David Brook /1);5U1/‘,‘_9 /&M

Deputy State Histori€ Preservation Officer

SUBJECT: Extension of Winston-Salem Northern Beltway
(Eastern Section) from 1-40 Business to US 311,
Forsyth County, State Project 5.628002T, TIP U-
2579, CH 85-£-4220-0363

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

Our comments of April 13, 1993, acknowledged the North Carolina Department of
Transportation's {NCDOT) intention to conduct cultural resource surveys to
identify properties which might be within the area of potential effect and that we
would comment upon the effects of the project after reviewing the survey reports.
The proposed study area may contain potentially significant cultural resources.
Therefore, we recommend that surveys be conducted to identify historic,
archaeological, and architectural resources which might be affected by the
proposed undertaking. Upon review of the survey reports we will comment further
concerning the impact of the project on historic properties.

Gwynne Taylor conducted a comprehensive survey of historic architectural
resources in Forsyth County in 1981. We have conducted a search of our maps
and files and have located the following structures of historical or architectural
importance within the general area of the project: '

FY 316 Fred Crews House

FYy 317 Sapp House

FY 325 Joe Crews House

FY 314 Sts. Delight Primitive Baptist Church

FY 313 Sedge Garden School

FY 323 Bunyon Linville House

t_(_?:.;\
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H. . Vick
December 20, 1994, Page 2

FY 321 Glenn E. Swaim House

FY 322 Wilson-Stockton House

FY 320 Atkins House

FY 319 House

Fy 312 Holder House

FY 307 Isaac Robbins House

FY 310 House

Fy 380 Charlie Tucker House

FY 308 House

FY 311 George Williard House

FY 376 Union Cross Elementary

FY 324 Noah Smith House

FY 326 Unidentified

FY 327 R. L. Hastings Store

FY 328 Kermit Smith House
Please see attached quad maps for locations of the above properties.
Since this survey was conducted over a decade ago, additional properties which
may be eligible for the National Register may be located in the area of potential
effect. Survey site files for Forsyth County are available for use at the Survey and
Planning Branch, 515 North Blount Street. We suggest that you schedule an
appointment to use the files {telephone 733-6545}.
The above comments are made pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act of 1966 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 guestions
concerning the above comment, please contact Renee Gledhill-Earley,
environmental review coordinator, at 918/733-4763.
DB:slw
Enclosures
ce: N Graf

B. Church

~State Clearinghouse
Forsyth County Joint HPC
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North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources
James B. Hunt, ]r Governor Division of Archives and History
Betty Ray McCain, Secretary ‘Williamn, S. Price, Ir,, Director

August 1, 1295

Nicholas L. Graf

Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration
Department of Transportation
310 New Bern Avenue

Raleigh, N.C. 278601-1442

Re: Eastern Section, Winston-Salem Northern
Beltway, U-2579, State Project 6.628002T, CH

93-E-4220-0764, ER 95-9304

Dear Mr. Graf:

Thank you for your letter of June 30, 1995, concerning the above project.

Review of the archaeological survey report and site forms for the above project has
turned up severat inconsistencies which need to be clarified before we continue our
review. In general, information within site forms and between the forms and the

report does not always agree.

Attached is a list of partial comments and areas that need attention. We suggest
the consultant thoroughly revise the site forms and report to reflect greater
consistency. Upon receipt of the revisions, we will gladly continue our réview.

The above comments are made pursuant to Section 106 af 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. !f you have questions

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

Stacerely,

David Brook )
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

DB:slw

Enclosure

cc: YH. F. Vick
L. Novick
Lee Abbott, New South Associates

109 East Jones Smest « Raleiph, North Carolina 27601-2807





Winston-8alem Northern Beltway (Eastern Section)
G3-93-0004
gL0

ARW: Indicates there are problems with site forms; research potential
codes, recording historic structures on archaeological sits forms,
statement conflicts between research potential and recommendations,
assignment of historical site numbers {(** designation) to isolated
finds, etec.

General:

49 sites reported (2 previously recorded, 47 new sites)
Six sites recommended for special action (NR eligible, needs
additional testing/evaluation)-

3iFYé4 previously recorded access denied ne=eds testing
31FY975 new eligible avoid or test
31FY994 new eligible avoid or test
IZ1FY9%96 cemetary unmarked/GS-70 removal/reburial
SIFY1008 new eligikle avoid or test
ZIFY1020 pew undetermined assessment needed

Z1FY4 - previously recorded site - nothing found, except modern
plastic. HNeed to check with UNC re: artifact inventory reported by S.
Bates in 1959. Location tested and site location may not be the same.

Site Forms: (sample of submitted site forms)

1. Standing structures are recorded on archaeological site form, but
should have been evaluated by architectural historian, also.

2.  31FY973 - Raport and site form do not agree on age of historic
component; report has refined occupation date, site form does not;
recommendations on site form do not match research potential
Statements. “Research potential” suggests potential exists while no
further work/low potential is recommended.

3. S1FY974*%% should.-have the ** designation eliminated. Shovel
tests falled to produce artifacts:; one isolated whiteware sherd found.
An isolated find does not constitute an historic component. Discovery
of isclated shard should be coded as #54(5). B8ite elevation is
mistakenly identified as "9 feet.” This should be corrected.

4. 3LFY375%% - site Torm map and report map do not agree. Quart§
feature is omitted from report map. Quartz LO 3 is missing from site
form map.

5.  31FY976** is not identified as multicomponent. besignation of
the prehistoric component is omitted from site form and discussion of
historic component is missing from report text. Mo identification of
artifacts in report text, but they are listed on site form.

5. 3LFYS85** Eliminate ** designation. Discovery of a single
historic artifact constitutes an isolated find. Should be coded as
#54(8) .

7. 31FY9856 - Recommendations do not agree with research potential.
Report statements concerning nature of soil deposits is contradictory.
On p.51, 53 "relatively undisturbed soil stratigraphy” is identified,

s
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but the site is concluded to "jack integrity and preservation.” Soil
stratigraphy cannot be described as both “undisturbed” and “lacking
intearity.” & lack of integrity and preservation implies that the
archaeological remains have been subjected to disturbing forces in the
past, yet statements in the report rule out cultivation and logging as
significant influences. Thus, the artifact bearing deposits are
described as “relatively undisturbed soil."” Additionally,
opportunities to jnvestigate small, upland woodland sites are noted to
be rare in occurrance. These factors conflict with the conclusion
that integrity is lacking and no further work 1is raquired.

8. I1FY977 - Research potential on site form does not match
recommendations.

9. Z1FYS85 - Same as above. -

10. 31FY979 —~ Same comments as 31FY986 concerning “intact soil
stratigraphy” and “lack of preservation.” - Logging activities may have

adversely affected the archaeological remains- more than first thought.
Fig. 5-51, percentagée is misaligned in left column. Statement
concerning absence of subsurface features conflicts with observation
that a well and privy were found.

11. 31FY998%% - Robbins Farmstead ~ Recommendations for this site are
not supported by the data. an absence of associated archaeological
remains from the site of a continuous 140 year occupation is
implausible. A deflated context is =suggested, but, if so, where have
the artifacts gone? Insutfficient information exists to fully evaluate
the nature and significance of this historic site. Structural remalns
should be evaluated by an architectural historian and reported on an
architectural survey form. Maps jndicating the layout aof the site or
the placement of shovel tests are absent from the text and the site

form.

End of sample......

Report comments (partial; discontinuved review once problems with site
forms arose>)

1. p. 30 Table 5-4, percentage column is misaligned.

p. 43 ".c3." is printed in the heading and should be deleted.

p. &0 Table 5-40, percentage column is misaligned. )
2. Fig. S5-1, 31FY975 does not indicate the location of the "quartz
pavement” feature described in the text; also, the site form map
indicates the location of this feature to the east of the half-
timbered house section, but does not indicate the "area of quartz LO
3" identified near the frame building and log barn in Fig. 5-1.

3. p. 49 "small flake tool with graver spur” should be illustrated.
Photographs, in general, would enhance the presentation oFf the data.
4. p. &9 31FY978 - Was testing adequates to avaluakte remains that may

be associated with "original log structure?" FProbably rnot. ST
locations widely spaced; lack of tests in close proximity to oldest
portion of structure. Location of wells, privies, and trash dumps
possible. Former two more likely than latter.

5, p. 92 Could there be additional information on 31FY996 (cemetery)
in State Archives? Check w/ DK. Checked w/ D%, nothing additional in

WPA Tiles.
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S, p. 96 31FY998B, an historie farmstead est. 1850. Absence of
artifacts is puzzling. . Potential for associzted features exists or
must be more adesguately explained. Questioh NFW recommendation,

Conclusion:

1, Report needs revisions which are consistent with information
bresented in the site forms. Site form information should be
internally consistent, particularly between statements of

research
potential and recommendations.
2. The inclusion of photographs is = generally accepted priactice

which has been &ncouraged by the SHPO. However, photographs are
lacking from this report. The .absence of photographs illustrating
site views (historic sites, in particular} and selected artifacte
detracts from the presentation of the report. Photographs should bse
added selectively to the report.
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North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources

James B. Hunt, Jr., Govemner Division of Archives and History
Benty Ray McCain, Secretary William S. Price, Ir., Director

August 2, 19956

Nicholas L. Graf

Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration
Department of Transportation
310 New Bern Avenue

Raleigh, N.C. 27601-1442

Re: Historic Structures Survey Report for Winston-
Salem Northern Beltway (Eastern Section} from
US 52 to US 421/1-40 Business, Forsyth
County, U-2579,. State Project No. 6.628002T, .
ER 95-9273 !

Dear Mr. Graf:

Thank you for your ietter of June 28, 1995, transmitting the historic structures
survey report by Ruth Little for Kimley-Horn and Associates concerning the above

project.

For purposes of compliance 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:

John and Matthew Clayton Farm. This farm consists of the homesteads of
two successive generations: a frontier homestead and a later nineteenth
century progressive farm set at a strategic crossroads, with old roadbeds
preserved. It is elfigible under Criterion A for agriculture and transportation
and Criterion C far architecture. We believe that the eligible boundaries
should include the entire northern woods tract, property which remained
associated with the farm after its 1820 subdivision.

John and Charles Fries Day Farm. This farm is a rare surviving example of
the small subsistence post-Civil War farm in Forsyth County. It is eligible
under Criterion A for agriculture and Criterion C for architecture. We believe

the proposed boundaries are appropriate for this property.

The following proberties are determined not eligible for listing in the National
Register of Historic Places:

-l

Zimmerman House (FY 676). This house has been heavily remodeled and
may have been moved to its current site.

109 East Jomes Street » Raleigh, North Carolina 27601-2807





l;licholas L. Graf
August 2, 1995, Page 2

C. C. Stoltz Farm (FY 564}. This farm's outbuildings have been demolished
and the house is in the process of demolition.

Rev. Thomas Stoltz House. This Italiante-style house is in ruinous condition.

Slate-Dollon House (FY 529). This house has been moved and enlarged, and
is now abandoned and deteriorating.

Crews-Grubbs House (FY 523). This typical but well-preserved I-house does
not retain historic farm outbuildings and does not appear to be one of the
most intact representatives of its type in the project area.

Joe Grubbs House {FY 528). This property lacks special historical or
architecturatl significance.

Charles Melvin Fulp House (FY 524}, This property lacks special historical or

architectural significance.
A

Davis-Hampton Houses {FY 520). These altered log houses, once joined but
now separate, no longer have significance as a dog-trot, and are not eligible
in their present configuration.

House, 1801 Old Hollow Road. This rusticated concrete block bungalow is a
typical, though particularly decorative, example of the common Craftsman

style.

Day Miller's House {(FY 533). This log cabin lacks integrity as a nineteenth
century structure because of later additions, and as a twentieth century
tenant house lacks special historical or architectural significance.

D. P. Davis House (FY 518). This deteriorated log house lacks special
historical or architectural significance.

Will Hammock Farm.: This farm complex includes a Foursquare farmhouse
that appears to be typical of the project area and at present does not have
sufficient historic or architectural significance or eligibility.

Frank Dillon House {FY 504). This house lacks special historical or
architectural significance.

Moses Westmoreland Farm. This property is a relatively typical twentieth
century farm complex, and the log house and frame |-house have undergone
alterations and have lost integrity.

Morris House. This house is an altered example of the typical I-house, and
lacks special historical or architectural significance.

Sapp House {FY 317). This house is a typical [-house that has undérgone
numerous alterations and has lot integrity.

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





Nicholas L. Graf
August 2, 1995, Page 3

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 219/733-4763.

Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

DB:slw
cec: bﬂ./F. Vick
B. Church

Forsyth County Historic Properties Commission
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North Carolina Department of Cyltural Resources

James B. Huat, Jr,, Qovemor Division of Archives and History
Betly Ray McCain, Secretary William S, Price, Jr., Directar

September 6, 1985

Nicholas L. Graf

Division Adminiztrator

Federal Highwey Administration
Department of Transportation
310 New Bern Avenue :
Raleigh, N.C. 27601-1442

Re:  Winston-Salem Northern Baltway (Eastern
Section), Archasologleal Survay, Forsyth
County, TIP LJ-2579, State Project 8.828002T,
83-E-4220-0764, ER 95-8304

Dear Mr. Graf:

As a foliow-up to our August 1, 1885 letter an this project, we offer thasa
additional comments.

On August 28, 1995, Dr. Lee Novick {North Caralina Department of Transportation)
and Lawrence E. Abboatt Jr. (New South Associatss) met with Steva Claggett of our
Office of State Archaeolagy. They agreed the changes to the archaeologlcal survey

‘report and site forms requested in our August 1 Jetter will be made and revised

forms and raports will be submitted for our raviaw.

On the strength of that meating, we are willing to agrae with the recammendation
in your letter of Juna 30, 1895, That is, six archasological gites ara potantially
eligible for the National Aegister and will ba subjectad te archaeological data
regovery if they are affected by the selectad praferred corridor. Additional survey
of tha prefarred alternative will be perfarmed only in areas identified as having non-
eroded soil, i.e., with a greater potential for containing intact, National Register-
sligible archaeviogical ramains,

We hope this addressas your immediate needs and look forward to reviewing
additional reports on this project. We appraciate the prompt attention to aur
comments by NCDOT and their consultants.

The abava commaeants are made pursuant to Section 108 of the National Historic

Pressrvation Act and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s Regulations
for Compliance with Section 108 codified at 36 CFR Part 800.

109 East Jones Strest » Raleigh, North Caroling 27601-2807 @





Thank you for your cooperation and consideration. If you have questions
concerning the above comment, please contact Renea Gladhill-Earlay, environmental

review coordinatar, at 918/733-4763.

/iuns@
avi raok

Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

Sincerely,

DB:slw

¢ct H. F. Vick
L. Novick
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North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources
State Historic Preservation Office

David L. S. Brook. Administrator e

Division of Archives and History
Jeffrey J. Crow, Director

James B. Hunt Jr., Governor
Betty Ray McCain, Secretary

April 13, 2000
MEMORANDUM

TO: William D. Gilmore, P E.,, Manager
Project Development and Environmental Analysis Branch

Division of Highways

Department of Tra.nspena\tion ’ ;
David Brook M\,L!L{é; %’W@\
Deputy State Historic Preservation Otficer

Archaeological Survey, Muddy Creek Drainage Basin, Winston-Salem Northern Beltway Project
(Eastern Section), U-2579, Forsyth County, CH 93-E-4220-0764, (ER 00-8326)

FROM:

SUBJECT:

Thank you for your letter of December 14, 1999, transmitting the archaeological survey report by New South
Associates, Inc. concerning the above project. We apologize for the delay in our response
We have reviewed the report and offer the foliowing comments.

For purposes of compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, we concur that the
following properties are not eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places under Criterion Dr

ITFY976&976**, 31FY977*%, 31FY 989, 31 FY990&990%*, 31FY992**, 31FY 1008,

3IFY1009, 31FY1034** 31FY1035%%, 31IFY1036**, 31FY 1037, 31FY1038,31FY1039, JIFY1040%*,
31FY1042&1042%* 31FY 1043, 31FY 1044%*, 3IFY 1045, 31FY1046**, 3TFY1047%*, 31FY 1048,
31FY1049, 31FY1050, 31FY1051%*, 31FY1052&1052%*, and 31FY1054**

All of the above listed archaeological sites lack sufficient clarity and research potential to yield information
important in history or prehistory.

Site 31FY1053/31FY1053%*, the Westmoreland-Snow 19™/20"™ century farmstead, was recommended by the report
authors as eligible for the National Register of Historic Places in that it has yielded, and is likely to yield,
information important to a better understanding of the history and development of Forsyth County, North Carolina
This farm complex can be traced historically through several generations of the Westmoreland family since 1862.
Additionally, a log house and frame addition may predate 1855 when the land was owned by the Moravian Church.
and was an outlying part of Wachovia. This historic complex is associated with local community development in
the central Piedmont, and may address significant research questions regarding this period of history.

We concur that site 31FY1053**, the Westmoreland-Snow farmstead, is eligible for the National Register of
Historic Places under Criterion D. Although your letter of December 14, 1999 indicated a desire to discuss the
- eligibility of 31FY 1053** on-site with our archaeological and architectural structures staff, we feel the report

Lueatiun Muilinyg Address TFelephone/Fax
ADMIMNISTRATION ST N Blount S1. Raleigh NC 4617 Mail Service Cunter, Rateigh NC 276994617 (919) 733-4763 + 733-8653
ARCHALEOLOGY 421 N Blount St. Raleigh NC 3619 Mail Service Center. Raleigh NC 27099-4019 191Y) 733-7342 - 715.2671
RESTORATION 515 N Bleunt 5t Raleigh NC 46813 Mail Service Center. Raleigh NC 27699-4613 1919) 733-6347 » 715-430!
SURVLEY & PLANNING 515 N Blount St. ftaleigh NC A6 1% Mail Service Center. Ntaleigh NC 27699-1618 1919y 733-6545 - 715-4501
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satisfactorily documents the significance issue, and poses well-considered research questions related to
development of local and regional historical contexts. In our opinion, an on-site meeting is not necessary as we
believe the information provided in the report adequately supports a determination of eligibility. If you do not
concur, a determination of eligibility should be sought pursuant to 36 CFR. Part 63.

The scope of work for this project called for archaeological testing of sites 31FY 1008 and 3 1FY 1020**, Although
31FY 1008 was tested and recommended as not eligible, site 31FY 1020** was not tested as it was found to be
located outside the area of potential effect. If project plans change and the site will be affected, testing of 31FY
1020** will be necessary. Additionally, a 1.1-mile section of the preferred corridor was not surveyed due to lack of
landowner permission. This area remains to be surveyed and evaluated in order to determine potential adverse
effects to cultural resources. We look forward to further consultation, and an opportunity to review the results of
the additional survey for this portion of the preferred corridor.

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. 1f you have questions concerning the above comment, please
contact Renee Gledhill-Earley, environmental review coordinator.

cc: N. Graf
T. Padgett
Lawrence Abbott, New South Associates, Inc.





North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources
Qiate Historic Preservation Office
_ David L. 5. Brook, Administrator
Michee! F. Easley, Govemor Divisian of Histarical Resources
Lisbeth C. Evans, Secretary
Jeffrey J. Crow, Deputy Secretary
Office of Archives and History

January 20, 2004
MEMORANDUM

TO: Greg Thorpe, Ph.D., Director
Project Development and Environmental Analysis Branch
NCDOT Division of Highways

FROM: David Brook IDW ;M \mgjé

SUBJECT:  Historic Architectural Resources Survey Report/Winston-Salem Northern Beltoray,

Eastern Section, I-40 Business to US 52, U-2579, Forsyth County, ER03-0569

Thank you for your letter of August 8, 2003, transmitting the survey report by Jennifer F. Martin of Edwards-
Pitman Environmental, Inc.

For purposes of compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, we concur that the
following properties remain eligible and are listed in the National Register of Historic Places:

Clayton Family Farm (also known as the John and Mathew Clayton Famm), 5809
Stanleyville Road oz NE corner of SR 1920 and NC 66.

For purposes of comp]iance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, we concur that the
following properties remnain eligible and are listed on the Nerth Carolina state Study List:

John and Charles Fries Day Fan, 4995 Dippen Road or SE comer of SR 2219
and SR 2220.

For purposes of compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, we concut that the
following properties are eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places under the critedion cited:

Seaver's Gulf Station, 5476 Old Walkertown Road, is eligible for the National Register
ander Criteria A and C as an increasingly rare building type associated with the
development of rural transportation history in the county and as well-preserved example of
the standardized gasoline station. We concur with the proposed National Registex
boundary as described and delineated in the survey report

www.hpo.der.statencos

Location Mailing Address Telephone/Fax
ADMINISTRATION 507 N. Blount St, Rateigh, NC 4617 Mail Service Center, Raleigh, NC 27699-4617 {919) 7334763 »733-8653
RESTORATION 515N, Blount St, Raleigh, NC 4617 Mail Service Center, Raleigh, NC 276994617 (D19) 733-6547 7154801
SURVEY & PLANNING 515 N. Blount St, Ralcigh, NC 4617 Mait Scrvice Center, Raleigh, NC 27699-4617 (919) 733-4763 «715-4801
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Michael F. Easley, Governor ; z ;"E,visiongf Histaﬁcalr‘ﬁ'-ég:t)urces
Lisbeth C. Evans, Secretary id L.§%Brovk, Director
Jeffrey J. Crow, Deputy Sccretary @ !a
Office of Archives and History DT 4 - i
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February 5, 2004
MEMORANDUM
TO: Greg Thorpe, Ph.D., Dizector
Project Development and Environmental Analysis Branch
WNCDOT Division of Highways
. N . ' i
FROM: David Brook C“:&‘@%« (o cond el
!
SUBJECT:  Winston-Salem Northem Beltway, Eastern Extension: US 311 to
1-40 Business, U-2579A, Forsyth County, ER03-0569
Thank you for your letter of August 8, 2003, transmitting the survey report by Jennifer F.
Martin of Edwards-Pitnan Environmental, Inc.
For purposes of compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, we
concur that the following properties are determined not eligible for the National Register of
Histordc Places: )
Motsinger Family Farm, 290 Motsinger Road SE, Forsyth County.
Properties listed in Appendix B, 1-26 , 28-71, 73-74.
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 Rence Gledhill-Eatley, environmental review coordinator, at
919/733-4763. In all future communication concerning this project, please cite the above
referenced tracking number.
cc Mary Pope Furr, NCDOT
Jennifer F. Martin, Edwards-Pittrnan Environmental, Inc.
www.hpo.derstntenc.us
Lacation Mailing Address Telephone/Fax
ADMINISTRATION 507 M. Blount S, Raleigh, NC 4617 Mail Service Center, Raleigh, NC 27699-1617 (919) 7334763 »733-3653
RESTORATION 515 N. Blount Sy, Raleigh, NC 4617 Mail Service Center, Raleigh, NC 276994617 {319) 733-6547 «715-4801

SURVEY & PLANNING 515 N. Blount 81, Raleigh, NC 4617 Mnil Service Center, Raleigh, NC 27699-4617 (519) 7334763 »715-4801





North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources
State Historic Preservation Office )

Michae] F. Easley, Govemor : Division of Historicel Resources

Lisbeth C. Evans, Secretary David L. S. Bropk, Director
Jeffrey . Crow, Deputy Secretary

Office of Archives and History

February 5, 2004

Michzel and Marcia Miller
4072 High Point Road
Winston Salem, NC 27107

Re:  Dempsey McDaniel House, Winston-Salem Northern Beltway, Eastern Extension: US 311 to
1-40 Business, J-2579A, Forsyth-County, ER03-0569

Dear Mr. and Ms. Miller:
Thank you for your letter of June 29, 2004, concerning the above project.

We apologize for the delay in our response to your inquiry concerning the evaluation of the Dempsey
MecDaniel House located at 4072 High Point Road, and in the Area of Potential Effects for the proposed
Winston-Salem Nosthern Beltway, Eastern Extension. '

By copy of this letter, I am requesting that the North Carolina Department of Transportation, Office of
Human Eavironment, Historic Architectute Section, to evaluate the potential eligibility of your propesty
for the National Register of Historic Places. We are forwarding your research materials to Mary Pope Furr,
Supesvisor of the Historic Architecture Section.

The above comments are made pursuzant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and the
Advisoty Coundil 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 conceming the above comment,
contact Renee Gledhill-Earley, envitonmental review coordinator, at 919/733-4763. In all future
communication concerning this project, please cite the above referenced tracking number.

Sincerely,
avid Brook
Mary Pope Furr, NCDOT
be: \/Southem /McBride
¢, COuﬂt‘y worw.hpoder.state.ne.us
Location Muiling Address Telephone/Fax

ADMINISTRATION 507 N. Blount 51, Raleigh, NC 4617 Mail Service Center, Raleigh, NC 276954617 (519) 733-4763 #733-8653
RESTORATION 515 N. Biount St, Roleigh, NC 4617 Mail Service Center, Raleigh, NC 276994617 (919) 7336547 +715-4801

SURVEY & PLANNING 515N, Blount St, Ruleiph, NC 4617 Mail Service Center, Ralcigh, NC 276994617 (919) 733-4763 #715-4801





Federal Aid # TIP # U-2579 County: Forsyth

CONCURRENCE FORM FOR ASSESSMENT OF EFFECTS

Project Description: Winston-Salem Northern Beltway, Eastern Section PI'Q I:U (U_d_ A’l {'W\a,huc,

O
On March 1, 2004, representatives of the \’

m/ North Carolina Department of Transportation (NCDOT)

%/ Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
North Carolina State Historic Preservation Office (HPO)

[ Other
Reviewed the subject project and agreed

N There are no effects on the National Register-listed property/properties located within the
project’s area of potential effect and listed on the reverse.

m/ There are no effects on the National Register-eligible property/properties located within
the project’s area of potential effect and listed on the reverse.

E}/ There is an effect on the National Register-listed property/properties located within the
project’s area of potential effect. The property/properties and the effect(s) are listed on
the reverse.

E/ There is an effect on the National Register-eligible property/properties iocated within the
project’s area of potential effect. The property/properties and effect(s) are listed on the

reverse.
Signed:
Mampmm Mmr}/\ l 'ZOO‘-}
Reprcsenta@ NADOT ‘Date
FHWA, for the Division Administrator, or other Federal Agency Date
Reprcsentatlvc I-[PO ‘ Ddte

QAW MUQ &Qm ali/oY

ate Historic Preservation Officer "Date






Federal Aid # ' TIP # U-2579 County: Forsyth

Properties within the area of potential effect for which there is no effect. Indicate if property is
National Register-listed (NR) or determined eligible (DE).

Seavers Gulf Stakony (De)

Properties within the area of potential effect for which there is an effect. Indicate property status
(NR or DE) and describe the effect.

C\o.\szn ?amib Farm (VE) No adwose. effect

\hmmoah Fmihj Yoren (DE) No odvuse e Hect .

Reason(s) why the effect is not adverse (if applicable).

C[a,.al—om -~ Np adwernse. effedr - oeDoT will minimize.
e remoual 3 re,PlOud' wirh simalasne Species
Qrszmpo\_rcu\_‘ constuchon ¢acomont a e visvald
\‘W\‘)&c;\-fD

Houmumock. = No adwinee. Qmed-—-;‘\‘gomshuthom a within

ustory ¢ b&)f\d.cuud .
Initialed: NcpoT \MPY FHWA HPO ﬁl V)





North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources
State Historic Preservation Office

Michae} F. Easley, Govemnor Division of Historical Resources
Lisheth C. Evans, Secrelary Dayj
Jefiey I. Crow, Deputy Secretary f": [
QOffice of Archives and History ra (3\
A
L] f "
Match 5, 2004 Ny
i
L]
MEMORANDUM &
W
O Greg Thorpe, Ph.D., Director =, Y
Project Development and Environmental Analysis Branch o830 JECT o
NCDOT Division of Highways SHzonmad

FROM:  David Brook (/i uE[&%CQ Brteok_

1

SUBJECT:  Phase II Historic Architectural Resources Survey Report, John and Cathesine Bodenhamer
House National Register of Historic Places Evaluation, Winston-Salem Northern Beleway:
Eastern Extension, US 311 to I-40 Business, U-25794, Forsyth County, ER03-0569

Thank you for your February 23, 2004, transmittal of the survey report by Heather Fearnbach of Edwards-
Pittrnan Environmental, Inc.

For purpose of compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, we concur that the
following propetty is not eligible for the National Register of Historic Places:

The John and Catherine Bodenhamer House, 4072 High Point Road, is not eligible for the
National Register under any criteria because it does nor retain sufficient integrity in design,
materials, and workmanship to convey the significance of the property. The building’s
integrity has been compromised by its nutnerous changes, including the application of
permastone to the exterior, the ten-foot raised foundation, and the two-and-a half-mile
move from its original location.

Although the John and Catherine Bodenhamer House is not cligible for the National
Register, it does retain some significant late-eighteenth and early-ninetcenth-century
architectural elements. The core of the house is hewn log, constructed in circa 1790.

Because of these factors, the State Historic Preservation Office hopes that the North
Carolina Department of Transportation can avoid this property in constructing the
Winston-Salem Northern Beltway 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 Scction 106 codified at 36 CFR
Part 800.

www.hpo.der.stale.ne.us

Location Mailing Address Telephone/Fax
ADMINISTRATION 507N Blount 81, Raleigh, NC 4617 Mzil Service Center, Roleigh, NC 276994617 {919) 7334763 »733-8653
RESTORATION 515N Blount St, Rateigh, NC 4617 Mail Service Center, Raleigh, NC 276994617 (919) 733-6547 » 715-4801

SURYEY & PLANNING 515 N. Blount St, Rolelgh, NC 4617 Meil Service Center, Ruoleigh, NC 276994617 (919) 733-4763 #715-4801





March 5, 2004
Page 2

Thank you for your coopesation and consideration. If you have questions conceming the zbove comment,
contact Renee Gledhill-Eatley, environmental review coordinator, at 919/733-4763. In all future communication
concerning this project, please cite the above referenced tracking number.

ce: Mary Pope Furt, NCDOT
Heather Fearnbach, Edwards-Pittman Environmental, Inc.





Federal Aid # TIP #0-2579 County: Forsyth
CONCURRENCE FORM FOR ASSESSMENT OF EFFECTS

Project Description: Winston-Salem Northern Beltway, Eastern Section
On 4/21/2004, representatives of the

Ij/ North Carolina Department of Transportation (NCDOT)
] Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)

[~ North Carolina State Historic Preservation Office (HPO)
] Other

Reviewed the subject project and agreed

] There are no effects on the National Register-listed property/properties located within the
roject’s area of potential effect and listed on the reverse.

There are no effects on the National Register-eligible property/properties located within
the project’s area of potential effect and listed on the reverse.

] There is an effect on the National Register-listed property/properties located within the
project’s area of potential effect. The property/properties and the effect(s) are listed on
the reverse.

] There is an effect on the National Register-eligible property/properties located Wlthm the
project’s area of potential effect. The property/properties and effect(s) are listed on the

Teverse.
Signed
Representatije, NCIVOT Date
FHWA, for the Division Administrator, or other Federal Agency Date
H/ze ) / oY
sentative, HP o " Date

te Historic Preservation Ofﬁcer O - / Date





Federal Aid # TIP#U-2579 County: Forsyth

Properties within the area of potential effect for which there is no effect. Indicate if property is
National Register-listed (NR) or determined eligible (DE).

dob\ % Choules Friee Daﬁ Foum - (Da

Properties within the area of potential effect for which there is an effect. Indicate property status
(NR or DE) and describe the effect.

Reason(s) why the effect is not adverse (if applicable).

Initialed: NCDOT l ffﬂ FHWA HPO 5 ] )m





APPENDIX D

2. USACE Verification Letters

Winston—Salem Northern Beltway

Supplemental Final EIS —Project R-2247

Supplemental Draft EIS — Projects U-2579 and U-2579A
September 2004
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U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
Wilmington District
Action ID: 200320170 County: Forsyth

NOTIFICATION OF JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION

Project Proponent: NCDOT . Agent: PBS&Y

Address: ATTN: Gregory J. Thorpe, Ph.D. ATTN: Mr. Eric Galamb, PWS
Environmental Management 3214 Spring Forest Road
Director, PDEA. Raleigh, North Carolina 27616

1548 Mail Service Center
Raleigh, NC 276991548
Telephone No.: (519) 733-7844, x218 (M. Dickens) 376-0888
Location of Property (Highway name/number, town, etc,): Bethanja-Tobaccoville Road (SR 1611)
interchange study area, as shown on the attached map (Figure 1), for the Winston-Salem Northern
Beloway, Section E of the Western Section (R-2247E); northwest of Bethania, North Carolina,

Basis for Determination: The study area contains wetlands and stream channels with indicators of
ordinary high water marks, located adjacent to unnamed tributaries of Beaver Dam Creelt, in the Yadkin
River drainage basin.

Indicate Which of the Following Apply:

There are waters ofthe U.S,, to include wetlands, on the above described property which we strongly suggest
should be delineated and surveyed. The surveyed wetland lines must be verified by our staff before the Corps will
make a final jurisdictional determination on your property.

Because of the size of your property and our present workload, our identification and delineation of your wetlands
cannot be accomplished in a timely manner. VYoo may wish to obisin 3 consultant to obtain a more timely
delineation of the wetands. Once the consultant has flagged a.wetland line on the property, Corps s taff will
réview iT, and, if it is aceurare, we strongly recommend that you have the ling surveyed for final approval by the
Corps. The Corps will not make a final jurisdictional detcrminarion on YOur properiy without an approved survey.
X__The waters of the U.S,, 1o include wetlands, within the study area have been delineated, and the limits of the Corps
Jurisdiction have been explained to your consulmant, The limits of the Jurisdictional areas are sccurate, as flagged
in the field (and verified by field inspection on October 25, 2002), and as depicted on the maps submitted with
PBS&I's 9/30/02 letter. Unless there is a change in the law or our published regulations, this determinarion may
be relied upon for a period not to exceed five years from the date of this notification.
There are no waters of the U.8,, to include wetlands, present on the above described property which are subject to
the permit requirements of Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33 USC 1344), Unless there is a change in the law
or cur published regulations, this determination may be relied upon for a period not 1o exceed five years from the
date of this notification.
Placement of dredged or fill material in wetlands on this property without a Department of the
Army Permit is in most cases a violation of Section 301 of the Clean Water Act (33 USC 1311). A
permit is not required for work on the property restricted entirely to existing high ground. If you
have any questions regarding the Corps of Enginecrs regulatory program, please contact

Eric Alsmoyer at telephone number (919) 876 - 8441 extension 23

Project Manager Signature
Date November 12, 2002 Expiration Date November 12, 2007

SURVEY PLAT OR FIELD SKETCH OF THE DESCRIBED PROPERTY AND THE WETLAND
DELINEATION FORM MUST BE ATTACHED TO THE FILE COPY OF THIS FORM,

CF: E. Galamb, PBS&J (BY FAX)

~rn dBans T ~aTAA ENFTAY FTUY PO s SRS AR AT AR AT BANT T AR
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Winston - 8alem Northern Beltway Wetland and Streams

. . in the
N S Tranenanagon TIP Project No. R - 2247 Bethania-Tobaccoville

Interchange Area
Biotic Communition % Wotlands C_'_:B Sy Area Fiqur?_z 1

annlenntI GoTRd ATy TYH TNYEN F7RAG G/A AT GNIGT Z007.72T AON





b0 BPed HO137VY M988d-01 E285 9.8 BIE-W0J4 BO:81 Z0~Zi=11 DBAIBIGY

NOTIFICATION OF  ADMINISTRATIVE APPEAL OPTIONS AND PROCESS AND: -5+
REQUEST FOR APPEAT, ST .

Applicant: NCDOT (TIP R-2247E) | File Number: 200320170 Date: November 12, 2002

Atftached is: See Section below
INTTLAL PROFFERED PERMIT (Standard Permit or Letter of permission) A
PROFFERED PERMIT (Standard Fermit or Letter of permission) B
PERMIT DENIAL C

X | APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION D
PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION E

SECTION I - The following identifies your rights and options regrding an administrative appeal of the above
decision. Additional information may be found &t http://www udattabmy mil/inet/functions/ew/cecwo/rep or
Corps regulations at 33 CFR Part 331, . -~ ... LRI ’

A: INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT: You may accepi or OhjeC'E)I(:.! the permil.

e  ACCEPT: Ifyou received a Standard Permir, you may sign the permit docurment and ratum it to the distnict enginser fox final
autherization. If you received a Lener of Permission (LOP), you may accept the LOP and your work is authorized. 'Your signature
on the Standard Permit or acceptance of the LOP means that you sccept the permit in its entirery, and waive all rights 1o appeal the
permir, including its terms and conditions, and approved jurisdictional determinations associated with the permit.

e ORIJECT: Ifyou object wo the permit (Standard or LOF) because of certain rerms and conditions therein, you may request that the
permit be modified accordingly. Yon must complere Section I of this form and return the form to the district engineer. Your
objections must be received by the district engineer within 60 days of the date of this natice, ar you will forfeit your right to appeal
the permit in the furwre. Upon receipt of your letter, the diswict engineer will evaluate your objections and may: (a) modify the
permit to address all of your concerns, (b) modify the permi to address soms of your objections, or (¢} not modify the penmit having
determined that the permir should be issued as previously written. After evaluating your objections, the district engineer will send
you a proffered penmit for your reconsideration, as indicated in Section B below.

B: PROFFERED FERMIT: You may accept or appeal the permit

e ACCEPT: If you received a Standard Permit, you may sign the permit document and reterm it to the distrier engineer for final
authorization. If you received a Letter of Permission (LOP), you may accept the LOP and your work is autharized. Your signatare
on the Standard Perniit or aceeprance of the LOP means that you accept the permit in ite entirety, and waive ali rights ta appeal the
permi, including its ternwe and conditions, and approved jurisdictiona] determinations associated with the permit.

+ APPEAL: If you choose to decline the proffered permit (Standard or LOF) because of certain terms and conditons therein, you
may appeal the declined permic under the Corps of Engineers Administrative Appeal Process by completing Section 1T of this form
and sending the form 1o the division engineer. This form must be received by the division engineer within 60 days of the date of this
notice,

C: PERMIT DENTAL: You may appeal the denial of 2 permit under the Corps of Engineers Administrative Appeal Process by
complering Secron II of dyis form and sending the form to the division engineer. This form must be received by the division engineer
within 60 days of the date of this notice.

D: APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION: You may accept or appeal the approved JD or provide new

informarion.

e ACCEPT: You do not need to notity the Corps 10 accept an approved JD. Failure to notify the Corpa within 80 days of the date of
this notice, means that you accept the approved JD in its eutirety, and waive all rights to appeal the approved JD.

e« APPEAL: If you disagrec with the approved JD, you may appeal the approved JD under the Corps of Engincers Administrative
Appeal Process by completing Section IT of this form and sending the form to the division cogincor. This form nmmst be recoived by
the division engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice.

E: PRELIMINARY TORISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION: You do not need to respond to the Corps regarding the
preliminary JD. The Preliminary )13 is not appealable. If you wish, you may request an approved JD (which may be appealed), by
contaaring the Corps district for further instruction. Also you may provide new information for further consideration by the Corps to
recvaluate the JD,

Anndnantt AnTHE OIW WYY BAavan F7AG 9JA ATA 80:GT ZO0OZ.2T"AON
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$BECTION II - REQUEST FOR APPEAL or OBJECTIONS TO AN INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT . .

REASONS FOR APPEAL OR OBJECTIONS: (Describe your reasons for appealing the decision or your objections w an
inisinl proffersd permit in clear conciva statements. Yau may anach additional information to this form w clanfy where your reasons or
objecrions are addrezsed in the administrative record.)

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: The appeal is limited to a review of the sdministrative record, the Corps memorandum for the record
of the appeal conference or meeting, and any supplemental information that the review officer has determined is needed to clarify the
adiministrative record. Neither the appellant nor the Corps may add new informarion or analyses to the record. However, you may

rovide addidonal information to clarify the location of information that is alveady in the adminisrative record,

POINT OF CONTACT FOR QUESTIONS OR INFORMATION::

[f you have questons regarding this decision and/ox the If you only have guestions regarding the appeal process you may also
appeal process you may confct: CONIACT:

Mr. Bric C. Alsmeyer, Regulatory Project Manager Mr. Arthur Middleton, Administcative Appeal Roview Officer

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Wilmington District CESAD-ET-CO-R

Raleigh Regulatory Field Office U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, South Atlanric Division

4508 Falls of Neuse Road, Suire 120 60 Forsyth Street, Room 9M15

Raleigh, North Carolina 27615-6814 Aglanta, Georgia 30303-8301

RIGHT OF ENTRY: Your signature below grants the right of entry to Cotps of Engineers personnel, and any govennment consultemts,
ta conduct investigarions of the project site during the course of the appeal process. You will be provided 2 15 day notice of any siw

investigagion, and will have the oppormmity 1o participate in all site investigations.
Date: Telephone number:

Si%amre of appellant or agent.

DIVISION ENGINEER:

Commander

U.S. Army Engineer Division, South Atlantc
60 Forsyth Street, Room 9M15

Atlanta, Georgia 30303-3490

~andenanta rATod STy TYY §aYan FP2RAG GF/R ATAR /N0IGT Z2007.72T1 ADN





COPY

U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
Wilmington District
Action ID; 200320170 County: Forsyth

NOTIFICATION OF JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION

Project Proponent: NCDOT Agent: PBS&)J

Address: ATTN: Gregory J. Thorpe, Ph.D. ATTN: Mr. Eric Galamb, PWS
Environmental Management 3214 Spring Forest Road
Director, PDEA Raleigh, North Carolina 27616

1548 Mail Service Center
Raleigh, NC 27699-1548
Telephone No.: (919) 733-7844, x218 (M. Dickens) 876-6888

Location of Property (Highway name/number, town, etc.): Preferred Alternative study area, as

described in PBS&J’s June 10, 2003 letter, for the Winston-Salem Northern Beltway, Western Section
(R-2247); generally northwest of Winston-Salem, North Carolina.

Basis for Determination: The study area contains wetlands, and stream channels with indicators of
ordinary high water marks, located adjacent to Little Creek, Silas Creek, Muddy Creek, Reynolds Creek,
Tomahawk Creek, Bashavia Creek, Grassy Creek, and unnamed tributaries, in the Yadkin River drainage
basin.

Indicate Which of the Following Apply:

There are waters of the U.S,, to include wetlands, on the above described property which we strongly suggest
should be delineated and surveyed. The surveyed wetland lines must be verified by our staff before the Corps will
make a final jurisdictional determination on your property.

Because of the size of your property and our present workload, our identification and delineation of your wetlands
cannot be accomplished in a timely manner. You may wish to obtain a consultant to obtain a more timely
delineation of the wetlands. Once the consultant has flagged a wetland line on the property, Corps s taff will
review it, and, if it is accurate, we strongly recommend that you have the line surveyed for final approval by the
Corps. The Corps will not make a final jurisdictional determination on your property without an approved survey.

X The waters of the U.S,, to include wetlands, within the study area have been delineated, and the limits of the Corps

Jurisdiction have been explained to your consultant. The limits of the jurisdictional areas are accurate, as flagged
in the field (and verified by field inspection on April 29, 2003), and as depicted in the figures in Appendix A of
PBS&Y’s Draft Supplemental Natural Systems Technical Memorandum, submitted on June 10, 2003. Unless there
isa change inthe law or our published regulations, this determination may be relied upon for a period not to
exceed five years from the date of this notification.

There are no waters of the U.S,, to include wetlands, present on the above described property, which are subject to

the permit requirements of Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33 USC 1344), Unless there is a change in the law
or our published regulations, this determination may be relied upon for a period not to exceed five years from the
date of this notification.

Placement of dredged or fill material in wetlands on this property without a Department of the
Army Pevmit is in most cases a violation of Section 301 of the Clean Water Act (33 USC 1311). A
permit is not required for work on the property restricted entirely to existing high ground. If you
have any questions regarding the Corps of Engineers regulatory program, please contact

Eric Alsmeyer at telephone nupther (919) 876 - 8441 extension 23
Project Manager Signature ﬁf'f (fletry -
Date August 28, 2003 E@fration Date August 28, 2008

SURVEY PLAT OR FIELD SKETCH OF THE DESCRIBED PROPERTY AND THE WETLAND
DELINEATION FORM MUST BE ATTACHED TO THE FILE COPY OF THIS FORM.
CF: E. Galamb, PBS&J





Applicant: NCDOT (TIP R-2247) File Number: 200320170 Date: August 28, 2003
Attached is: See Section below
INITIAL PROFFERED PERMI[T (Standard Permit or Letter of permission) A
PROFFERED PERMIT (Standard Permit or Letter of permission) B
PERMIT DENIAL C
X | APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION D
PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION E

B v
1ng-an

‘A: INITTAL PROFFERED PERMIT. You may accept or object to the permit.

¢ ACCEPT: Ifyou received a Standard Permit, you may sign the permit document and return it to the district engineer for final
authorization. If you received a Letter of Permission (LOP), you may accept the LOP and your work is authorized. Your signature
on the Standard Permit or acceptance of the LOP means that you accept the permit in its entirety, and waive all rights to appeal the
permit, including its terms and conditions, and approved jurisdictional determinations associated with the permit.

¢ OBJECT: If you object to the permit (Standard or LOP) because of certain terms and conditions therein, you may request that the
permit be modified accordingly. You must complete Section II of this form and return the form to the district engineer. Your
objections must be received by the district engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice, or you will forfeit your right to appeal
the permit in the future. Upon receipt of your letter, the district engineer will evaluate your objections and may: (a) modify the
permit to address all of your concerns, (b) modify the permit to address some of your objections, or (c) not modify the permit having
determined that the permit should be issued as previously written. After evaluating your objections, the district engineer will send
you a proffered permit for your reconsideration, as indicated in Section B below,

B: PROFFERED PERMIT: You may accept or appeal the permit

e ACCEPT: Ifyoureceived a Standard Permit, you may sign the permit document and return it to the district engineer for final
authorization. Ifyou received a Letter of Permission (LOP), you may accept the LOP and your work is authorized. Your signature
on the Standard Permit or acceptance of the LOP means that you accept the permit in its entirety, and waive all rights to appeal the
permit, including its terms and conditions, and approved jurisdictional determinations associated with the permit.

* APPEAL: If you choose to decline the proffered permit (Standard or LOP) because of certain terms and conditions therein, you
may appeal the declined permit under the Corps of Engineers Administrative Appeal Process by completing Section IT of this form
and sending the form to the division engineer. This form must be received by the division engineer within 60 days of the date of this

notice.
C: PERMIT DENIAL: You may appeal the denial of a permit under the Corps of Engineers Administrative Appeal Process by
completing Section II of this form and sending the form to the division engineer. This form must be received by the division engineer
within 60 days of the date of this notice.

D: APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION: You may accept or appeal the approved JD or provide new

information.

¢ ACCEPT: You do not need to notify the Corps to accept an approved JD. Failure to notify the Corps within 60 days of the date of
this notice, means that you accept the approved JD in its entirety, and waive all rights to appeal the approved JD.

* APPEAL: If you disagree with the approved JD, you may appeal the approved JD under the Corps of Engineers Administrative
Appeal Process by completing Section II of this form and sending the form to the division engineer. This form must be received by

the division engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice.

E: PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION: You do not need to respond to the Corps regarding the
preliminary JD. The Preliminary JD is not appealable. If you wish, you may request an approved JD (which may be appealed), by
contacting the Corps district for further instruction. Also you may provide new information for further consideration by the Corps to

reevaluate the JD.






nd

CTION. OR APPHAL ot OBTECTIONS TO A FEREDY

ASONS FOR APPEAL OR OBJECTIONS: (Describe your reasons for appealing the decision or your objections to an
initial proffered permit in clear concise statements. You may attach additional information to this form to clarify where your reasons or
objections are addressed in the administrative record.)

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: The appeal is limited to a review of the administrative record, the Corps memorandum for the record

of the appeal conference or meeting, and any supplemental information that the review officer has determined is needed to clarify the

administrative record. Neither the appellant nor the Corps may add new information or analyses to the record. However, you may
Brovide additional information to clarify the location of information that is alread in the administrative record.

———

; 2 ..'~ E{é. : : L %«- Y LANIINEEAL \ \ \ b Tt e i X i ]
If you have questions regarding this decision and/or the If you only have questions regarding the appeal process you may also
appeal process you may contact: . contact:

Mir. Eric C. Alsmeyer, Regulatory Project Manager Mr. Arthur Middleton, Administrative Appeal Review Officer

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Wilmington District CESAD-ET-CO-R

Raleigh Regulatory Field Office . | U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, South Atlantic Division

6508 Falls of Neuse Road, Suite 120 60 Forsyth Street, Room 9M15

Raleigh, North Carolina 27615-6814 Atlanta, Georgia 30303-8801

RIGHT OF ENTRY: Your signature below grants the right of entry to Cotps of Engineers personnel, and any government consultants,
to conduct investigations of the project site during the course of the appeal process. You will be provided a 15 day notice of any site
investigation, and will have the opportunity to participate in all site investigations.

Date: Telephone number:

Signature of appellant or agent.

DIVISION ENGINEER:

Commander

U.S. Army Engineer Division, South Atlantic
60 Forsyth Street, Room 9M15

Atlanta, Georgia 30303-3490






Michae] F Easley. Governor
Willilam G Ross Jr., Secrelary
MNorth Carolina Deparumeot of Environment and Natural Resources

Alan W. Kiimek, P.E., Director
Division of Water Quality
ColacntH*-Sull;ns. Deputy Director

ﬁ:;“ Dng:ncys v[ Water Quality
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MEMORANDUM v .
TO: Gregory J. Thorpe, Ph.D., Director N #

NCDOT Project Development & Environmental Analysis Branc 1
FROM: Cynthia F. Van Der Wiele, NCDOT Coordinator QUdvU

SUBJECT: Winston-Salem Northern Beltway Eastern Section, TIP Project U-2579, Alternative 7 Preferred
Alternative

In reply to your correspondence dated September 12, 2003 regarding the chronology of events and agency
meetings leading to the selection of Alternative 7 as the Preferred Altemative, NC Division of Water Quality has
the following comments:

1. After reviewing the documentation, DWQ concurs with the selection of Alternative 7 as the least
environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA).

2. This alternative will still be required to avoid and minimize environmental impacts.

3. The Winston-Salem Northern Beltway project should stay in the NEPA merger process.

4. The environmental documentation, including the analysis of indirect and cumulative impacts, should
include the entire Winston-Salem Northern Beltway project (all sections).

5. The 404/401 permit application should encompass impacts from the entire project rather than a separate
application for each section.

Thank you for requesting our input at this time. If you have any questions or require additional information,
please contact Cynthia Van Der Wiele at (919) 733.5715.

Attachment

pc:  Eric Alsmeyer, USACE Raleigh Field Office
Chris Militscher, USEPA
Marella Buncick, USFWS
Marla Chambers, NCWRC
File Copy

P74
NEDEMR

N. C Division of Water Qnaiity. 401 Wetlands Certification Unit,

1650 Mail Service Center, Raleigh, NC 27699-1650 (Mailing Address)

2321 Crabuee Bivd, Raleigh, NC 27604.2260 (Location)

(919) 733-1786 (phone), 919-733-6893 (fax), (http://h2o.enr.state.nr.us/neweilands)
Customer Serviee #: 1-877-623-6748
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Federal Emergency Management Agency
Washingon, D.C. 20472

AG 13 B9

IN REPLY REFER TO:
Mr. Grabam Pervier Casge Number: 99.04-021R
Forsyth County Manager Community Names: Forsyth County
Hall of Justice, Room 700 . (Unincorporated Areas),
200 North Main Street and the City of Winston-
Winston-Salem, North Carolina 27101 Salem, North Carolina

. Community Numbers: 375349 and 375360,

Mr, Bryce Stuart respectively
City of Winston-Salem Manager ‘
P.O. Box 2511 -

Winston-Salem, North Carolina 27102
(104)
Drear Messts. Pervier and Sruart:

This is in reference to an October 20, 1998, letter from Mr. Jeffrey P. Kopf, Erosion Control
Engineer for the City of Winston-Salem, forwarding a request from the North Carolina Department
of Transportation (NCDOT) for a conditional Letter of Map Revision (LOMR) for the proposed
construetion of the Winston-Salem Northern Beltway along Muddy Creek, We addregsed this
proposed project previously in our letter dated January 28, 1998, The proposed project, which will
be located from a point approximately 3,350 feet downstream of U.S. Route 421 to a point
approximately 300 feet upstream of U.S. Route 421, will consist of the replacement of two existing
bridges over Muddy Creek for U.S. Route 421, construction of a new bridge across Muddy Creek
for a ramp connecting the proposed beltway to U.S. Route 421, and the placement of fill for a ramp
along Muddy Creek connecting the proposed beltway to U.S. Route 421. The area of the proposed
project is shown on the Forsyth County and incorporated areas Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM)
number 37067C0253 H, dated October 20, 1998.

We received the following data, prepared by the NCDOT, unless otherwise noted, in support of
this request:

. a HEC-2 hydraulic backwater model, dated November 12, 1996, of the 10% (10-
yearn), 2% (50-year), 1% (100-year), and 0.2% (500-year) annual chance floods and
floodway for Muddy Creek, duplicating the model used to prepare the October 20,
1998, Flood Insurance Study (FIS) for Forsyth County and incorporated areas;

. a HEC-2 hydraulic backwater model, dated February 26, 1999, of the 10%, 2%,

[%, and 0.2% annual chance floads and floodway for Muddy Creek, reflecting
existing conditions;

Received 08-13=~03  10:46 From~g919 250 4108 To-PBS&J RALEIGH Page 01





ks AT TTE S (R STy 3]

- a HEC-2 hydraulic backwater model, datnd March 17, 1999, of the 10%, 2%, 1%,
and 0.2% annual chance floods and floodway for Muddy Creek, reflecting proposed
conditions;

° an untitled topographic map with spot elevations, dated July 1, 1999, at a scale of
1"=200', with a contour interval of 2 feet, showing the proposed 1% annual chance
floodplain and floodway:

. a copy of FIRM numbers 37067C0253 H and 37067C0261 H, both dated
October 20, 1998, annotated to reflect proposed conditions;

- a December 14, 1998, Ictter from Mr. Andrew T. Nottingham, P.E., of the NCDOT,
including an evaluation of alternatives to the proposed project, which explains that,
because of constraints with existing residential development, there are no feasible
alternatives to the proposed project;

. copies of six letters from the NCDOT, all dated March 18, 1999, to the property
owners affected by the proposed increases in the 1% annual chance water-surface
elevations, notifying them of the increases;

. an October 20, 1998, letter from Mr. Kopf, stating that no smrucrures will be
impacted by the proposed increases in 1% annual chance water-surface elevations;
and

. completed application/certification forms.
We received all data necessary to process this request by July 9, 1999.

To determine the changes in flood hazards caused by the proposed project, we must compare the
hydraulic modeling reflecting the project (referred to as the proposed conditions model) to the
hydraulic modeling used to prepare the FIS (referred to as the effective model). If substantial
changes have ocowred in the watershed since the effective model was developed, an existing
conditions model must be developed to reflect these changes. This existing conditions model is
then compared to the effective model and the proposed conditions mede] to differentiate the
changes in flood hazards caused by updated conditions from those caused by the proposed project.

The existing conditions madel used pine additional cross sections than the effective model. When
compared ta the effective model, the existing conditions mode] reflects both increases and
decreases in the 1% annual chance water-surface elevations. The maximum increase of 0.22 foot
occurs at U.S. Route 421. The maximum dcorease of 0.32 feet occurs at point approximately
1,230 feet downstrcam of U.S, Route 421

When we compared the existing conditions model to the proposed conditions model, we
determined that the Pproposed project would cause increases in the 1% annual chance water-surface
clevations, with a maximum increase of 0.52 foot, at a point approximately 580 feet downstream of
U.S. Route 421.
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Wc have reviewed the submitted data and determined that the proposed project meets the
minimum floodplain management criteria of the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP). If the
project is built as proposed, a revision to the October 20, 1998, FIS and FIRM for Forgyth County
and incorporated areas will be warranted, This revision will show the following effects, as shown
by the aforementioned data.

The 1% annual chance water-surface clevations for Muddy Creek will increase and deciease. The
maximum increase will be 0.65 foot, at U.S. Route 421. The maximum decrease will be 0.26 foot
at a point approximately 1,230 feer downstream of U.S. Route 421.

1% Annual Chance Floodplain

The 1% annual chance floodplain for Muddy Creekwillnarmwbyammcimmﬁofﬁm feet at a
point approximately 250 feet downstream of U.S. Route 421,

Floodway

The floodway for Muddy Creek will shift and widen. The floodway will widen by a maximum of
250 fect at A point approximately 3,000 feet downstream of U.S. Route 421.

Future revisions to the FIS and FIRM or rastudies'ofthe flood hazards in this area could modify
this determination.

We based this determination on the 1% annual chance flood discharges computed in the

October 20, 1998, FIS for Forsyth County and incorporated areas without considering subsequent
changes in watershed characteristics that could increase flood discharges. Future development of
projects upstream could causc increased flood discharges, which could cause increased flood
hazards. A comprehensive restudy of your county's and ¢ity's flood hazards would consider the
cumulative effects of development on flood discharges subsequent to the publication of the
October 20, 1998, FIS for Forsyth County and incorporated areas and could, therefore, establish
greater flood hazards in this area.

Your communities must approve all proposed floodplain development, including this proposed
project, and ensure that pemmits required by Federal and/or State law have been obtained. State,
county, or city officials may set higher standards for construction or may limit development in
floodplain areas, based on knowledge of local conditions and in the interest of safety. If the Swate
of North Carolina, Forsyth County, or the City of Winston-Salem has adopted more reswictive or
comprehensive floodplain management criteria, those criteria take precedence over the minimum
NFIP requircments. :

When your communities request a map revision to reflect the effects of the completed project, a
copy of a public notice stating Forsyth County's and the City of Winston-Salern's intent to modify
the floodway, or a statement by the communities that they have notified all affected property
owners and affected adjacent jurisdictions of the modification to the floodway, must be submitted
in compliance with NFIP regulations Subparagraph 65.7(b)(1).

e

Received 0B~13-03 10:48 From=818 250 4108 To-PBS&J RALEIGH Page 03





4

NFIP regulations Section 65.3 states that when a community's Base (1% annual chance) Flood
Elevations (BFES) increase or decrease because of physical changes that affect flooding conditions,
the community must submit technical or scicntific data to the Federal Emergency Management
Agency (FEMA) that substantinte these changes. ‘The community must submit such data as soon
as possible, but no later than 6 months after such dats become available, so that FEMA can base
risk premium date and floodplain management requirements on current information.

Instead of issuing 2 LOMR, we may incorporate the effects of the completed project into the FIS
and FIRM through a physical map revision, which entzils revising and republishing the FIS and
FIRM. A physical map revision, because it involves preparing preliminary versions of the
revised FIS and FIRM for community review, takes considerably longer than the issuance of a
LOMR; however, it provides due process to property owners who may be affected by increased
BFEs, floodways, or 1% annual chance floodplains,

Upon completion of the propased project, your county and city should request a revision to the
October 20, 1998, FIS and FIRM. The revision request should be submitted to our Regional Office
in Atlanta, Georgia, and include the data listed below.

L. Evidence of compliance with NFIP regulations Paragraph 65.4(b), which states that
"all requests for changes to effective maps . . . must be made in writing by the
community’s Chief Executive Officer (CEO) or an official designated by the CEO.
Should the CEO refuse to submit such a request on behalf of another party, we will
agree to revicw the request only if wriiten evidence is provided indicating the CEO
or designee has been requested to do s0."

2. As-built plans of the project, certified by a registered professional engineer.

3. HEC-2 hydraulic backwater models of the 10%, 2%, 1%, and 0.2% annual chance
floods and floadway for Muddy Creek, representing as-built conditions. The
elevations in the as-built HEC-2 models must coincide with the FIS elevations at
the upstream and downstream ends of the project.

4, Water-surface profiles of the 10%, 2%, 1%, and 0.2% apnual chance floods for
Muddy Creck, reflecting as-built conditions.

S. Delineation of the 1% and (.2% annual chance floodplain boundaries and
floodway, and the locations and alignment of the cross sections and flow line used
in the hydraulic model.

a. Please show this information on a certified map of suitable scalc and
topographic definition to provide reasonablc accuracy.

b. Label all items for casy cross-referencing to the hydraulic model and
summary data,

6. Evidence of compliance with NFIP regulations Subparagraph 65.7(b)(1) regarding
floodway modification, as previously discussed.

TOTAL P.B6
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7. Property owner acceptance of the increased 1% annual chance water-surface
elevations. Property owner acceptance of the increase is required for the LOMR to
take cffect on the date of issuance. Without such acceptance, finalizing a revision
to reflect the effects of the completed project may be delayed to allow for public
review and comment.

If the project is built as proposed. you do not have to resubmit items 3 and 4; otherwise, please
resubmit them. If the effects of the project are incorporated into the FIS and FIRM through a
physical map revision, you do not need to submit property owner acceptance because the
physical map revision process includes a comment period during which property owners can
submit their concerns about the revision to the FIS and FTIRM.

We have enclosed a copy of our application/certification forms for your reference, Typically, we
do not require these forms if the project is completed as proposed. The enclosed document. titled
"Requiremnents for Submitting Application/Certification Forms to Support Requests for NFIP' Map
Revisions," describes in detai] the circumstances under which the forms are required.

The NFIP is not finded by taxes; rather, its expenses are borne by policyholders. To minimize the
financial burden on our policyholders, FEMA has established a flat processing fee for review of
proposed projects and requests for revisions to published flood information and maps. Currently
the fee for an as-built LOMR request in follow-up to this conditional LOMR is $3,400, which must
be received before we can begin processing. This fee represents the new fee schedule effective
March 1, 1999. Please note that the fees are subject to change, and the fee for the follow-up
LOMR may change between the date of this letter and the date that the follow-up LOMR is
submitted. If items 3 and 4 listed above must be resubmiited, the review and processing fee could
be higher, Your payment must be a check or maney order made payable to the National Flood
Insurance Program and should be forwarded to:

Federal Emergency Management Agency
Fee Charge Systcin Administrator
P.O.Box 3173
Merrifield, Virginia 22216

Once we receive the items listed above, including the processing fee, complete our review, and
verify that the completed project meets all applicable NFIP standards, we will revise the FIS and
FIRM for Forsyth County and incorporated areas to incorporate the effects of the completed
project, as apprapriate.

Part 65 of the enclosed NFIP regulations further describes the nature and extent of the material
pacdf-.d to support a request to revise a FIS and FIRM. Your compliance with the criteria outlined
in this document will streamline our rcview, allowing us to expeditiously revise the FIS and FIRM
for Forsyth County and incorporated areas.
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If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact the Director, Mitigation Division of
the Federal Emergency Management Agency in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, at (215) 931.5512,
g Onzzje agirsglﬁeadquanm Office in Waghington, D.C_, at (202) 646-3932, or by facsimile at

Sincerely,

John F. Magnotti I[IT For: Matthew B, Miller, P.E., Chief
Project Engineer , Hazards Study Branch
Hazards Study Branch Mitigation Directorate
Mitigation Dixectorate

cc:  Mr. Jeffrey P. Kopf
Mr. Andrew T, Nottingham, P.E.:
State Coordinator
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Kimley-Horn
and Associates, Inc.

Meeting Minutes
Winston-Salem Northern Beltway — Eastern Section Extension a
U-2579A Concurrence Point 1 ;géf:";fg:“mm
February 8, 2001 T 0ES
FHWA NCWRC
Felix Davila David Cox
Mary Eilen Huggard
US Armny Corps of Engineers
Eric Alsmeyer . NCDOT
Jean B. Manuele Missy Dickens, PDEA (via telephone)
Tom Kendig, PDEA
USEPA Roy Shelton, PDEA
Ted Bisterfield {via telephone) Kathy Lassiter, Roadway Design
Jay Bennett, Roadway Design
USFWS Bruce Payne, Roadway Design
Marella Buncick (via telephone) Larry Meisner, Kimley-Homn
Jeff Moore, Kimley-Horn
NCDWQ
Cynthia Van der Wiele

The purpose of the meeting was to 1) obtain agreement on Concurrence point 1: Purpose
and Need, and 2) to provide information and obtain input regarding preliminary
alternatives to be studied prior to determining feasible and reasonable alternatives for
detailed study.

Larry Meisner briefly discussed the project history and described the revisions to the
Purpose and Need Technical Memorandum based on comments made at the July 2000
meeting. Copies were distributed to those who had not received the document. The
signature sheet, which summarized the project purpose and need, was also distributed. In
addition to providing additional material requested by the team members and changing
the emphasis of the project need elements, the major change to the document was related
to traffic volumes. This latest document includes traffic volumes that were generated
assuming 4 Janes in place on US 52 in the future (the earlier volumes assumed 8 lanes in
place) and included “No-Build” traffic volumes. This newest information supports the
premise that the project wifl provide traffic relief to US 52 and other major arterial roads
in Winston-Salem. After a brief discussion, all those attending the meeting, including
those attending by telephone agreed to sign the signature sheet for Concurrence Point 1.
The signed sheet is enclosed with this memorandurm, as is the Technical Memorandum.

TEL 919 677 2000
FAX 919 677 2050





Kimley-Horn
and Associates, Inc.

As part of the second postion of the meeting, Larry Meisner reviewed the preliminary
alternatives developed to date using a map on the wall and another map on the table.
Missy Dickens and Marella Buncick had a map they could refer to. It was noted that the
red (middle) alignment had been designated as preferred in the 1996 feasibility study, but
that that study was not part of the NEPA. process. There is currently no preferred
alternative. The following comments and requests for changes to the preliminary
alternatives were noted:

= Consider shifting the red (middle) alternative to the west at US 311 to reduce impacts
to Muddy Creek.

» (Consider shifting the blue (Oak Grove) alternative to the west and the red (middle)
alternative to the east at I-40 to minimize impacts to Fiddiers Creek.

= Discuss the preliminary alternatives with the Winston-Salem MPO.

» Consider the implications of an extension of the project to the south of US 311. Mr.
Meisner noted that such a route is not shown on the adopted thoroughfare plan and
will not be studied as part of this project. If a southern locop were proposed, it would
have to analyze the feasibility of extending this project.

» Transit is not included in this project per se, but will be included in preliminary
alternatives.

= An alternative well to the east of those shown on the map does not need to be
evaluated, but it should be mentioned in the alternatives report along with the reasons
for its elimination from further study.

» The interchange at Kemersville Road is not essential to the purpose and need for this
project, and could be eliminated from this project to minimize impacts if the
community and MPO do not view local access as a priority.

=  Wetlands will be delincated once the feasible and reasonable alternatives have been
developed. Impact on local land use plans, where they exist, also will be evaluated
following development of feasible and reasonable alternatives.

» Following the meeting, Ms. Van der Wiele requested that impacts to routes used by
bicyclists be considered, specifically relating the Oak Grove alternative.

If you have any additions or corrections to the above meeting notes, please contact Missy
Dickens at 219-733-7844 extension 218.





Section 404/NEPA Merger Project Team Meeting Agreement
Concurrence Point No.1 - Purpose and Need.

Project No./TIP No./Name/Description: ActionID 200021174
TIP No. U-2579A, Federal Aid Project NHF-0918(14), State Project No. 8.2625101
Winston-Salem Northern Beltway, Eastern Section Extension

Approximately 5 Miles, from US 421/1-40 Business East of Winston-Salem to US 311
Forsyth County, North Carolina

Purpose and Need of Proposed Project:

The purpose of the proposed Winston-Salem Northern Beltway, Eastern Section
Extension is to satisfy the identified transportation need for a freeway comnnection
between US 421/]-40 Business and US 311 as well as to provide a logical point of
terminus for the Northem Beltway, Eastern Section. To that end, the proposed project is
anticipated to do each of the following:

¢ Provide roadway system linkage and continuity

Reduce traffic congestion and carry future traffic at an acceptable level of service
Enhance safety

Be compatible with adopted transportation and Iand use plans

Provide a route for the I-74 corridor

The Project Team concurred on this date of _ 2 /2/300] with the purpose of
and need for the proposed project as stated above.

osace_ Lo C/llmge coor Yl R WE(

USEPA USFWS
NMEFS n/a NPS n/a

DCM n/a NCDWQ Llyrhen=T: Unna Kon toaelo
NCWRC ﬂ;/;%-;frfz, /f’ffi,_wﬂ NCDCR

NCDMF n/a FHWA @ Sys





Kimley-Horn
and Associates, Inc.

Meeting Minutes
Winston-Salem Northern Beltway — Eastern Section Extension
U-2579A Concurrence Point 2 PO Box 33088
April 18, 2001 P, ot G
FHWA
Eelix Davila NCWRC
David Cox
US Army Corps of Engineers MaryEllen Haggard
Eric Alsmeyer
Richard Spence NCDOT
] Missy Dickens, PDEA
USEPA Tom Kendig, PDEA
Ted Bisterfield (via telephone) , Bruce Payne, Roadway Design
Larry Meisner, Kimley-Hom
USFWS Beth Reed, Kimley-Hom j
Marella Buncick Jeff Moore, Kimley-Horn
NCDWO
Cynthia Van der Wiele

The purpose of the meeting was to obtain agreement on Concurrence Point 2:
Alternatives.

Project team members had previously received copies of the draft preliminary
alternatives report, dated April 2001. Lamry Meisner briefly reviewed the development
and evaluation of the preliminary alternatives. Missy Dickens reviewed the results of
coordination with the Winston-Salem MPO. Preliminary construction alternatives had
been presented at the February & meeting and revised based on comments made at that
meeting. The findings and conclusions of the report were that the no-build, TSM, transit,
and improve existing roads alternatives did not satisfy the project purpose and need. The
no-build alternative would be retained for comparison with the build alternatives. Two
construction alternatives were studied but eliminated. The alternative of moving the US
311 interchange to the west was eliminated due to its impact on the existing Ridgewood
Road interchange and surrounding land uses and out-of-direction travel. Another
alternative that involved moving the alignment far to the east was eliminated due to
impacts to Glenn High School and to Abbots Creek. Initially, it was recommended that
all of the northern alternatives (N1, N2, N3, and N4) be retained for detailed study, since
none of them had “fatal flaws.” The S1A alternative had been developed based on
comments at the previous meetings to reduce impacts to streams to the northeast of the I-
40 interchange, but resulted in greater impacts to Fiddlers Creek northwest of the
interchange. It was recommended that it be dropped from the study alternatives. Based
on further discussion (see below), N4 also was eliminated from the study alternatives.

TEL 919 G677 2000
FAX 919 577 2050
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The following comments and requests for changes to the alternatives to be studied were
noted:

» Because the study team had previously recommended a shift in N4 to avoid stream
impacts, and because the shift resulted in greater impacts, N4 should be eliminated
from the study alternatives. Dropping N4 was approved by the group.

= Impact to farms should be included in the evaluation of alternatives. It was agreed
that the SDEIS would include that jtem in the evaluation.

= Representatives from the Winston-Salem MPO were invited to this meeting.

= In a previous meeting, representatives from Winston-Salem concurred with the
alternatives. They did not favor eliminating the interchange with Kemersville Road
because it is the only location at which local access could be provided.

=  Winston-Salem may seek to modify its thoroughfare plan to include extending the
Beltway south of US 311. The extension is not included in this project.

The remaining alternatives include N1, N2, N3, §1, and S2. The following combinations
of alternatives will be retained for study in the SDEIS:

N1-S1, N1-82, N2-81, N2-82, N3-51, N3-52

All team members present signed the concurrence form. The next meeting of the study
tearn will take place following study and evaluation of the detailed alternatives, and their
documentation in the SDEIS. The purpose of that meeting will be to select the preferred
alternative.

If you have any additions or corrections to the above meeting notes, please contact Missy
Dickens at 919-733-7844 extension 218.





Section 404/NEPA Merger Project Team Meeting Agreement
Concurrence Point No. 2 - Alternatives to be studied in detail in the
NEPA docunment.

Project No./TIP No./Name/Description:

TIP No. U-257%9A

Federal Aid Project BRSTP-2832(1)

State Project No. 8.2625101

Winston-Salem Northemn Beltway, Eastern Section Extension

Approximately 5 Miles Long, from US 421/1-40 Business East of Winston-Salem to
US 311, in Forsyth County, North Carolina

Alternatives to be studied in detail in the NEPA document:

Ni-51
N1-52
N2-51
N2-52
N3-51
N3-582

DR

The Project Team has concurred on this date of April 18, 2001 with the
“alternatives to be studied in detail” in the NEPA document as stated above.

USACE_ Sovs 7@&3/ NCDOT( u{@ (ide g o
USEPA USEWS (/W M [ feiec

NMEFS n/a NPS n/a

DCM n/a NCDWQ au;rﬁuj‘ Un Goen (e e
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Section 404/NEPA Merger Project Team Meeting Agreement
Concurrence Point No, 2 - Alternatives to be studied in detsil In the
NEPA document.

Project No./TTP No./Name/Description:
TIP Neo. U-2579A .

Pederal Aid Peoject BRSTP-ZBSZ(!)

State Project No. B.25625101

Winston-Salem Northem Beltway, Easf.am Section Exiengion

Appmx:mately 5 Miles Long, from US 42 3/1-40:Bigtness East of Winston-Salem to

US 311, in Forgyth County, North Ciroline

Alternatives to be studied in detail in the NEPA document:

1. N1-S1
2. NI-.82
3. N2-§81
4. N2.582
5, N3-S1
6, W3-S2

Tbe Project Team has concurred onthis date of April 18, 2001 with the
“aliernatives to be studier! in defail} in:the NEPA documaut a3 stated above.

USACE _19; 7%:3.# ... -NCDOT, ; PO
USFWSS { f Lo

NES__ . n/a
DCM n/a e »,NCDW'WMM
NCWRC %/11_ JT— . NCDCR
J s

NCDMF 1a, FHW AT QA_
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September 2004





United States Department of the Interior

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
Washington. D €. 20240
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' T S 1
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ER 95/734

Mr. Nicholas L. Graf, P.E.
Division Administrator
Federal Highway Administration
P.0. Box 26806

Raleigh, Noxrth Carolina 27601

Dear Mr. Graf:

This is in regard to the request for the Department of the
Interior's comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
for Winston-Salem Northern Beltway (Eastern Section), From US 52
North of Winston Salem to US 421/I-40 Business East of Winston-
Salen, Forsyth County, North Carolina.

This is to inform you that the Department will have comments, but
will be unable to reply within the allotted time. Please
consider this letter as a request for an extension of time in
which to comment on the statement.

Our comments should be available about mid-December 1985.

Sincerely,

Sl KT S,
Terence N. Martin, Team Leader

Natural Resocurces Management
Office of Enviromnmental Policy & Compliance

cc: | Mr. H. Franklin Vick, P.E.
Manager
Planning and Environmental Branch
North Carolina Division of Highways
P, O. Box 25201
Raleigh, North Carclina 27611






United States Department of the Interior

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
Washington. D.C 20240

ER-95/734

JAN 2 3 1996

Mr. Nicholag L. Graf, P.E.
Division Adminigtrator

Federal Highway Administration
Post Office Box 26806

Raleigh, North Carclina 27601

lﬁéﬁVVan
Dear Mr. Graf:

This is in response to the request for the Department of the Interior’s comments
o the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for Winston-Salem Northern Beltway
(Eastern Sectien), From US 52 North of Winstom Salem to US 421/T-40 Business East
of Winston-Salem, Forsyth County, North Carolina.

The Environmental Statement indicates that no Section 4(f) resources will he
impacted by the proposed project. Nonetheless, we recommend ceontinved
cooperation and coordination with the State Historic Preservation Officer in
order to ensure that no historic and archeological resources are being impacted
after the selection of the Preferred Altermative.

Should any of these resources be affected, a Memorandum of Agreement {MOA) should
be prepared to include measures to avoid or minimize harm to higtoric and
archeoclogical resources, in compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act of 1966, as amended. Also, a signed copy of the MOA should be
included in the fipal statement.. Therefore, the Department of the Interior has
no objection to the proposed project.

We appreciate the opportunity teo provide these comments.

Sincerely,

Willie R. Taylor
Directer, Office of Enviromnmental
Policy and Compliance

cc: Mr. H. Franklin Vick, P.E.
North Carolima Department of Transportation
Post Office Box 25201
. Raleigh, North Carolina 27611
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Nicholas L. Graf, P.E.
Division Administrator
Federal Highway Administration
Post Office Box 26806
Raleigh, North Carolina 27601

Dear Mr. Graf:

The Department of the Inteor wishes to amend its comments of Janvary 23, 1996, on the
draft environmental impact statement (DEIS) for Winston-Salem Northermn Beltway (Eastern
Section), from US 52 North of Winston-Salem to US 421/I-40 Business East of Winston-
Salem, Forsyth County, North Carolina. If it is still possible within your process to consider
the following additional comments, please do so.

According to the DEIS, this project will involve the construction of a multi-lane freeway on
a new location east of Winston-Salem, beginning at US 52 and extending approximately 12
miles to the north of US 421/I-40 Business. The study area includes several stteams within
the Yadkin-Pee Dee River basin, including Grassy Creek, Rough Fork, Trick Um Creek,
Buffalo Creek, Fivemile Branch, Frazier Cresk, Mill Creek, Lowery Mill Creek, Martin
Mill Creek, Kerners Mill Creek, and Smith Creek. A majority of the wetlands identified in
the study area are associated with the alluvial floodplains of these creeks.

Two construction alternatives--eastern and western--are evaluated in the DEIS. The eastern
alternative will involve 20 stream crossings, the loss of approximately 386.4 acres of forested
habitat and impacts to 7.7 wetland acres. The western alternative will involve 22 stream
crossings, the loss of 344 4 acres of forested habitat and adverse impacts to 7.1 wetland
acres. The purpose of this project is to improve the level of service in this particular area
and to help complete the entire Winston-Salem urban loop.

Qur Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) prefers the no-build alternative because it is the least
environmentally damaging in terms of wildlife habitat loss, degradation, and fragmentation of
both wetland and upland areas. However, we do not object to the selection of the eastern or
western alternatives since they are relatively similar in terms of environmental lmpacts.





Mr. Nicholas L. Graf -2-

The FWS found the DEIS to be thorough and well-written. The document properly
highlights the importance of fish and wildlife and wetland values in the project area. The
FWS particularly appreciated the documentation on the decision to avoid widening the
existing NC 66 and concurs that this altemative does not appear to meet project needs.
However, we were disappointed with the section on protected species. The FWS concurs
that there is no "prime red-cockaded woodpecker foraging and nesting habitat" in the study
area, We also concur with the statement that "no recorded populations of the federally
endangered small-anthered bittercress (Cardamine micranthera) are known to occur in
Forsyth County, but its presence cannot be ruled out due to potential habitat in the study
area."

While we appreciate that "upon selection of the preferred alternative, surveys for this species
will be conducted at stream crossings during the spring,” we encourage that surveys for the
federally protected small-anthered bittercress be conducted as soon as possible so this
information can be considered in the alternatives analysis process. At a minimum, the
preferred corridor should be surveyed so that results can be presented in the final EIS.
Finally, we encourage the North Carolina Department of Transportation to include any
Federal species of concern in future surveys, e.g., bog turtle (Clemmys muhlenbergii); if
potential habitat exists within the corridor. These species may be listed in the future, at
which time they will be protected under the Act, which could affect this project.

The following recommendations pertain to both of the build altematives:

Stream Crossings: The FWS appreciates that construction activities will include
implementation of best management practices to minimize sedimentation and erosion
and that "temporary erosion control devices such as silt fences, rock check dams, silt
basins, and stilling basins to collect suspended sediments, and the diversion of stream
flows during the construction of water crossings” will be included in the sedimentation
and erosion control plan. The FWS recommends that the following also be
implemented with regard to stream crossings and associated culvert/pipe extensions:

1. New culverts and culvert extensions should be buried 1 foot into the substrate, where
possible, in order to facilitate fish passage and prevent silt from depositing near each
culvert.

2. If concrete is used during culvert construction, a dry work area should be maintained to
prevent direct contact between curing concrete and stream water. Uncured concrete
affects water quality and is toxic to fish and other organisms.

3. Qrading and backfilling should be minimized, and tree and shrub growth should be
retained, if possible, to ensure the long-term availability of shoreline cover for fish and
wildlife. Back{ill materials should be obtained from upland sites.
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The FWS especially appreciates that this project will not involve any stream relocations.

Riparian Habitat Protecton: The FWS noted that the floodplain forests associated with
Kerners Mill Creek and Martin Mill Creek were extensive and relatively undisturbed.
The FWS encourages consideration of large spanning structures (e.g., riparian
overpasses) at these particular stream crossings that would provide wildlife corridors
and would minimize wetland impacts. The FWS encourages consideration of these
floodplain areas as part of the City of Winston-Salem/Forsyth County’'s Greenway
Systen.

Wetland Mitigation: The FWS appreciates that a conceptual mitigation plan will be
included in the final EIS. The mitigation plan should identify possible mitigation sites
within the general project area, if available.

‘We hope these comments will be of further assistance.

e

Willie R. Taylor
Director, Office of Environmental Policy
and Compliance

chH. Franklin Vick, P.E.
North Carolina Department of Transportation
Post Office Box 25201
Raleigh, North Carolina 27611
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January 26, 1996

Mr. C.B. Goode, Jr., P.E.

Public Hearing Officer

N.C. Department of Transportation
P.0O. Box 25201

Raleigh, NC 27611-5201

Dear Mr. Goode:

Vision 2005, The Comprehensive Plan for Forsyth County and Winston-
Salem, North Carolina supports the concept of Building the Northern
Beltway. Particularly, the eastern leg of the Northern Beltway has
emerged as a vital transportation need as Forsyth County asserts
its role as a leader and partner in the growing Triad Region. With
greater Triad orientation, however, comes also a responsibility for
Forsyth County to preserve and protect those environmental
gqualities which distinguish our community from the rest of the

region and the country.

As you and Kimly, Horne, and Associates decide upon the preferred
alternative for the Eastern Beltway Section the Planning Board asks
that you carefully consider and act judiciously upon the following
issues and concerns:

* Preserve the integrity of the Salem Lake watershed by
minimizing the impacts upon sensitive environmental areas
and limit, to the greatest extent possible, areas
disturbed by construction.

* Locate the beltway inside the sewer service area of the
Muddy Creek Basin which generally lies southwest of NC
66.

* Accommodate the emerging industrial corridor along US 52

and the growing transportation needs of US 52 / I-74 by
designing the beltway (especially bridges) to accommodate
a minimum of six lanes.

* Design the interchange at Business I-40 to facilitate the
beltway extension to I-40 and US 311 south.





Provide a location along the beltway for an interchange
to connect a future controlled access highway to Piedmont
Triad Internaticnal Airport at NC 68.

Design beltway and beltway interchanges to facilitate
traffic movement and not to promote commercial

development.

Work closely with local economic development officials to
accommodate potential new industrial sites near the
beltway and provide frontage roads or other means of
vehicular access to them.

Build brick noise barriers with attractive landscaping.

Design bridges at interchanges to accommodate bicycle
crossings.

Retain natural areas along the beltway and design new
naturalized landscape areas in medians, interchanges and
other locations using wild flowers and native plant
materials.

Given that traffic volumes along US 52 are nearing 100,000 vpd and
that I-74 projections show further substantial increases, we urge
you to move forward gquickly with selecting the preferred corridor
so that right-of-way protection and orderly growth of the corridor

can take place.

The Eastern Section of the Northern Beltway was considered at the
January 25, 1996 Planning Board Work BSession meeting, and the
Planning Board voted unanimously to send you these recommendations.

incerely,

James E. Yarb ough Jr

Director of

pc:

Trans
Brent
WshoT

lanning

portation Advisory Committee
McKinney, Director

eastbelt.wp
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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA
RESOLUTIGHN OPPOSING THE EASTERN SECTION

)
)

COUNTY OF FORSYTH ) OF THE PROPOSED NORTHERN BELTWAY
) PROJECT

)

TOWN OF WALKERTOWN

WHEREAS, Forsyth County Transportation Improvement Plan
includes a Northern Beltway Project, and;

WHEREAS, the proposed eastern section of this proposed
Northern Beltway Project would intersect the town of Walkertown in

the Williston Road area, and;

WHEREAS, the Williston Road area is a developed residential
area, and;

WHEREAS, the Walkertown Town Council feels that it would be
more advantageous to the Town to have this eastern section running
north of the Town of Walkertown to intersect with Business I-40 at
a point east of the Town of Kernersville, and;

PHEREFORE, BE I'T RESOLVED, that the Walkertown Town Council
hereby opposes the proposed eastern section of the Northern Beltway
Project and that the Council favors an eastern section which would
run north of the Town of Walkertown and to intersect with business
I-40 at a point east of the Town of Kernersville.

RESOLVED AND ADOPTED, this the 11th day of April, 1995.

ATTEST BY: TOWN OF WALKERTOWN:

BY: ﬁ,mﬁmJL BY: _

Rebkecca L. Mitchell per
Town Clerk
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HCWRC, FRLLS LakE

&2 North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission £

512 N. Salisbury Street, Raleigh, North Carclina 27604-1188, 918-733-3301
Charles R. Fullwood, Execurive Director

MEMORANDUM
TO: Melba McGee
Office of Policy Developwenit, DEHNR
FROM: David Cox, nghway Project Co iinatp
Habitat Conservation Progra 5 gz/%%;/
DATE: January 3, 1585
SUBJECT Reguest for information from the N. C Department

cf Transportation (NCDOT) regard1ng ish and
wildlife concerns for the extension of the
Winston-Salem Northern Beltway (Eastern Section)
from I-40 Business to U8 311, Forsvth County,
North Caroclina, TIP No. U-2579, SCH Projsct Ho.

95-0363,
This memcrandum responds to a request from Mz, H.
Franklin Vick of the NCDOT for ocur concerns regarding

it

impacts on fish and wildlife rescurces rasultlng from the
subjﬁct project. Biologists on the staff of the N. C.
Wildlife Regources Commission (NCWRC) have reviewed the
proposad improvements, and our comments are provided in
accordance with provisions of the National Environment
Policy Act (42 U.S.C. ¢332(2)(c)} and the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act (48 Stat. 401, as amended; 16 U.S.C. &G1-
66741 .

g

At thls time the NCWRC has nec spec1f1c recommendations
or concerns\ieq:rdlng the subject project. However, to halp
facilitate docurent preuavatlon and the review process, our
general informational needs are outlined below:

I

iption cif fishery and wildlife resources
within the project area, including a listing of
federslly or state dnslgna;ed threatened,
endangered, ©r spacial concern species. Dobenc)
borrow areas to be used for p*o)ect conscruction
should be included in the inventories. A jisri

pet
o
4]
1]
[$]
H
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of designaced plant species can be developead
chrough consultation with:

The Natural E=sritags Program

N. C. Divisien of Parks and Recreation
P, O. Box 27887

Raleigh, N. C. 27611

{919) 733-7795

and,

NCDA Plant Conservation Program
P. O. Box 27847

Faleigh, N. C. 27611

{919} 733-3810

Description of any streams or wetlands affected by
the project. The need for channelizing or
rzlocating portions of streams crogged and the
extent oI such activities.

Cover type maps showinrg wetland acreages impactad
by the project. Wetland acreagas should ineclude
all project-related arsas that may undergo
hvdrologic change as a result of ditching, other
drainage, or £illing for project construction.
Wetland identificaticn may be accomplished through
coordination with the U, &. Army Corps of
Engineers (COE). If the COE is not consulted, the
pexrson delinsating wetlands should be identified
and cricteria listed.

Cover type maps showing acreages of upland
wildlife habitat impacted by th= proposed project.
Potential borrow gites should be included.

The extent to which ths project will resgult in
loss, degradation, or fragmentation of wildlife
habitat {wetlands or uplands).

Mitigalion for aveiding, minimizing or
compensating for direct and indirect degradation
in habitat guality as wesll as quantitative losses.

A cumulative impect assessment section which
analyzes the environmental effescts of highway
conatruction and quantifies the contribution of
this individual proj=zct to environmental
degradation.

A discussion c©f the probable impacts on natural
resources wnhich will rasult from secondary
development facilitated by the improved road
access.
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9. If construction of this facility is ©o be
coordinated with other state, municipal, or
private development projects, a description of
these projects should be included in the
environmental document, and all project sponsorg
should be identified.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide input in the
marly planning stages for thisg project. If we can further
assist your office, please contact Pavid Cox, iighway
Project Coordinator, at {819) S528-9886.

cc: David Sawyer, District 7 Wildlife Biologist
Joe Mickey, District 7 Fisherles Biologist
Randy Wilson, Nongame/Endangered Species Program Mgr.
David Dell, U. 8. Figh and Wildlife Sexrvice, Raleigh










APPENDIX D

6. Project U-2579A Scoping Comments

Winston—Salem Northern Beltway

Supplemental Final EIS —Project R-2247

Supplemental Draft EIS — Projects U-2579 and U-2579A
September 2004
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North Carolina Department of w '
A‘!r

Environment and Natural Resoarces
Diwvision of Soil and Water Conservation,

Michael F. Easley, Governor N CDEN R

William G. Rass Jr., Secretary
David S. Vogel, Director

MEMORANDUM: August 5, 2001

TO: Melba McGee
FROM:  David Harison ,jf//l(’%

SUBJECT: Winston-Salem Northern Beltway, Eastern Section Extension from US 421.]-40
Business East of Winston-Salem to US 311 (Forsyth County). Project number 02E-0058.

The environmental assessment should include information on adverse impacts to Prime
or Statewide Important Farm!land.

The definition of Prime or Statewide Important Farmland is based on the soil series and
not on its current land use. Areas that are developed or are within municipal boundaries are
exempt from consideration as Prime or Important Farmland.

For additional information, contact the soils specialists with the Natural Resources
Conservation Service, USDA, Raleigh, NC at (919) 873-2141.

1E61A Mail Service Center, Raleigh, North Carolina Z7699-1514
Phone: 919 TIZ-2202 \ FAX: IO TIS-3559
ITromtermet: wrowwr.enc.atate.nc.oa SENR/DSWC,/

ANEQUAL OPPORTONITT AFEFLRMATIVE ACTION EVCPLAYIER
SO% RIECTCILED / 10% POST CONBUMER DX PEYR:





Norft Carolina
Division of Forast Resoureus

MNorth Carolina
. W Depanment of Environment and
.!i Natural Resources
m F_ Y
Michael F. Easley, Governor
NCDENR William G. Ross Jr., Secretary

SERVICE

N * C Stanford M. Adams, Director
2411 Old US 70 West
Clayton, NC 27520

August 18, 2001

MEMORANDUM

TO: Melba McGee, Office of Legislative Affairs

FROM: Bill Pickens, NC Division Forest Resources

SUBJECT:  DOT scoping for the proposed Winston-Salem Northermn Beltway, Eastern Section
PROJECT #: 02-0058 & TIP #1U-2579 A

The North Carolina Division of Forest Resources has reviewed the referenced scoping docurnent
and offer the following comments that should be addressed in the EA concerning impacts to
woodlands

1. Woodlands will likely be impacted by the project. To evaluate the scope and significance of th
impacts to forest résources we need the total forest land acreage by timber type removed or taken
out of forest production as a result of the project. Age of the stands, height, diameters, and
stocking levels would be helpful. Efforts should be made to align corridors to minimize impacts
to woodlands in the following order of priority:

e Managed, high site index woodland

* Productive forested woodlands

* Managed, lower site index woodlands

* Unique forest ecosystems

» Unmanaged, fully stocked woodlands

+ Unmanaged, cutover woodlands

* Urban woodlands

2. To evaluate the permanent loss of potential productivity, a listing of the forest’s site quality
index based on the soil series should be provided. This information is provide in the Soil Survey
for Forsyth County or can be calculated by on-site measurement.

3. The provisions the contractor will take to utilize the merchantable timber removed during
construction. Emphasis should be on selling all wood products. However, if the wood products
cannot be sold then efforts should be made to haul off the material or turn it into mulch with a
tub grinder. This practice will minimize the need for debris buming, and the risk of escaped
fires and smoke management problems to residences, highways, schools, and towns.

Typically NCDOT leaves disposal of wood products up to the contractor. We feel this policy
results in needless waste of a valuable natural resource and that specific contract provision
requiring clearing contractors to utilize timber products should be adopted.

1616 Mail Service Center, Raleigh. North Caralina 27699-1601
Phane 919 -733-2162 A FAX 919 - 733-0138 \ Interner www dfr sfare ne us





4. If woodland burning is needed, the contractor must comply with the laws and regulations of
open burning as covered under G.S. 113-60.21 through G.S. 113-60.31. Forsyth County is a
non-high hazard county, and G.S. 113-60.24 requiring a regular burning permit would apply.

5. The provisions that the contractor will take to prevent erosion and damage to forestland outside
the right-of-way. Trees, particulazly the root system, can be permanently damaged by heavy
equipment. Efforts should be to avoid skinning of the tree trunk, compacting the soil, adding
layers of fill, exposing the root system, or spilling petroleum or other substances.

6. The impact upon any existing greenways in the proposed project area should be addressed.
We appreciate the opportunity to provide comment on the document and look forward to future

correspondence. We encourage efforts that avoid or minimize impacts to forest resources during the
final planning of this project.

cc: Warren Boyeue
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Northwest Piedmont TR e B
Couricil of Governments

intergovernmental Review Process
400 West Fourth Street, Suite 400
Winston-Salem, NC 27101

REVIEW & COMMENT FORM

The State Clearinghouse sent us the enclosed information about a propasal which
could affect your jurisdiction. Please sirculate [t to the peopls you believe need to be
informed.

./ you need mare inforration about the propesal, please coptact the applicant directly.

“You'may alsé contact Ms. Cheys Baggett, Director of State Clearinghouse,
(919)733-7232.

If you wish to comment on the proposed astion, compiete this form and retum it to the
NWPCOG office by August 21. Please use the anclosed envelope.

Your comments will be forwarded to the State Clearifighouse to be included in &
recommandation 16 the proposed funding agency.

State Application Number 02-E-4220-00%

Commenter's Name & Title M Randy McCaslin_Town Managar
Representing Kernaraville 4 Phone (326) 996-3121
Mailing Address Post Qffics Box 728, Kemersville NC 27285

: / ;:"".'/MM 7 4%/

7y / Signature ' 7 ‘Date
[Aupport this application.

COMMENTS: (You may attach additional sheets.)

400 West Fourth Street «+ SBuite 400 - Winston-Salem, NC 27101 « TDD (336) 7612110
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" - Ma .
a Northwest Piedmont reneve Bt
A V2 Council of Governments (336) 761.2111

FAX (336) 761-2112

intergovernmental Review Process

400 Wast Fourth Street, Suite 400
Winstan-Salem, NC 27101

REVIEW & COMMENT FORM

The State G!earinﬁhouse sent us the enclosed infarmation about a propasal which
could affect your jurisdiction. Please circulate it to the peopie you befieve need o be
informed. |

ce B T : moEaEAty e . I
if you need mare information about the proposal, plegse contact the applicant directly.
You may alsa contact Ms. Chrys Baggett, Director of State Clearinghouse,

(916)733-7232.

If you wish 1o commant on the proposed action, complete this form and return it to the
NWPCOG office by August 21. Please use the enclosed envelope.

Your comments will be forwarded to the State Clearinghouse to be included.in 2
recommendatian to the proposed funding agency.

Represeiitirtg Winaton-Satam Phane [336) 727-2797
Mailing Addrass Hall of Justles, Ronm 700, Winstan-Safam, NC_27402

0 Sighature Date

[v]/ | suppert this application.

COMMENTS: (You may attach additional sheets.)

400 West Fourth Street + Suite 400 - Winston-Salem. NC 27101 - TDD (336) 761-2110
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9 - North Carolina Department of Environment and Natural Resources
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ro) - Division of Water Quality
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August 13, 2001

MEMORANDUM
To: William D. Gilmore, P.E., Manager
NCDOT Project Development & Environmental Analysis Branch
Through: John Derney, NC Division of Water Quali
From: Cynthia F. Van Der Wiele, NCDOT Coordinator ('/UC!‘-‘J
Subject: Scoping comments for proposed ‘Winston-Salem Northern Beltway, Eastern Section

Extension from US 421/1-40 Business east of Winston-Salem to US 311, Guilford
County, Federal Aid Project No. NHF-0918(14), State Project No. 8.26251001, TIP
Project No, U-2579A.

This memo is in reference to your correspondence dated July 27, 2001, in which you requested scoping
comments for the abave project. The Division of Water Quality (DWQ) requests that the following
topics be discussed in the EA/EIS document:

|. Identify streams potentiaily impacted by the project including their classifications and use support
ratings. )

2. Identify the linear feet of stream channelization/relocations. If streams are vegetated, then . - = . o
channelized/relocated streams need to be vegetated. .

3. Identify the number of stream crossings.

4. Note any Water Supply Watershed or Randleman Reservoir Rules that may be applicable in

regard to buffers, sedimentation and erosion control and stormwater management. '

Will permanent spill catch basins be used? These structures need to be placed at all water supply

stream crossings. Identify the responsible party for maintenance.

Identify the storm water controls (permanent & temporary) that will be used.

Ensure that sediment & erosion control measures are not placed in wetlands.

Wetland Impacts:

ID the Federal manual used for identifying and delineating jurisdictional wetlands.

Have wetlands been avoided as much as possible?

Have wetland impacts been minimized?

« Mitigation measures to compensate for habitat losses.

Wetland impacts by plant communities affected.

» Quality of wetlands impacted.

» Total wetland impacts.

o List the §401 Water Quality Certification numbers requested from DWQ.

9. The document must address secondary and cumulative impacts.

10. Bormow/waste areas should avoid wetlands to the maximum extent practicable. Prior to the
approval of any borrow/waste site in a wetland, the contractor must obtain a 401 certification
from DWQ.

11. Please provide a conceptual wetland mitigation plan to help the environmental review.

12. Compensatory mitigation will be considered only after wetland impacts have been avoided and
minimized to the maximum extent possible.

R

Morth Carolina Division of Water Quality, 401 Wetlands Cerlification Unit,

1650 Mail Service Center, Raleigh, NG 27698-1650 {Mailing Address)

9521 Crabtres Bivd., Raleigh, NG 27604-2260 {Lozation}

919-733-1786 (phone), 919-733-6893 {fax), httpi/M20.enr state nc.us/ncwetlands/





13. On-sile, in-kind mitigation is the preferred method of mitigation. In-kind mitigation within the
same watershed is preferred over out-of-kind mitigation.

14. Mitigation should be in the following order: restoration, creation, enhancement, and lastly
preservation.

The supplemental EIS should discuss in detail project alternatives that alleviate traffic problems
without the project, such as mass transit, bicycle lanes (class TI or I facilities) and traffic congestion
management techniques.

For DWQ to concur with an ajternative in the mountains or piedmont, DOT will need to commit to
full control of access to the wetland parcels or DOT to purchase these parcels for wetland mitigation.

Writteri concurrence of 401 Water Quality Certification may be required for this project. Applications
requesting coverage under NW 14 or Regional General Permit 198200031 will require written
concurrence. Please be aware that 401 certification may be denied if wetland or water impacts have not
been avoided and minimized to the maximum extent practicable.

Thank you for requesting our input at this time. The DOT is reminded that issuance of 2401 Water
Quality Certification requires that appropriate measures be instituted to ensure that water quality
standards are met and designated uses are not degraded or lost. If you have any questions or require
additional information, please contact Cynthia Van Der Wiele at (319) 733.5715.

Pc: Eric Alsmeyer, USACE Raleigh Field Office
Tom McCarimey, USFWS Raleigh Field Office .
MaryElien Haggard, NCWRC
File Copy
Central Files
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& _North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission

B2

Charles R. Fullwoad, Fxecurive Dirscror
MEMORANDUM

TO: Melha McGee
Office of Legislative and Intergovernmental Affairs, DENR

FROM: Meryellen Haggard, Highway Projecs Coordinato
Habitat Conservation Program

DATE: August 23, 2001

SUBJECT:  Request for information from the N. C. Department of Transportation (NCDOT)
regarding fish apd wildlife concerns for Winston Salem Northern Beltway, Eastern Section, from
US 421/ 140 Business to US 311, Forsyth County, North Carolina. TIP No.U-25794, State
Praject No. 8.26251001, Federal Aid Project NHE- 0918(14), OIE # O2E-0058

This memorandum responds to a request from Mr. William D. Gilinore of the NCDOT
for our concerns regardiog impacts on fish and wildlife resources resulting from the subject
project. Biologists on the staff of the N. C. Wildlife Resources Commission (NCWRC) have
reviewed the proposed improvements. Our comments are provided in accordance with certain
provisions of the Natiopal Environmental Policy Act (42 U.5.C. 4332(2Xc)) and the Fish and
Wildlife Coordination Act (48 Stat. 401, as amended; 16 U.S.C, 661-667d).

At this time we have no specific concerns regarding this project. We would point out that
Salem Lake and Abbots Creek Water Supply Watersheds are inctuded within the study area. To
help facilitate document preparation and the review process, we request that the following
information be provided: -

1. Descaption of fishery and wildlife resources within the project ares, inchiding a
listing of federally or state designated threatened, endangered, or special coneermn
species. Potential borrow areas to be used for project construction should be
included in the inventories. A listing of designated plant specjes can be
deveioped through consultation with the following programs:

The Natural Herjtege Frogram

N. C. Division of Parks and Recreation
1615 Mail Service Center

Raleigh, N. C 27699-1615

(919) 733-77%5

Mailing Address: Division of Inland Fisheries « 1721 Mail Service Center » Raleigh, NC 27699-172)
Telephone: (919} 733-3633 exc. 261 - Fam (919) 715-7643
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and,

NCDA Plant Conservation Program
P. 0. Box 27647

Raleigh, N. C. 27611

(919) 733-3610

2. Description of any streams or wetlands affected by the project. If applicable, include
the linear feet of stream that will be channelized or relocated.

3. Cover type maps showing wetland acreage impacted by the project. Wetland
acreage should include all project-related areas that may undergo hydrologic
change as a result of ditching, other drainage, or filling for project construction,
Wetland identification may be accomplished through coordination with the 17, 8
Army Corps of Engineers (COE). If the COE is not consulted, the person
delineating wetlands should be identified and cditeria Hsted,

4. Cover type maps showing acreage of upland wildlife habitat impacted by the
proposed project. Potential borrow sites should be includes

5. Show the extent to which the project will result in loss, degradation, ar
fragmengation of wildlife habitat (wetlands or uplands).

6. Incinde the Mitigation plan for avoiding, minimizing or compensating for direct and
indirect degradation in habitat quality as well &s quagtitative losses.

7. Address the overall environmenta! effects of highway copstroetion and quantify the
contribution of this individual project to environmental degradation.

8 Provide a discugsion of the probable impacts on natural resources, which will result
from secondary development, facilitated by the improved road access,

9. If construetion of this facility is to be coordinatad with other state, mnnicipal-, or
private development projccts, a description of these projects should be included ig
the environmental document, and all project sponsors should be identified.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide input in the carly planning stages for this
project. If we can further assist your office, please contact me at (336) 527-1549.

ce:  USFWS, Asheville
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NTDENR Department of Environment and Natural Resourcas Project Numbarf2

State of North Carolina

Reviewing Office:

INTERGOVERNMENTAL REVIEW - PROJECT'COMMENTS

After review of this project it has been determinad that the DENR permit{s) and/or appravals indicated may need ta be abtained in ordar for this project
to comply with Narth Caralina Law. Quaestions regarding these permits should be addressed to tha Regional Office indicated on the reverse oFthis form,
All agplications, information and guidelines refative to these plans and permits are available fromn the same Regional Office,

Due Date: —Zﬁm

Normal Pracess Time

nat discharging into state surface waters.
il

PERMITS SPECIAL APPLICATION PROCEDURES or REQUIREMENTS (Statutory Time Limig
me Limit;
D Permit to construct & operate wastewater treatment Applicatlon 50 days before hegin construction or award of construction 304
faclfitles, sewer system extansions & sewer Systems contracts. On-site inspection. Post-apphication technical conference usual. (50 d:;:)

@*/NPDES-permlt to discharge into surface watar and/or Application 180 days befare begin activity. On-site inspection preapplication
permit ta operate and construct wastewater facifities conferense ws val. Additionally, obtain permit to constryct wastewatar trearment 80~ 120 days
. disgharging into state surface waters. facllity-granted afrer NPDES, Reply time, 30 days after receipt of plans o issue {N/A)
z of NPOES permit-whichever is later.
D Water Use Parmit Preapplication technical conference usually necessary 30 days
{NrA}
(Jf welt Constructian Permic Complete application must be received and permit issued prior to the 7 days
i installation of a welL. {15 days)
/ y X
Q/Dredge and Fill Permis Applicatian copy must be served on each adjacent ripatian property owner < g .
. On-site inspection. Preapplication conferenca usual, Filllng may require Easement go days
/?:\ tw Fillfrom N C Department of Administration and Federal Dredge and Fill Pemit. (50 days)
E] Permit to construct & operate Alr Pollution Abatament
facilities and/or Emission Sources as per 15 A NCAC N/A 60 days
{20.0100, 2G 0300, 2H 0600}
Any open burning associated with subject proposat o it Co N " A .
o must be in comgllance with 15 A NCAC 20,1900 FBrih ““'ﬁ Eiew PHRany Dagt. Ut hbend™
o= 3 " v
fA4| Demolition or renovations of structures tontaining
asbestos materlal must be in compliance with ¢od
15 A NCAC 20 1110 {a) {1} which requires notificatian N/A Odays
and removal prior ta demolition. Contact Asbestos (50 days)
Contrel Group 919-733-0820.
D Complex Source Permit required under 15 A NCAC
20.0800 -
»
E" The Sedimentation Pollution Control Act of 1873 must be praperly addressed for any Jand disturbing activity. An efosion & sedimentation
conurol plan will be required if one or more atres to be disturbed. Plan fled with proper Reglonal Office {Land Quakity Section) at feast 30 20 days
@ days befare beginning activity. A fee af 540 for the firs acre or any part of an acre, (30 days)
D The Sedimentation Poliution Control Act of 1973 must be addressed with respect to the referenced Local Ordinance. 30 days
D Mining Permir On-site Inspection wsual Surety band Mled with DENR. Bend amount varies with
type-mine and number of acres of affected Jand Any are mined greater than 30 days
one acte must be permitted The appropriate bond must be received before {60 days)
the permit can be issued.
D North Caroling Burning permit On-site inspection by N .C Divislon of Forest Resources if permit exceeds 4 days 1 day
{NJA)
i D Special Ground Clearance Burning Permit-22 counties On-site inspection by N.C. Division of Forest Aesources required “if more than five 1 day
i In coastal N C. with arganic soils. acres of ground ¢learing activities are Invalved inspections shoutd be requested [N/A}
I atleast ten days before actuat burn is planned.”
i Qil Relining Facilities S0~ 120 days
4
N/A {N/A)
] DamSafety Permit If pesmit required, application 60 days hefore begén constiuction. Applicant
! must hire ¥ C qualilied engineer te: prepare plans, inspect construgtion. cerify
construction is according to DENR approved plans. May also require permit under
mosquito contrel program. and a 404 permit fram Corps of Engineers 30days
Aninspection of site is nacessary ro verify Hozard Classification. A minfrurn {60 days)

fee of 5200 0O must accompany tha application, An additional processing fee
based on a percentage or the total project cost will be required upon completion
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PERMITS SPECIAL APPLICATION PROCEDURES or REQUIREMENTS Normal Process Tima
[Statutory Tima Limig
{_‘] Permit ta drifl exploratory oil or gas well File surety bond of 55,000 with DENR running to State of N.C. conditional that any 1o0d
wel(l opened by drill aperatar shall.upon abandonment, be plugged according (N‘,:{s
10 DENR tules and regulations.
0 Geophyslcal Explaration Permit Application fitad with DENR at Jeast 10 days prior to Issue of permit. Application 10 days
by lettas.No standard application ferm. {MIA)
D State Lakes Construction Permit Appllcatlon fees based an structure size Is charged. Must include descriptions 15-20days
& drawings of structuse & pioof of ownership of riparian prapercy. N/A)
”;m Water Quality Certfication NZA 55 days
V.7 {130 days)
Q] CAMA Permit for MAJOR development 5250.00 fee must accampany application 60 days
{130 days}
C] CAMA Permit for MINOR devalopment $50.00 fae must accompany applitation 22 days
(25 days)
] Several geodat)c monuments are located In oz near the projact area. If any monument needs to be moved or destroyed, please notify;
N £ Geodetic Survey, Bax 27687 Raleigh.N.C. 27611
E" Abandonmaent of any wells, H required muss be In accardance with Titte 15A Subchapter 2C.0100
- , .
@’ Notification ef the proper regional office is tequested I *orphan” underground storage tanks {USTS) are discovered during any excavation operation.
[Q] Compliance with 15A NCAC 2H 1000 {Caasral Stormwater Rules) is required 45 days
{N/A)
# | Other tcommaents (atrach additional pages as necessary, being certain to cite comment authority)
@ ,wam v, /d?d/ ) Jebne § ya;
’ had .
(g ‘5"&"\ coccu.f-:) Fv B D.:r“" (727-80%0 § Wne Jurisdite- fo B
B Wi Forealt Cn
3 . i S ‘ ]
B | ot %r}d-uﬂ /A J@w U Sa it
()| £l y D Cfle DG § 20 <&/ (ace a wotkid 3 Uee G in
. RS
= — POT ob o dol@anied SRAGenek &S ione ‘aﬁﬁc\a i PR pe
- Far Dl aphevell me Field cspuchocn. -

REGIONAL OFFICES
Questions regarding these permits should be addressed to the Regional Office marked below.
O Ashaville Regional Office O Mooresviile Regional Office O Wilmington Regional Offlce
59 Woodfin Place 919 North Main Street 127 Cardinal Delve Extansion
Asheville, N.C.28801 Mooresville, N.C.28%15 Wilmington, N.C.28405
(828) 251-6208 (704) 663-163% (910} 395-3500
3 Fayetteville Regional Office 03 Raleigh Regional Office O Winston-Salem Regional Office
225 Green 5Street, Suita 714 3800 Barrett Drive, PO.Box 27687 585 Waughtown Street
Fayetteville, N.C.28301 Raleigh,N.C.27611 Winston-5alem, N.C.27107
{910) 486-1541 (919) 571-4700 {336) 771-4800

[0 Washington Regional Office
943 Washington Square Mall
Washington, N.C.2788%

{252) 946-6481





WETLANDS AND WATERS COMMENTS

Please be advised that you should consider proceeding with pre-application meetings for acquiring your
USACOE 404 permit and your DWQ 401 certifications for this project prior to completing your environmental
review. Although no permits or certifications cap be issued until the environmental document is completed, the
404/401 pre-application process could provide additional insights into the project.

The delineation of the wetland/waters irnpacts accomplished should be verified by the USACOE for both
the acres of jurisdictional wetlands and jurisdictional linear footage of waters during this review It is suggested
that during the 404/401 seview that site visits be coordinated so that USACOE and DWQ field personnel, water
supply and stormwater administrators, and other interested parties can be present. Both stream and wetland
mitigation could be required for impacts which cannot be avoided. High value bottornland hardwood wetlands
have been found and avoided during permitting and certifications for other 404/401 impacts in the general area.
Stormwater (maintaining current hydrography and water supply (maintaining current quality) issues will also
require due diligence and buffer protection. Variances and/or mitigation requirements and/or other actions may
be necessary for both. Maximizing mitigation efforts within the same subbasin where the impacts oceur will
be paramount due to the above issued

Bioengincering techniques and stream design criteria should be utilized for stream protection.
rejocations, and restorations as per fluvial morphology and restoration principles developed by Dave Rosgen,
et al.

It will be crucial during construction in or near wetlands and waters, (by all parties contribuking to this
development), that the 404/401 conditions be followed without deviation (should they be issued) as specific
conditions will betp reduce the cumulative impacts associated with this project. Controlling equipment operators
should be a high priority in order to prevent unpermitted impacts, unnecessary wetland losses, and to provide
the required preservation or restoration of preexisting conditions and elevations. Restoration of any construction
drained arcas and revegetation must be accomplished after construction is finished Floodplain pools should be
avoided in order to protect any endangered or special concern species, if any.

STORMWATER PERMITS COMMENTS

Any construction activity including clearing, grading, and excavation activities resulting in the disturbance of
five (5) or more acres of total land are required to obtain a NPDES Stormwater Permit prior to beginning these
activities. This permit requires weekly inspections of all sediment control facilities plus a record of inspection
after any rainfall event greater than 0.05 inches. Violations are finable

Any facility that is defined as having stormwater discharges associated with industrial activity is required to
obtain a NPDES Stormwater Permit prior to beginning operation.

State stormwater penmits are required for development activities draining to Qutstanding Resource Waters or
activities withiz one mile of and draining to High Quality Waters if the activities require a Sedimentation and
Erosion Control Plan. The Stormwater Permit must be obtained prior to development activities





North Carolina
Department of Administration

Michael F, Easley, Governor Gwynn T. Swinson, Secretary
September 5, 2001

Mr. Williarn Gilmore

NCDOT nru"\
1448 Mail Service Center SEr 1
Raleigh, NC

Dear Mr. Gilmore:

Re: SCHFile # 02-E-4220-0058; Scoping Scoping-Supplemental DEIS for the construction on nevs
location of the Winston-Salem Northern Beltway, Eastern Section Extension in Forsyth County

The above referenced project has been reviewed through the State Clearinghouse Intergovernmental
Review Process. Attached to this letter are comments made by agencies reviewing this docume:::

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (919) 807-2425.

Sincerely,

har gl

Ms. Chrys Baggett
Environmental Policy Act Coordinator

Attachments

cc: Regionl

116 West Jones Street Raleigh, North Carolina 27603-8005 Telephone $19-307-2425
An Equal Opporunity £ Afirmative Action Employer
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NCDENR

North Carolina Department of Environment and Natural Resources
Michael F. Easley, Gaverner William G. Ress Jr., Secretary

MEMORRNDUMH

TO: chrya Baggett
: State Qlearinghouse

FROM: Melba McGee
Environmental Review Coordinator

SUBJECT: 02-E~0058 Scoping for the Proposed Winston-Salem Northern
Beltway, Eastern Section, Forsyth County

DATE: RAugust 28, 2001

The Department of Environment and Natural Resources has reviewed the
proposed information. The attached comments are for the applicant's
information and consideration. Any comments received from the Division of
Water Quality will be forwarded to you for your file.

Thank you for the opportunity to review.

Attachments
- RECEIvER
AU 23 2np

.\' ol
NG, STAIE CLESRINGY

Quse

1601 Mail Service Center, Raleigh, North Carclina 27699-1601
Phane. 919-733-4984 \ FAX.; 919-715-3060\ Infernet. www.enrsiate nc.us/ENR/

A Eru3 Demvtavn Mevapie i Trpo e K Qs 0 Post ondurer Poop
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North Carolina
Department of Administration

Michael F. Easley, Govemnor Gwynn T. Swinson, Secretary
September 6, 2001

Mr. William Gilmore

N.C. Dept. of Transportation

Project Dev. and Env. Analysis Branch ~ 1548 MSC

Raleigh, North Carolina 27658-1548 cED

Dear Mr. Gilmore:

Re:  SCH File # 02-E-4220-0058; Scoping -Supplemental DEIS for the Winston-Salem Northern
Beltway, Eastern Section Extension in Guilford County; TIP #U-2579-A

The above referenced project has been reviewed through the State Clearinghouse Intergovernmental
Review Process. Attached to this letter are additional cornments made by agencies reviewing this
document. Please include these comments with those previously submitted by this office.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (919) §07-2425.

Sincerely,

Chaoser (0057
Ms. Chrys Baggeit
Environmental Policy Act Coordinator

Attachments

cc: Regionl

116 West Jones Streer Raleigh, North Carolina 37603-8005 Telephone 319-807-2415

An Equal Opportuairy / Affirmative Action Employer
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NCDENR

North Carolina Department of Environment and Natural Resources

Michael F. Easley, Governor William G. Ross Jr., Secretary

MEMORANDUM

TO: . ¢hrys Baggett
State Clearinghouse

FROM: Melba McGeeNT‘
Praject Review Coordinator

RE: 02-E~Q058 Scoping Winston-Salem Northern Beltway, Forsyth
County

DATE: September 5, 2001

The attached comments were received by this office after the response
due date. These comments should be forwarded to the applicant and made a
part of our previous comment package.

Thank you for the opportunity to respond.

Attachment

RECEIVED

SEP 4 2001

M0 BTATE CLEARINGE A 12t

1601 Mail Service Center, Raleigh, North Carclina 27699-1601
Phone. §19-733-4084 \ FAX 919-715-3060 \ Internet. www enrstate nc us/ENR/
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oo ?d,,ﬂ:f'-/ DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND : Project Numpber
, NATURAL RESQURCES 228 — o058
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH o
vy s/

Inter-Agency Project Review Response

Project Name AZ D47 Skl e Type of Project_fe)_orlitn 43-'«5?4‘7
Jexo ‘g fo ) ev (oot e

Comments provided by:

O Regional Program Person

ﬁ' Regional Engineer for Public Water Supply Section

[0 Central Office program persaon

Narme: L £E é . S:%.q et Date: ?/Z ?L /9 /
Telephane number: 336- 777~ 4‘&7[’)0 ‘ ’

Program within Division of Environmental Health:

[Z~ Public Water Supply

0 Other, Name of Program:

Response {check all applicable):

[0 No objection to project as proposed

0 Nocomment .

O insufficient information to complete review
[0 Camments attached .

E' See comments below

THE flepescy STudy AREA THLiudES Aedricds or Tt
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SN ifreAn T AMINTT v TAE SHALL SR AAks LrTel-
Spen WHICH SuPALIES TFTHL itmifTand - Sasen //msw—,f- Counry
ARSI SYSFE A, ﬂ{'rz..s.c:—.—' AND Sicod gty Tusddes5 o THE
() 478 A SuAdrLY AT EASHELD Wbl LIKELY [Sg SibaEreddT
Sy AdrA Hese cCceovilds A Smvacl AAMoedTT oF
sad  fARL TR~ A L& 2ATEA SwdAry
Sedpey e L\ e§ THE £TIE-S okt

TFed £
Fhg.  Hedd it sl§  OF -
ATz LS HLd TS GIATEA

.THD,{*:L:JLLE AdD LEK g ’67——0 ’ %%

Return to: ;

Public Water Supply Section
Enviranmental Review Coordinator
far the
Division af Enviranmental Health





DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND e
NATURAL RESOURCES D25 ey
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH | Coun

co7/ A
%

Inter-Agency Project Review Response

Project Name/{~ 2207 ~ 49.?&544«.. Type of Project_ /) %)’ZZ‘” 2 ”%7

(]

e

S'Ma J /c_x‘{-—r" IM q‘q"
The applicant should be advised that plans and specifications or all water system
improvements must be approved by the Division of Environmental Health prior to the
award of a conlract or the initiation of construction {(as reguired by 15A NCAC 18C
.0300et. seq.). For information, contact the Public Water Supply Section, (519)
733-2321.

This project will be classified as a non-community public water supply and must comply
with state and federal drinking water monitoring requirements. For more information the
applicant should contact the,Public Water Supply Secllon, {519} 733-2321.

If this project is constructed as proposed, we will recommend closure of feet of
adjacent waters to the harvest of shellfish. For information regarding the shellfish
sanitation program, the applicant should contact the Shellfish Sanitation Section at {252)
726-6827.

The soil disposal area(s) proposed for this project may produce a mosquito breeding
problem. Forinformation concerning appropriate mosquito control measures, the
applicant should contact the Public Health Pest Management Section at (252} 726-8970.

The applicant should be advised that prior to the removal or demalition of dilapidated
structures, a extensive rodent control program may be necessary in order {o prevent the
migration of the rodents to adjacent areas. For information concerning rodent control,
conlact the loca! health department or the Public Health Pest Management Section at
(919) 733-6407.

The applicant should be advised to contact the local health depariment regarding their
requirements for seplic tank installations {as required under 15A NCAC 18A. 1500 et.
sep.). Forinformation concerning septic tank and other on-site waste disposal methods,
contact the On-Site Wastewater Section at (919) 733-2895.

The applicant should be advised to contact the local health department regarding the
sanitary facilities required for this project.

If existing water lines will be relocaled during the construction, plans for the water fine
relocation must be submitted io the Division of Environmental Heaith, Public Water
Supply Section, Technical Services Branch, 1634 Mail Service Center, Raleigh, North
Carolina 27699-1634, (919) 733-2321.

For Regional and Central Office comments, see the reverse side of this form4. - Fuss
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. o B DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND Profect Number

NATURAL RESOURCES 225 - ooss
DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH County
/4/51-97%-

Inter-Agency Project Review Response

Project Name AC DT Jf/mﬁ@z Lé\ Type of Project_/Ze ol /f.v,e.’f"’::r?

Seaolng Lol e Connecfon
Comments provided by:

,,E’ Regional Program Person ( /9.;4,?" M—-u—,.;_..,,.,.‘,?‘ /

[] Regional Engineer for Public Water Supply Section -

[0 Central Office program person

Y4
Name: BN{.C-E K et 78 J/f‘?_/pw Date:_o2/ ’%&4’ rri
Telephone number: 3IL-FT-HL 08 x 367

Program within Division of Environmental Health:

] Public Water Supply

)Q’ Other, Name of Program:
Response (check all applicable):

No obje_ction to project as proposed

No comment

Insufficient information to complete review

Comments attached

Swoooo

See comments below
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Helurn to:

Public Water Supply Sectlon
Environmental Review Coordinator
for the
Division of Environmeantal Health





12-18-2682 16:42 NC DOT PDEA + 967720508 NO. 356 re3

TOWNOF KERNERSVILLE Sy £ e o, Hayor

184 East Mountain Straet
Telephone (336) 996-3121
Fax (336) 998.4822

P.O. Box 728
Kemarsville, NG 27288-0728

July 23, 2002

Pat lvey

NCDOT Division of Engineering
2125 Cloverdale Avenue
Winston Salem NC 27105

Re: Northeast Beltway

Dear Mr, lvey;
This letter is written to raquest certain design considerations in the Northeast Beltway. Those considerations are:

+  Street and pedestrian connectivity; and
* an Airport Connector interchange

The Northeast Beltway will bisect existing and potential street and pedestrian connectivity in the area between
Business-40 and West Mountain Street, The padestrian connection includes & planned greenway along Kerner
Mill Creek. An east/west connection for automobiles is crucial dua to the fact that West Mountain Street is or
will so0n be at capacity,

It is my understanding that the Airport Connector has not been considered In the ourrent beltway design. As you
may be aware, the Winston-Balem MPO has selected an Airport Comnector corridor and interchange Jocation
within the beltway.

At this time [ request NCDOT’s consideration in the design of the Northeast Beltway to inchude street and
pedestrian coneectivily in the ares between Business-40 and West Mountain Stresr: and an Interchange with the
Airport Connector.

If you have any questions, please give me a call at 992-0704,

Sincerely,

S A
iy
sl
1
.

Jeff Hatling, AICP
Planning Director

C: Curtis Swisher, Alderman and TAC member
Randy McCaslin, Town Manager
Tim Shields, Public Works Director
Greg Errert, Winston-Salem MPO

ALDERMEN Hdmg 0207080 it

B.J. Ellender - Brian M. Graen - Dawn H. Morgan - J. lrving Neal - Curlis L. Swisher

P NORTH GARGLINA'S

= PEDMONT
= TRIAD





NORFOLK

SOUTHERN
Norfolk Southern Corporation J. N, Carter, Jr.
99 Spring Street, S.W Chief Engineer

Allanta, Georgia 30303 Bridges and Structures

404/529-1408 i
! Philip N. Decker
Fax: 404/527-2589 Engineer

Public Improvements
Phone: 404/529-1436
Fax: 404/527-2769

Subject: Winston-Salem, North Carolina — Proposed Winston-Salem Northern Beltway, I-
74, Crossing Norfolk Southern Railway Tracks by Grade Separation at Mileposts
K-19.0+/-, K-35.4+/~ and R-120.3+/-. State Project 6.628002T (U-2579) Forsyth
County.

September 16, 2003
Files: 117-29039 PND
117-14104

Ms. Missy Dickens, P. E.

Project Development and Environmental Branch
North Carolina Department of Transportation
1548 Mail Service Center

Raleigh, North Carolina 27 699-1548

Dear Ms. Dickens:

Reference is made to your letter dated August 1, 2003 furnishing us with a map
showing the preferred alignment for the Winston-Salem Northern Beltway, TIP Projects R-2247,
U-2579 and U-2579A. It appears that Project 1J-2579 will cross Norfolk Southemn tracks at the
three above captioned locations as noted on the attached copy of the location map.

Each location is being reviewed by the railway’s management and I hope to be in
a position in the very near future to respond to the inquiry made in the last paragraph of your
letter.

Please contact me at 404/529-1436 should you have questions.

Sincerely, 2,
¢S 2

e L L /44_4/’/
P. N. Decker
Engineer

Public Improvements

Pl

Memrtinm @okeidiane Nnefolk Southern Railway Company





Winston-Salem Northern Beltway

Western Section and Eastern Section Preferred Alternatives
Eastern Section Extension Alternatives
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APPENDIX D

7. Notices of Intent

Winston—Salem Northern Beltway

Supplemental Final EIS —Project R-2247

Supplemental Draft EIS — Projects U-2579 and U-2579A
September 2004





[Federal Register: august 3, 2000 {Volume 65, Number 150)}

[Notices]

fPage 47820]

From the Federal Register Online via GPC Access [(wais.access.gpo.gov]
[DOCID: £fr03au00-117]

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATICN

Federal Highway Administration

Environmental Impact Statement: Forsyth County, North Carclina
AGENCY: Federal Highway Administration ({(FHWA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of Intent.

SUMMARY: The FHWA is issuing this notice to advise the public that a
supplemental draft environmental impact statement will be prepared for
a proposed highway project in Forsyth County, North Carolina.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr. Roy Shelton, Operations Engineer,
Federal Highway Administration, 310 New Bern Avenue, Suite 410,
Raleigh, North Carolina 27601, Telephone: {(919) 856-4350.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The FHWA, in cooperation with the North
Carclina Department of Transportation {NCDOT}, will prepare a
supplemental draft environmental impact statement (EIS) on an extension
of the proposed Northern Beltway (Eastern Section} of Winston-Salem in
Forsyth County. The proposed action would be the construction of a
multi-lane divided, controlled access highway on new location from US
421 east of Winston-Salem to US 311 southeast of Winston-Salem. A Draft
Environmental Impact Statement on the Eastern Section, the portion of
the facility from US 52 northwest of Winston-Salem to US 421 east of
Winston-Salem {FHWA-NC-EIS-95-04-D) was approved by FHWA on 14
September, 1555. The Eastern Section together with the Eastern Section
Extension will carry proposed I-74 and will relieve congestion on US 52
and US 421. The proposed action is a part of the 1987 Winston-Salem/
Forsyth County Thoroughfare Plan.

Alternatives under consideration include: (1) The *‘no-build’’, {2}
improving existing facilities, and (3} a controlled access highway on
new location.

Letters describing the proposed action and soliciting comments will
be sent to appropriate Federal, State, and local agencies. A public
meeting and meetings with local officials and neighborhocd groups will
be held in the study area. A public hearing will also be held.
Information on the time and place of the public hearing will be
provided in the local news media. The supplemental draft EIS will be
available for public and agency review and comment at the time of the
hearing. No formal scoping meeting is planned at this time.

To ensure that the full range of issues related to the proposed
action are addressed and all significant issues are identified,
comments and suggestions are invited from all interested parties.





Comments and guestions concerning the proposed action should be
directed to the FHWA at the address provided above.

{Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Program Number 20.203,
Highway Research Planning and Construction. The regulations
implementing Executive Order 12372 regarding intergovernmental
consultation on Federal programs and activities apply to this
program}

Roy C. Shelton,

Operations Engineer, Federal Highway Administration, Raleigh, North
Carolina.

[FR Doc. 00-19606 Filed 8-2-00; B8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-22-M
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SUMMARY: The U.S. Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA]) in coordination
with the District of Columbia
Department of Transportation (DDOT)
in Washington, DC is issuing this notice
to advise the public that an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS})
will be prepared to assess the potential
effects of the proposed action to reopen
Klingle Road, NW., to vehicular access
in Washington, DC. To ensure that all
significant issues related to the
proposed action are identified, DDOT
will conduct a public scoping meeting.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Federal Highway Administration,
District of Columbia Division: Mr.
Michael Hicks, Environmental/Urban
Engineer, 1990 K Street, NW., Suite 510,
Washington, DC 20006-1103, (202} 219—
3536; or Maurice Keys, District of
Columbia, Department of
Transportation, (202) 6712740,
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Klingle
Road is located in northwest
Washington, DC and runs northeast to
west from Beach Drive in Rock Creek
Park to the Washington National
Cathedral. The segment of Klingle Road
between Porter Street, NW. and
Cortland Place, NW. [approximate
designations) was closed to traffic in
1991 due to deterioration of the
roadway related to drainage failure. The
Council of the District of Columbia
never officially closed this segment of
Klingle Road through a legislative
action, however [this portion of the road
remains closed to traffic. Failure of the
drainage system has resulted in severe
deterioration of the roadway, headwalls,
and underlying stormwater system. At a
minimum the no-action alternative
would include repairing the retaining
walls to better manage stormwater run-
off in the study area. The purpose of the
proposed acticn is to provide an east-
west connection through Rock Creek
Park in the District of Columbia by
reopening Klingle Road to vehicular
access. The Klingle Road Restoration
Act of 2003, Bill #B15—0061, was
introduced by the Council of the District
of Columbia in January 2003 and was
enacted in March 2003. Section 3 of the
bill specifically states ““The portion of
Klingle Road, NW., between Porter
Street, NW., on the east to Cortland
Place, NW., on the west, shall be
repaired and re-opened to the puhlic for
vehicular traffic and recreational uses.”
The directive to repair Klingle Road was
codified in to law as part of the Fiscal
Year 2004 Budget Support Act of 2003,
effective November 13, 2003 (D.C. Law
15-38; D.C. Official Code §9-115.11).
According to this Act: The portion of
Klingle Road, NW., between Porter

Street, NW., on the east to Cortland
Place, NW., on the west shall be re-
opened to the public for motor vehicle
traffic, with the repair and
reconstruction of Klingle Road, which
shall include the establishment of a
District Departrnent of Transportation
storm water management plan, to
commence 1o later than 180 days
following November 13, 2003.’

The environmental review of the
vehicular use alternatives will be
conducted in accordance with the
requirements of the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of
1969, as ameudad (42 U.S.C. 4371, et
seq.), Council on Environmental Quality
(CEQ) regulations (40 CFR parts 1500-
1508), FHWA Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR 23 part 771.101-
771.137 et seq.), and all applicable
Federal, state, and local government
laws, regulations, and policies.

Public Scoping Meeting: DDOT will
solicit public comments for
consideration and possible
incorporation in the Draft EIS through
public scoping, including a scoping
meeting, on the proposed action. To
ensure that the full range of issues
related to this proposed action are
addressed and all significant issues are
identified early in the process,
comments and suggestions are invited
from all interested and/or potentially
affected parties. These individuals or
groups are invited to attend the public
scoping. The meeting location and time
will be publicized in local newspapers
and elsewhere. Written comments will
be accepted throughout this process and
can be forwarded to the address
provided above.

{Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Number 20,205 Highway Planning
and Construction. The regulations
implementing Executive Order 12372
regarding intergovernmental consultation on
Federal programs and activities apply to this
programy}.

Issued on: March 12, 2004.
Gary L. Henderson,

Division Administrator, District of Columbia
Division, Federal Highway Administration.

[FR Doc. 04-6027 Filed 3—16-04; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 4910-22-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Highway Administration

Environmental Impact Statement:
Forsyth County, NC

AGENCY: Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), DOT.

ACTION: Revised notice of intent.

SUMMARY: The FHWA is issuing this
notice to advise the public that a draft
environmental impact statement will be
prepared for the consolidated Winston-
Salem Northern Beltway proposed
highway projects in Forsyth County,
North Carolina.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Emily Lawton, Operations Engineer,
Federal Highway Administration, 310
New Bern Avenue, Suite 410, Raleigh,
North Carolina 27601, Telephone: (919}
856-4350.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
FHWA, in cooperation with the North
Carolina Department of Transportation
(NCDOT), will prepare a draft
environmental impact statement (EIS)
on the consolidated Northern Beltway
proposed highway projects (Western
Section, Eastern Section, and Eastern
Section Extension) of Winston-Salem in
Forsyth County. The proposed action
would be the construction of a mukti-
lane divided, controlled access highway
on new location from US 158 southwest
of Winston-Salem to US 311 southeast
of Winston-Salem. A Final
Environmental Impact Statement on the
Waestern Section, the portion from US
158 southwest of Winston-Salem to US
52 northwest of Winston-Salem
(FHWA~NC-EIS~92-06-F), was
approved by FHWA on 14 March 1996,
The Western Section will improve
north-south connectivity in western
Forsyth County, provide improved
direct regional connections to other
major highways, and relieve congestion
on roadways in western Forsyth County.
A Draft Environmental Impact
Statement on the Eastern Section, the
portion of the facility from US 52
northwest of Winston-Salem to US 421
east of Winston-Salem (FHWA-NC~
EIS-95-04-1), was approved by FHWA
on 14 September 1995, The Eastern
Section together with the Eastern
Section Extension will serve regional
traffic by improving system linkage and
continuity, relieving congestion on
major highways including US 52 and
US 421, and by providing the route for
future I-74. The proposed action is a
part of the 1987 Winston-Salem/Forsyth
County Thoroughfare Plan. In addition,
the projects together will provide a
northern loop highway in accordance
with the 1989 North Carolina Highway
Trust Fund Act.

Alternatives under consideration
include: (1) The “no-build”, (2)
improving existing facilities, (3)
transportation demand management and
transportation system management
alternatives; {4) mass transit
alternatives; and {5) a controlied access
highway on new location.
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Letters describing the proposed action
and soliciting comments will be sent to
appropriate Federal, State, and local
agencies. A public meeting and
meetings with local officials and
neighborhood groups will be held in the
study area. A public hearing will also be
held. Information on the time and place
of the public hearing will be provided
in the local news media. The
supplemental draft EIS will be available
for public and agency review and
comment at the time of the hearing. No
formal scoping meeting is planned at
this time.

To ensure that the full range of issnes
related to the proposed action are
addressed and all significant issues are
identified, comments and suggestions
are invited from all interested parties.
Comments and questions concerning the
proposed action should be directed to
the FHWA at the address provided
above.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Number 20.205, Highway Research
Planning and Construction. The regulations
implementing Executive Order 12372
regarding intergovernmental consultation on
Federal programs and activities apply to this
program.}

Issued on: March 3, 2004.

Emily Lawton,

Operations Engineer, Raleigh, North Carolina.
[FR Doc. 04-5964 Filed 3~16-04; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4810-22-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Highway Administration

Environmental Impact Statement:
Watauga and Caldwell Counties, NC

AGENCY: Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), DOT.

ACTION: Rescindment of notice of intent.

SUMMARY: The FHWA rescinds its notice
of intent to prepare an environmental
impact statement for the proposed US
321 Improvements project at Blowing
Rack.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Emily Lawton, Operations Engineer,
Federal Highway Administration, 310
New Bern Avenne, Suite 410, Raleigh,
North Carolina 27601, Telephone: (919)
856—4350.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
FHWA, in cooperation with the North
Carolina Department of Transportation
(NCDOT}, prepared a Draft
Environmental Impact Statement
(FHWA—NC-EIS—02-D} for the US 321
Improvements project at Blowing Rock
in Caldwe]] and Watauga Counties,
North Carolina, The FHWA does not

intend to prepare a Final Environmental
Impact Statement on this action.
{Catalog of Federal Domeslic Assistance
Program Number 20.205, Highway Research
Planning and Consiruction. The regulations
implementing Executive Order 12372
regarding intergovernmental consultation on
Federal programs and activities apply to this
program.}

Issued on March 3, 2004.
Emily Lawton,
Operations Engineer, Raleigh, North Carolina.
[FR Doc. 04-5965 Filed 3—16-04; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310-22-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Motor Carrier Safety
Administration

Qualification of Drivers; Exemption
Applications; Vision

AGENCY: Federal Motor Carrier Safety
Administration (FMCSA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of denials.

SUMMARY: The FMCSA annonnces its
denial of 43 applications from
individuals who requested an
exemption from the Federal vision
standards applicable to interstate trnck
drivers and the reasons for the denials.
The FMCSA has statutory authority to
exempt individuals from vision
standards if the exemptions granted will
not compromise safety. The agency has
concluded that granting these
exemptions does not provide a level of
safety that will equal or exceed the level
of safety maintained without the
exemptions for these commercial motor
vehicle drivers.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Sandra Zywokarte, Office of Bus and
Truck Standards and Qperations, [MC—
P3D), (202) 366—2987, Department of
Transportation, FMCSA, 400 Seventh
Street, SW., Washington, DC 20590~
0001. Office hours are from 7:45 a.m. to
4:15 p.m., e.t., Monday throngh Friday,
except Federal holidays.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

Under 49 U.S.C. 31315 and 31136(e),
FMCSA may grant an exemption from
the Federal vision standards for a
renewable 2-year period if it finds such
an exemption would likely achieve a
level of safety that is eqnivalent to, or
greater than, the level that would be
achieved absent such an exemption {49
CFR 391.41{b)(10)).

Accordingly, FMGSA evaluated 43
individnal exemption requests on their
merits and made a determination that
these applicants do not satisfy the

criteria established to demonstrate that
granting an exemption is likely to
achieve an equal or greater level of
safety than exists without the
exemption. Each applicant has, prior to
this notice, received a letter of final
disposition on his/her individual
exemption request. Those decision
letters fully ontlined the basis for the
denial and constitute final agency
action. The list published today
summarizes the agency’s recent denials
as required under 49 U.5.C. 31315(b}(4)
by periodically publishing names and
reason for denjals,

The following 20 applicants lacked
sufficient recent driving experience over
three years:

Allen, Percy B.

Bacon, Nick D.

Clifton, Jr., Raymand E.
Coleman, Jerry D.
Hallwachs, Jerry
Hansen, Michael P.
Hardee, Richard G,
Henson, Richard M.
Hillman, Robert
Hoefner, Patrick L.
King, William J.
Levine, Martin L,
McEntyre, William C.
Meyer, Fred G.

Osuna, Jorge L.

Pierce, Jr., Charles E.
Reynolds, Glennis R.
Sharp, Ronald L.
Weeks, David N.
Whitlow, Jr., Bernard R.

Two applicants, Mr, David W.
Shrimplin and Mr. Timothy D. Leggett,
do not have experience operating a
commercial motor vehicle (CMV) and
therefore presented no evidence from
which FMCSA can conclnde that
granting the exemption is likely to
achieve a level of safety equal to that
existing without the exemption.

The iollowing 9 applicants do not
have 3 years of experience driving a
CMV on public highways with the
vision deficiency:

Burnworth, Randy L.
Huelster, Randy
McFalls, Carol W,
Miller, Larry

Rich, Ross C.
Raoberts, Michael J.
Schwab, Charles F.
Steinmetz, Daniel L.
Willhoyt, Richard P.

Four applicants do not have 3 years
of recent experience driving a CMV with
the vision deficiency:

Crane, James R.
Gruszecki, Ronald J.
Holland, BEillie E.
Powell, Richard G.

Three applicants, Mr, Danny
Netherland, Mr, Edward ]. Perfetto and
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Highway Administration
310 New Bern Avenue, Suite 410
Raleigh, North Carolina 27601

S oF September 1, 2004

DEFR,
o Oy,
ey Nou'd‘?o

iN REPLY REFER TQ

HDA-NC

Mr. Raymond A. Mosley, Director

Office of the Federal Register

National Archives and Records Administration
700 Pennsylvania Ave. NW

Washington, D.C. 20408-0001

Subject: Revised Notice of Intent to prepare a Supplemental Final Environmental
impact Statement on the Western Section and a Supplemental Draft
Environmental Impact Statement on the Eastern Section and Eastern
Section Extension of the Winston-Salem Northern Beltway Projects in
Forsyth County, North Carolina; Federal-Aid No. STPNHF-3918(11), TIP No.
R-2247CB, State Project No. 8.U624301

Dear Mr. Mosley:
Enclosed are three copies of the Revised Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental

fmpact Statement on the subject project. Please publish this document in the Federal

Register.
Sincerely yours,
. Sullivan, 1li, P.E.
Division Administrator
Enclosures

cc: Mr, Gregory J. Thorpe, PhD., NCDOT w/enclosure
FHWA, Washington, D.C., HEP-1, w/enclosure





[4910-22]

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Highway Administration

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT: FORSYTH COUNTY, NORTH CAROLINA
AGENCY: Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), DOT

ACTION: Revised Notice of Intent

SUMMARY: The FHWA is issuing this notice to advise the public that a supplemental final
environmental impact statement on the Western Section of the Northern Beltway and a suppiemental
draft environmental impact statement on the Eastern Section and Eastern Section Extension of the
Winston-Salem Northern Beltway will be prepared as one document to address the impacts of the
consolidated proposed Winston-Salem Northern Beltway projects in Forsyth County, North Carolina.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms. Emily Lawton, Operations Engineer, Federal
Highway Administration, 310 New Bem Avenue, Suite 410, Raleigh, North Carolina 27601,
Telephone: (919) 856-4350.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The FHWA, in cooperation with the North Carolina
Department of Transportation (NCDOT), will prepare, as one document and under one cover, a
supplemental final environmental impact statement on the Western Section of the Northern Beltway
and a supplementa} draft environmental impact statement on the Eastern Section and Eastern Section
Extension of the Northern Beltway of Winston-Salem in Forsyth County. The document will address
the impacts that all sections of the Northemn Beltway will have on the environment. Public
comments will be addressed in a subsequent environmental document that will also address any
changes to the Western Section and the Eastern Section and Eastern Section Extension of the
Northern Beltway, prepared as a single document. The proposed action would be the construction of
a multi-lane divided, controlled access highway on new location from US 158 southwest of Winston-
Salem to US 311 southeast of Winston-Salem. A Final Environmental Impact Statement on the
Western Section, the portion from US [58 southwest of Winston-Salem to US 52 northwest of
Winston-Salem (FHW A-NC-EIS-92-06-F), was approved by FHWA on 14 March 1996. A Draft
Environmental Impact Statement on the Eastern Section, the portion of the facility from US 52
northwest of Winston-Salem to US 421 east of Winston-Salem (FHWA-NC-EIS-95-04-D), was
approved by FHWA on 14 September 1995.





Alternatives under consideration include: (1) The "no-build", (2) improving existing facilities, (3)
transportation demand management and transportation systerm management alternatives; (4) mass

transit alternatives; and (5) a controlled access highway on new location.

Letters describing the proposed action and soliciting comments have been sent to appropriate
Federal, State, and local agencies. Public meetings and meetings with local officials and
neighborhood groups have been held in the study area. A public hearing will also be held.
Information on the time and place of the public hearing will be provided in the local news media.
The supplemental final environmental impact statement/supplemental draft environmental impact

statement will be avaijable for public and agency review and comment at the time of the hearing.

To ensure that the full range of issues related to the propased action are addressed and all significant
issues are identified, comments and suggestions are invited from all interested parties. Comiments
and questions concerning the proposed action should be directed to the FHWA at the address

provided above.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Program Number 20.205, Highway Research Planning and
Construction. The regulations implementing Executive Order 12372 regarding intergovernmental

consultation on Federal programs and activities apply to this program.)

Issued on:

W1

AL G

Emily awton
Operations Engineer
Raleigh, North Carolina






APPENDIX D

8. Other Agency Coordination

Winston—Salem Northern Beltway

Supplemental Final EIS —Project R-2247

Supplemental Draft EIS — Projects U-2579 and U-2579A
September 2004
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Asheville Field Office
160 Zitlicoa Street
Asheville, North Carotina 28801

October 3, 1995

Mr. Nicholas L. Graf, P.E.
Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration
310 New Bern Avenue, Suite 410
Raleigh. North Carolina 27601

Dear Mr. Graf:

Subject: Proposed construction of the Winston-Salem Northern Beltway,
Western Section, Forsyth County, North Carolina, TIP No. R-2247

In your letter of September 25, 1995, you requested our concurrence that
the subject project will have "no effect” on federally listed endangered
and threatened species. The following comments are provided in
accordance with the provisions of Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
of 1973. as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531-1543) (Act).

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife (Service) has reviewed the information
provided with your letter and appreciates that surveys were conducted for
federally listed species. The Service concurs with the "no effect”
determination for the red-cockaded woodpecker (Picoides borealis).
small-anthered bittercress (Cardamine micranthera), and white irisette
(Sisyrinchium dichotomum) with regard to this project. In view of this,
we beljeve the requirements of Section 7(c) of the Act. as amended, are
fulfilled. However, obligations under Section 7 of the Act must be
reconsidered if: (1) new information reveals impacts of this identified
action that may affect endangered or threatened species or critical
habitat in a manner not previously considered, (2) this action is
subsequently modified in a manner not considered in this review, or (3) a
new species is listed or critical habitat is determined that may be
affected by the action.

In any future correspondence pertaining to this project. please reference
our Log Number 4-2-89-078. -

Sincerely,:,j

S /1:5" )
s ; . A
Joo % s
Richafd/ G. B{§g1ns

Acting Field Supervisor

B-75
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Trustees

Chairpersan

Sandy Carmany
Greensboro TAC

Vice-Chairpersen
Gloria Whisenhunt
Farsyth County

Treasurer
Larry Williams
Winstan-Salem TAC

Secretary
John Patterson
Alamance County

Becky Smathers
High Paint

Fred Terry
Winston-Salem

Steve Ross
Burlington

Keith Halfiday
Greenshora

Fred Sink
Davidson County

Nancy Dunn
Doug Galyon
NCDDT Board Members

Rill Whiteheart
Airport Commission of FC

Bab Landreth
Builford County

Larry Wardick
High Point TAC

Ed Hoaks
Burlingtan TAC

Dr. Dtis Tllman
Piedmont Triad Airport

Darrell Frye
Randalph County

David Isley
Rockingham County

June §, 2004

Missy Dickens, P.E., Project Manager

North Carolina Department of Transportation

Project Development and Environmental Analysis Branch
1548 Mail Service Center

Raleigh, North Carolina 27699-1548

Subject: Winston-Salem Northern Beltway Projects, Forsyth County
Dear Missy:

It is my understanding that the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Northern Beltway projects in Forsyth County will be available for public review and comments
sometime this summer. With that in mind, [ wanted to share my opinion with you regarding
the number of railroad tracks running parallel to West Mountain Street at the future Beltway.

As you know PART is currently planning for commuter passenger rail service between
Clemmonsville and Burlington which will necessitate two rail tracks. At the current time there
is a single track used for Norfolk Southern freight; however, in recent negotiations for
trackage in Winston—Salem, Norfolk Southern has requested an additional track to
accommodate future freight, bringing the total number of tracks to four.

In addition to the four tracks needed for commuter passenger rail and freight services, plans are
ongoing to provide future high-speed passenger service to Winston-Salem. It is my thought
that the future high-speed rail service can be provided on one of the commuter or freight lines

* with proper switching, scheduling, and signalization. However, I suggest you discuss the

high-speed rail service with Pat Simmons of the North Carolina Rail Division. Although, it 15
possible that five tracks will be needed, I think to plan for fewer than four tracks, either passing
under or over the eastern segment of the Northern Beltway is shortsighted.

Please advise if you have questions or if I can provide additional information.
Sincerely,

7
/,
C

Brent McKinndy, P
Executive Director

cc: Sandy Carmany, PART Board Chairperson
Pat Simmons, Director of NC Rail Division

The Piedmont Authority for Regional Transportation
7809 Airport Center Drive, Suite 102, Greensboro, North Carolina 27409
336-662-0002 * Fax 336-662-9253 * www.parinc.org
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WinstonSalem

Department of
June 18, 2004 Transportation

City of Winston-Salem
PO, Box 2511
Winston-Salem, NC 27102

Ms. Missy Dickens, P.E. o ::2;22;7;%
North Carolina Department of Transportation www.cityu;’ws.n.rgldut.’
Mail Service Center 1548

Raleigh, N.C. 27699-1548
Dear Missy:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the draft E.L.S. for the Northern Beltway. On
behalf of the Winston-Salem Department of Transportation, | would like to share the following:

¢ We think the document clearly defines the projects’ purpose and scope in terms of the
needs for north/south road connectivity, congestion relief, improved safety and the
expansion of regional/intrastate and interstate traffic.

* Wealso think the document clearly shows that the No Build. Transportation
Management, Mass Transit/Multi-Modal or Improve Existing Roadway Alternatives will
not provide the connectivity, congestion relief, safety or air quality benefits to Winston-
Salem, Forsyth County or the Region.

* We further think the document does a complete and thorough job of addressing the
impacts of the project.

* Finally, we think NCDOT has done a good job of addressing all the issues, we are aware
of, in the settled lawsuit and the judge’s opinions resulting from the attorney’s fees.

Thank you for all your hard work.

Sincerely,

Stanley F. Polanis
Director of Transportation

cc: Roger Sheats, Jr., Deputy Secretary for Environment,
Planning and Local Government Affairs
Nancy Dunn, North Carolina Board of Transportation
Pat Ivey, Division Engineer, NCDOT
Greg Turner, Assistant City Manager










APPENDIX E

1996 Project R-2247 FEIS Exhibits

Winston—Salem Northern Beltway

Supplemental Final EIS —Project R-2247

Supplemental Draft EIS — Projects U-2579 and U-2579A
September 2004
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APPENDIX F

Biological Resources

Winston—Salem Northern Beltway

Supplemental Final EIS —Project R-2247

Supplemental Draft EIS — Projects U-2579 and U-2579A
September 2004





TABLE 3.6-1
COMMON PLANTS OF THE STUDY AREA

Common Name" Scientific Name"
TREES

Box elder Acer pegundo
Red maple Acer rubrum
Tree of heaven Ailanthus altissima
River birch Betula pigra
Black willow Salix nigra
Ironwood Carpinus caroliniana
Mockernut hickory Carya tomentosa
Hickory Carya sp.
American hackberry Celtis occidentalis
Flowering dogwood Comus flerida
Beach ’ Fagus grandifolia
Ash Fraxigus sp.
American holly Ilex opaca
Red cedar Juniperus virginiana
Sweet-gum Liquidambar styracifiua
Tulip tree Liriodendron tulipifera
Bull bay Magnolia grandiflora
Black gum Nyssa sylvatica
Princess tree Paujownia tomentosa
Serub pine Binus virginiana
White pine Pinus strobus
Sycamore Platanus occidentalis
Black cherry Prunus seroting
Red oak Quercus rubra
Willow oak Quercug phellos
Southern red oak Quercys falcata
White oak QOuercus alba
Post oak Quercus stellata
Black locust Robinia pseudo-acacia
Black willow Salix nigra
Common sassafras Sassafras albidum
American elm Ulmus americana

SHRURBS
Tag alder Alnus serrulata
Button bush Cephalanthus occidentalis
Dogwood Comus amomum
Silverberry Eleagnus sp.
Privet Ligustrum sjnense
Spicebush Lindera benzoin
Oregon grape Mahonia bealej
Azaiea Rhododendron sp.
Rose Rosa sp.
Brambles Rubus spp.
Elderberry Sambucus canadensis
Coral-berry Symphoricarpos orbicutatus
Arrow-woods Yiburnum spp.
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TABLE 3.6-1 (Cont'd)

COMMON PLANTS OF THE STUDY AREA

Common Name'

Scientific Name®

Cross vine

Trumpet vine
Japanese honeysuckle
Kudzu

Poison ivy
Greenbriar
Greenbriar

Catbriar

Grape

Gerardia

Allium

Field garlic
Broom straw
Adam-and-Eve
Cane

Ebony spleenwort
False nettle

Bitter cress

Bitter cress

Sedge

Spotted wintergreen
Woodreed
Crabgrass

Indian strawberry
Spike-rush
Strawberry bush
Fescue

Bedstraw
Cranesbill

Downy rattlesnake plantain
Avens

Bluets

St. John's-wort
Spotted touch-me-not
Soft rush
Clubmoss

Shining clubmoss
Partridge berry
Blue grass
Knotweed
Christmas fern
Shinleaf

Docks

VINES

3-66

isostichi ]
Campsis radicans
Loni - ;
Pugraria lobata
Toxicodendron radicans
Smilax sp.

Smil fifoli
Vitis sp.

Pyrola rotundifolia var. americana
Rumex sp.





TABLE 3.6-1 (Cont'd)
COMMON PLANTS OF THE STUDY AREA

Common Name' Scientific Name’

HERBS (continued)
Bloodroot Sanguinarja canadensis
Blue-eyed grass Sisyrinchium sp.
Nightshade Solanum sp.
Goldenrod Solidago sp.
Johnson grass Sorghum halepense
Chickweed Stellaria sp.
Giant chickweed Stellaria pubera
Dandelion Taraxacum officinale
Crane-fly orchid ] Tipularia discolor
Violet Viola sp.
* Primary source for common names is Radford, Ahles and Bell (1968); secondary source is Godfrey and

Wooten (1979).

Scientific nomenclature follows Radford, Ahles and Bell (1968).
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Relocation Reports

Winston—Salem Northern Beltway

Supplemental Final EIS —Project R-2247

Supplemental Draft EIS — Projects U-2579 and U-2579A
September 2004





| RELOCATION REP®OWRT
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\\\ﬁﬂlxm th ( 1rolma Department of Transportation
AREA RELOCATION OFFICT,

e
. A "f*".]‘—""\:g.\.a

ELS. l:l CORRIDOR l:l prSiGy  © (PAGE 1 OF.2)

PROJECT: | 6.628001T county | FORSYTH [ Adlernate 1 of L Aliernate

.D. NO.: | R-2247 F.A. PROJECT | N/A

WINSTON-S- \L.E\:I \‘OR.THI.RN BELTWAY — WESTERN SECTION

DESCRIPTION OF PROIECT:

. ESTIMATED DISPLACEES _

_INCOME LEVEL

Wil business services still he avaiab
project?
Will any business be displacad? Il &

indicate size. type, estimated number of

-employees. minorities, etc.

Will relocation cause a housing shortage?

Source for available housing {ist).

Will additional housing programs needed?

Should Last Resort [ tousing be cons

Are there large. disabled. elderly. etc,
families?

Will public iousing he needed for project?

Is public housing availabie?

Is it felt there wili be adequate DSS housing

housing available during relocation p

Will there be a problem of housing w

firancial meansy

Are suitable business sites available |
sourcs).

Number months estimated to comolete

Tvpe of ! i
Displacess Ovmers Tenanls Total Minorities O-13M 13-25M 25-35h1 ! 35-30M ! soup
individuais 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0] 0
Fanilies 229 29 258 37 9] 21 71 g0 f -1l
Businesses 11 0 11 0 VALUE OF DWELLING - NS5 DWELLING AVAILABLE,
Farms 0 0 0 0| Owners .1 __Tenants For Sale For Rent
Non-Profit 0 0 0 0 0-20M 5 s0.1%0 13 0-200¢ 0 £0-1%0 7
e B - ANSWER ALL.QUESTIONS. 20-40M 9| 150250 9 20-40M 23 | 130-2x0 5
¥t | No | Exploin all "FLS" answers. 40708 1 yg | 250-400 7| s} sg| meann | g
Will special relocation services I necessary? w0100y | g7 den-6ng 0| 70-1on | gg | 400 600 | _I18
Will schools or churches be altect by wer ]l gh 600 up 0 100ur | 715 Gon ue 12
displacement? TOTAL | 229 wr) 29| 385 66

le after

RENMARKS (Respond bv Number}

A

ithered?

eriod?
ithin

ltat

RELOCATION?

SR
B

J SIMILAR BUSINESS SERVICES ARE AVAILABLE TN
THE GFNTFRAL AREA OF PROJECT NOT BEING
AFFECTED.

- {A)WESTSIDE GALLERY & FRAMING — 1 FULL TIME
EAPL.OYEE (HIOME BUSINESS) - NOT A MINORITY.

{B)EL CAMING GREENMHOUSE & NURSERY — 2 FULL
TIME & 3 PART TIME EMPLOYEES -NOT A MINORITY.

(€ OL.1 RICHMOND DRIVE-IN RESTAURANT — 3 FULL
TIME & 3 PART TIME EMPLOYEES -NGT A MINORITY.

{D) AUTO BODYWORKS UNLIMITED — 1 FULL TIME &
I PART TIME EMPLOYEES - NOT A MINORITY.

(EYTRIM VSE - 7 FULL TIME EMTLOYEES - WHOLE-
SALE OF AUTO TRIM - NOT A MINORITY.

{FISIMPSON AUTO SALES & REPAIR — 2 FIILL TIME

EMPLOYFEES-NOT A MINORITY.

(G AIR CONDITION SERVICE — AUTO AIR CONDITION SERVICT, MOTORCYCLE REPAIR AND P: ARTS, U-HALY,
RENTALS, 3 FULL TIME EAIPLOYEES - NOT A MINORITY.,
(L CITGO SERVICE STATION - CONVENIENCE, STORE, RETAHL GAS, 3 FUL L TIMFE & 3 PART TIME EMPLOYFEFES

-NOT A MINORITY.
C0, ol T
' 7 -
F.D.NOELL 0 Vj 08-23-05 | AV K% S-308
Relocation Agent l; Unie RS Aapproved by Cate

Form 1% 4 Aewrnd 390

C-24

State Relocation Axest
Ares Relocation OfTice

Original & ¥ Copy-
2 (‘cl!l}‘





PAGE2 OF 2 -

PROJECT 6.628001T R-2247 FORSYTH CO. ALTERNATE 1 OF]}

(D CAMEL CITY CLEANERS’ -- DRY CLEANERS/LAUNDRY - 3

EMPLOYEES-NOT A MINORITY.

{5} FOOD FATR SUPERMARKET -- 25 FULL TIME & 25 PART TIME

EMPLOYEES - NOT A MINQRITY.

(X) LEWISVILLE/CLEMMONS TEXACO SERYVICE, STATION - AUTO
SERVICE STATION, U-HAUL RENTAL AGENT, 3 FULL TIME & 3 PART
TIME EMPLOYEES - NO'T' A MINORITY.

6. LOCAL REALTORS, WINSTON-SALEM, FORSYTH CO., MLS,
NEWSPAPERS AND VISUAL SURVEY.

8.  WILL BE IMPLEMENTED AS NECESSARY-".

9. IT 1S POSSIBLE THAT THERE MAY BE SOME LARGE FAMILIES. SOME
ELDERLY AND DISABILLED AFFECTED BY THIS PROJECT. HOWEVER,
NO LARGE NUMBER EXPECTED.

11. WINSTON-SALEM HOUSING AUTHORITY.

12. YES, AS INDICATED BY THE AVAILABLF, HOUSING LIST.

14. SEE ITEM #6.

C-25





/‘I! RELOCATION REPORT !'

[[]Eus.

D CORRIDOR D DESIGN

North Carolina Department of Transportation

RELOCATION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

Wili any business be displaced? If so,
indicate size, type, estimated number of
employees, minorities, etc.

Will relocation cause a housing shortage?
Source for available housing (list).

Will additional housing programs be needed?
Should Last Resort Housing be considered?
Are there large, disabled, elderly, efc.
families?

Will public housing be needed for project?
is public housing available?

Is it felt there will be adequate DSS housing
housing available during relocation period?
Will there be a problem of housing within
financial means?

Are suitable business sites available (list
source).

Number months estimated to complete

RELQCATION?

Note that Winston Salem has a robust real e:
there is always ample supply of available-ho:
used for this market study was compited from the Winston

Salem Journal, Realtor.com, and MLS Service. Areas used in
the search include Rural Hall, Clemmons, Lewisville, Winston
Salem, and Pffaftown.

PROJECT: | 6.628001T COUNTY Forsyth Alternate Of Alternates
1.D. NO.: R-2247 F.A. PROJECT | 34409.1.1
DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT. | Western Loop of the Winston Salem Northern Beltway
o ESTIMATED DISPLACEES INCOME LEVEL _
Type of
Displacees Owners | Tenants Total Minorities 0-15M 15-256M 25-35M 35-50M 50 UP
Residential
Businesses VALUE OF DWELLING - DSS DWELLING AVAILABLE
Farms Owners Tenants For Sale For Rent
Non-Profit 0-20m $ 0-150 0-2m [ . 3| $0-150 11
BT _ANSWER ALL QUESTIONS 20-40m 150-250 20-40m 7%_23 150-250 26
Yes | No Explain all "YES" answers. 40-70m 250-400 40-70m 128 | 250-400 76
1. Will special relocation services be necessary? 70-100M 400-600 70-100M 231 [ 400-600 109
2. Will schools or churches be affect by 100 up 600 up 100ur | 1,934 €00 up 126
displacement? TOTAL <] 2,319 [ T 348
Will business services still be available after REMARKS {(Respond by Number)
project?

L

!
ate market and
ing. The search

HMW alale2

| Right of Way Agent
Form 15.4 Revised 08-02

! pate

Relocation Coordinator

Date

Relocation Coordinator
Division Relocation File

Original & Copy 1:
Copy 2:
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ELS.

[ ] corrior [ ] pesien

_RELOCATION REPORT I -

North Carolina Department of Transportation
RELOCATION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

PROJECT: | 6.628001T COUNTY Forsyth Alternate 1 Of 3 Alternates
[.D. NO.: R-2247E F.A. PROJECT | N/A
Winston-Salem Northern Beltway Ee o Toboccavi (. 24

DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT:

Dosien Al

ESTIMATED DISPLACEES

INCOME LEVEL

Type of ]
Displacees Owners Tenants Total Minorities 0-15M 15-25M 25-35M 35-50M S0 UpP
Residential 7 9 16 1 1 6 4 3 2
Businesses 1 0 1 0 VALUE OF DWELLING DSS DWELLING AVAILABLE
Farms "] .0 0 0 § Owners Tenants For Sale For Rent
Non-Profit 0 0 0 0 0-20m $ 0-150 ozom | . 3| so150 0
ANSWER ALL QUESTIONS 20-40m 150-250 20-40mM 13 150-250 0
Yes | No [ Explain all "YES" answers., 40-70M 250-400 g | d4o-7om 89 { 250400 22
X | 1. will special relocation services be necessary? 70-100M 3| 4o00-600 70-100M 204 || 400-600 45
X | 2. Wil schools or churches be affect by 100 up 4 600 up 100up | 1232 600 up 99
displacement? TOTAL 7 9 1541 166
X [ 3. Will business services still be available after REMARKS {Respond by Number)
project? 3.) Business services will still be available.
X 4. Wil any business be displaced? If so,
indicate size, type, estimated number of 4.) Approx. 1,250sf, automotive-Auto Bodyworks Unlimited,
employees, minorities, etc. 2 employees/Full time, non-minority cwned
6.} Winston-Salem Journal, MLS, Forsyth County reaitors,
Realtor.com
| X |5 Wil relocation cause a housing shortage? 8.) Due to lack of mobile home sales available in Forsyth
X 6. Source for available housing (list). County, traditional built homes may need to be used for
X | 7. Wil additional housing programs be needed? Comparables.
X 8. Should Last Resort Housing be considered?
X | 9. Arethere large, disabled, eiderly, etc. 11.) Winston-Salem Housing Authority
famiiies?
X [10. Wil public housing be needed for project? 12.} Housing market in Forsyth County is adequate for this
X 11. Is public housing available? Project. Please see DSS dwelfings available.
X 12. s it felt there will be adequate DSS housing
housing avaitable during relocation period? 14.) Vacant land and business sites available in Forsyth County;
| X [13. Wil there be a problem of housing within MLS
financial means?
X ] 14. Are suitable business sites available (list
source),
15. Nurmber months estimated to complete
RELOCATION? | 15 N

3-21-03

Mo A Ay

Rl ht of Way Agent

Date

A Simpsed

Relocation Coordinatbr

4-4-08

Date

Form 15.4 Revnsed 09-02

Relocation Coordinator

Criginal & Copy 1:
Division Relocation File

Capy 2:





[ RELOCATION REPORT —|I -

North Carolina Department of Transportation
) RELOCATION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM
ers. [_]corribor [ ] pEsieN

Perk b m\.‘g;‘bk(;a o ifle. mé D¢ By
7

PROJECT: | 6.628001T COUNTY Forsyth Alternate 2 Of 3 Aiternates
I.D. NO.; R-2247E F.A. PROJECT | N/A
DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT: | Winston-Salem Northern Beltway
ESTIMATED DISPLACEES INCOME LEVEL
Type of
Displacees Owners | Tenants Total Minocrities 0-15M 15-25M 25-35M 35-50M 50 UP
Residential 11 6 17 0 1 5 2 5 4
Businesses 1 0 1 0 VALUE OF DWELLING DSS DWELLING AVAILABLE
Farms 0l ol 0 0 | Owners . Tenants | ForSale For Rent
Non-Profit 0 0 0 0 0-20M $ 0-150 0-20M 3| so-150
ANSWER ALL QUESTIONS 20-40M 150-250 20-40m 13 150-250 0
Yes No | Explain all "YES" answers. 40-70M 250-400 6 40-70M B9 || 250-400 22
X | 1. Wil special relocation services be necessary? 70-100M g fi 400-600 70-100M 204 || 4o0-800 45
X | 2. Will schoois or churches be affect by 100 vp 600 uP 100ur | 4232 600 ur 99
displacement? TOTAL 11 6 1541 166
X J 3.  Will business services still be available after REMARKS (Respond by Number)
project? 3.} Business services will still be available.
X 4.) Approx. 1,250sf, automotive-Auto Bodyworks Unlimited,
4, Will any business be displaced? If so,
indicate size, type, estimated number of 2 employees/Fuil time, non-minority owned
employees, minorities, ete.
6.} Winston-Salem Journal, MLS, Forsyth County realtors,
Realtor.com
| X | 5. Wilrelocation cause a housing shortage? 8.) Due to lack of mobile home sales available in Forsyth
X 6. Source for available housing (list). County, traditional built homes may need to be used for
X | 7. Will additional housing programs be needed? Comparables.
X 8. Should Last Resort Housing be considered?
X | 9. Arethere large, disabled, elderiy, etc. 11.) Winston-Salem Housing Authority
families? :
X }10.  Will public housing be needed for project? 12,) Housing market in Forsyth County is adequate for this
X 11.  Is public housing available? Project. Please see DS5 dwellings available.
X 12. ls it felt there will be adequate DSS housing
housing available during relocation period? 14.) Vacant land and business sites available in Forsyth County;
| X ]13. wilt there be a problem of housing within MLS
financial means?
X 14, Are suitable business sites available {list
source).
15. Number months estimated to complete
RELOCATION? [ 15 |
Shom . Pn _aafes Ao Swepns _4-4-08
Right of Way Agent Date Relocation Coordinator Date

Relocation Coordinator

Qriginal & Copy 1:
Division Relocation File

Copy 2

Form 15,4 Revised 09-02





RELOCATION REPORT
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£1.S.

[ Jcorribor [ ] peston

North Carolina Department of Transportation
RELOCATION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

@“WL }’Lf}mie\-gba\cmu gl fQQ! f}" r\%m

PROJECT. | 6.628001T COUNTY Forsyth Alternate 3 Oof 3 AIternates
1.D. NO.: | R-2247E F.A. PROJECT | N/A ]
DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT: | Winston-Salem Northern Beltway
ESTIMATED DISPLACEES INCOME LEVEL
Type of )
Displacees Owners | Tenants Total Minorities 0-15M 15-25M 25-35M 35-50M 50 UP
Residential 12 9 21 1 6 3 5 6
Businesses 1 0 1 VALUE OF DWELLING DSS DWELLING AVAILABLE
Farms . 0 0 0 Owners Tenants For Sale For Rent
Non-Profit 0 0 0 0-20M $ 0-150 20 | . 3| $o-150 0
ANSWER ALL QUESTIONS 20-40m 150-250 20-40Mm 13 § 150-250 0
Yes No | Explain all "YES" answers, 40-70M 250-400 g9 40-70m 89 || 250400 22
X 1. Will special relocation services be necessary? 70-100M 9 | 400-600 70-100M 204 || 400-600 45
X | 2. Wit schools or churches be affect by 100 up 3 600 up 100uP | 4232 600 yP 99
displacement? TOTAL | 12 9 15411 166
X | 3. Will business services still be available after REMARKS (Respond by Number) :
project? 3.) Business services will stili be available.
4.} Approx. 1,250sf, automotive-Auto Bodyworks Unlimited,
X 4. Wil any business be displaced? If so,
Indicate size, type, estimated number of 2 employees/Full time, non-minority owned
employees, minorities, etc.
6.) Winston-5alem Journal, MLS, Forsy'th County realtors,
Reaitor.com
[ X |5 Wilrelocation cause a housing shortage? 8.} Due to fack of mobile home sales available in Forsyth
X 6. Source for available housing (list). County, traditional built homes may need to be used for
X | 7. Wil additional housing programs be needed? Comparabies.
X 8. Should Last Resort Housing be considered?
X | 9 Arethere large, disabled, elderly, etc. 11.) Winston-Salem Housing Authority
families?
X 170. Will public housing be needed for project? 12.) Housing market in Forsyth County is adequate for this
X 11. 1s public housing available? Project. Please see DSS dwellings available,
X 12. s it felt there will be adequate DSS housing
housing available during relocation period? 14.) Vacant tand and business sites available in Forsyth County;
[ X [13. Will there be a problem of housing within MLS
financial means?
X | 4. Are suitable business sites available (list
source).
15.  Number months estimated to complete
RELOCATION? | 15 i

‘3 v{,u).m

%-2703

Right of Way Agent

Date

/é?h S pIna

Relocation Coordinalor

Y-4-08

Date

Form 15.4 Revised 09-02

Relocation Coordinator

Qriginal & Copy 1:
Division Relocation File

Copy 2:





RELOCATION REPORT

North Carolina Department of Transportation
RELOCATION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

e1s. [ ] CORRIDOR [ ] pesien

PROJECT: | 6.6280027 COUNTY Forsyth Alternate 1 Of 1 Alternates

[.D. NO.: U-2579 F.A. PROJECT | N/A

DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT: | Winston Salem Northern Beltway Eastern Section from US 52 to North of
SR 2377 (West Mountain Street)

ESTIMATED DISPLACEES. INCOME LEVEL
Type of .
Displacees Owners Tenants Total Minorities 0-15M 15-25M 25-35M 35-50M 50 UP
Residential 189 49 238 60 0 36 66 77 59
Businesses 6 3 9 1 VALUE OF DWELLING DSS DWELLING AVAILABLE
Farms 1 0 _ 1 0 ] Owners Tenants For Sale For Rent
Non-Profit o 0 0 0 0-20M 2 $0-150 1 0-20m 3 $0-150 0
ANSWER ALL QUESTIONS 20-40m 51 150-250 | 43 ] 20-40m 13 j 150-250 1
Yes | No | Explain all "YES" answers. 40-70M 54 | =2s0-400 27 40-70M 67 || =2s0-4o0 a7
X 1 1. Will special relocation services be necessary? 70-100M 67 || 400-600 g [ 70-100m 130 | 400-600 91
X | 2. Wil schools or churches be affect by 100 uP 61 600 upP 0 100 upP 610 600 up - 88
displacement? TOTAL | 189 49 823 227
dx | 3. Will business services still be avaifable after REMARKS (Respond by Number)
project? 3. General Business services will still be available in the area
X I 4.  Will any business be displaced? !f so, 4, See attached list of businesses
indicate size, type, estimated number of 6. Winston Salem Journal, realtor.com, MLS service
. employees, mingrifies, etc. 8. There appears to be a few disabled displacees and
] X | 5. Will relocation cause a housing shortage? approximately 10-15 elderly households
6. Source for available housing (list). 10. Section 8 may be required for low rent housing displacees
X | 7. Wil additional housing programs be needed? 11. Section 8 available in the area through Winston Salem
X 8. Should Last Resort Housing be considered? Housing Authority and Forsyth County Housing Dept.
X 9. Are there large, disabled, elderly, etc. 12. Due to a robust real estate market in Forsyth County, it does
families? appear that there will be adequate DSS housing available
X 10.  Will public housing be needed for project? provided the project is split into phases. Rental housing
X 11. s public housing available? may present a problem for low income tenants.
X 12. s itfelt there will be adequate DSS housing 14. Winston Salem Journal, realtar.com, MLS service
housing avaitable during relocation period?
| X {13, will there be a problem of housing within
finarcial means? Note that Christian Rescue Farm will be acquired due to control
X ] 14.  Are suitable business sites available {list of access. Presently, the farm is being developed and will
source). have a residential village {now being developed). Cusrently,
13.  Number months estimated to complete there are only 3 houses and a mobile home on site. However,
RELOCATION? I 24-32 months ** I, it does appear to be in the process of deveiopment.

** per 100 displacees, Basis for value determined by previous
Beltway Section (Western Loop} completed. Project contained
approximately 100 displacees and was worked by 3 agents.

/) o7 03
Kris Barr P\f\hﬁ %a\\r{ .07~ O3 %hé\w £-30 0%
Right of Way Agent Date - Relocation Coordinator Date
Form 15.4 Revised 08-02 Original & Copy 1:  Relocation Coordinator

Copy 2:  Division Relocation File






Business 1

Jessup Used Cars

300 SF Frame Building.; 1000 SF Block Garage

1 full time employee

Business 2

Quality Mart

2000 SF Frame Convenience Store

2 full time and 2 part time employees

(underground storage tanks)

Business 3

Cooke and Mabe Monument Works

1500 SF Shop and Warehouse

2 full time employees

Business 4

Junkyard

1500 SF Block Building with House Trailer

1 part time employee

Business 5

Reynolds Auto and Truck Parts (Junkyard)

5000 SF Metal Warehouse

1 full time employee

Business 6

Sonny’s Discount Tires

200 SF Block Office and 1000 SF Block Garage

2 full time employees

Business 7

Clayton Auto Sales

1250 SF Frame Building

2 full time employees

Business 8

T J Automotive

1250 SF Frame Building

2 full time employees

Business 9

Pinebrook Grocery and Fuel Store

2000 SF Frame Convenience Store

2 full time and 1 part time employees

(underground storage tanks)

Business 10

Business 11






LOC

E.LS.

b hpapti -

[ ] corribor [ ] pesien

Notth Carolina Department of Transpartation
RELOCATION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

PROJECT.

8.2625101

COUNTY

Forsyth

Alternate Ni181 Of Allernates

LD, NO.:

U-2579 A

F.A. PROJECT

N/A

DESCRIPTION OF PRQJECT:

Winston Salem Northern Beitway Eastern Section Extension, Forsyth County

ESTIMATED DISPLAGEES

INCOME LEVEL

Type of
Dag’pfacees Owners { Tenants Total Minorities 0-15M 15-25M 25-35M 35-50M 50 UP
Residential 278 B 284 41 0 4 61 49 170
Businesses 7 15 22 2 VALUE OF DWELLING DSS DWELLING AVAILABLE
Farms 0 0 0 0 | Owners Tenants For Sale For Rent
Non-Profit 0 o 0 i) 0-20M 25 $o0-50 0 0-204 3] $os0 0
ANSWER ALL QUESTIONS . 20-40n 3§ 150-250 0] Z0-40M 13 j| 150-250 1
Yes | Na | Eeplain all "YES" answers. 40-701 18 | 250-400 4 | 4070m 67 || 2s0-400 47
X |1 Will special relocation services be necessary? 7D-100mM 55 | 400500 1| 70-100m 130 | 400-800 94
X 12 Willschoals or churches be affect by owe | {57 500 up 1 100 ue 510 600 up 88
displacernent? TOTAL | 278 B B23 227
X ] 3 Will business services stifl be available sfler REMARKS (Respond by number)
praject? 3. Genera! Business services will still be available in the area
X | 4. Wil any business be dispiaced? If so. 4. See attached list of businesses
indicate size, lype, estimated number of 6. Winston Salem Journal, realtor.com, MLS service
employees, minorities, etc. 8. There appears io be a few disabled displacees and
| X |5 Wil relocation cause a housing shortage? approximately 20-30 elderly households
& Source for available housing (list) 10. Section 8 may be required for low rent housing displacees
X | 7. Wil addiional housing programs be needed? 11. Section 8 availabie in the area through Winston Salem
X B. Should Last Resort Housing be considered? Housing Authority and Forsyth County Housing Dept.
X 8  Are there large. disabted, elderly, etc 12. Due to a robust real estate market in Forsyth County, it does
families 7 appear that there will be adequate DSS housing available
X 10 Will public housing be needed for project? pravided the project is split into phases. Rental housing
X 1% s public housing available? may present a problem for low income tenants.
X 12 Is it fell there will be adequete DSS hausing 14. Winston Salem Journal, realtor.com, MLS service
housing available during relocation peried?
J X |13 Wil there be a problem of housing within
financial means? NOTES:
X | 14 Are suilable business sites available (list Majority of 0-20M owners are mobile home owners. Mobiie
source) Home dealers in the area have an ample supply of single wide
15 Number months estimated to complete Mobile homes for sale. ..
RELOCATION? 24-32 months ** -
*** per 100 displacees. Basis f|or value determined b)lr R’GHTM g@AGh\R DE
previous Beltway Section {(Western Loop) completed. FWAY EEAN@H
Project contained approximately 100 displacees and
was worked by 3 agents. MAY 1 K4 Eats
Kiis Bar . R v 5-%-03 ﬁ?‘”\ gtm’{?’m‘ﬁb‘“v w2 2003
Right of Way Agent Date Relocation Coordinalor Date

“Form 13 2 Revised (8-02

Retocation Coordinaior
Division Relocallon File

Qriginal & Copy 1:
Copy 2:






Business 1

Sedge Garden Automotive Car Care Center

N1S1

4 full time employee

2500 STIF Block Business

Business 2

Bob Holleman Super Clean Used Cars

2 full time emplovyees

2500 SF Brick Business

Business 3

3D Furniture Outlet

2 full time employees

1500 STI* Brick Business with Warehouse

Business 4

Dean’s Service Center

3 full lime employees

1500 SF Block Business

Business 5

Tamily’s Motors Used Cars

I fsll time employee

800 SF Frame Office, House Trailer & Lot

Business 6

Custorn Controls

2 Full Time Employee

2000 SF Brick Business

Business 7

Salvage Discount Auction

5 full time employees

7,000 SF Frame Business

Business 8

I Dog Graphix to Go  Minority Businass

2 full time emplovees

1000 STF Brick Business (1/3 of Strip Matl)

Business 0

Sedpe Garden Antigues & Varicty

2 full time employees

1000 SF Brick Business (1/3 of Strip Mall)

Business 10

Ideal Printing Service

2 full ime employee

1000 SF Brick Business (1/3 of Strip Mall)

Business 11

Salvage Discount Store

5 full time employees

7000 S Frame Business

Business 12

Sportsplex

3 full ume employees

2500 ST Brick Business






Business 13

Barbershop

2 full time emnployees

600 ST Brick Business

Business 14

Wagner TV Repair

1 full time employee

600 SF Brick Business (Parl of Strip Mall)

Business 15

Splash Pools & Spas

2 full time employees

3000 SF Brick Business (Part of Strip Mall)

Business 16

Billiard Gallery

2 fult time employees

3000 SF Brick Business (Part of Strip Mall)

Business 17

Pepram Gil Co,

Part of 2000 in same building as Self Storage & Sedee Garden Snacle Bar
SF Brick

Business

Business 18 Sedpe Garden Snack Bar

Part of 2000 in same building as Self Storage & Pegram Oil Co.

SF Brick

Business

Business 19 Sedpe Garden Sell Storape

Part of 2000 in same building as Pegram Oil & Sedge Garden Snack Bar
SF Brick also 3 (10,000 SF Storage Facilities)

Business 2 full time employees work all 3 businesses

Business 20

Shady Oak Kennel, ICennel & Grooming

! full time employee

! part-time emplovee

Large Tract of Land w/ frame building for business

Business 21

RCS Communications Group

40 full time employees

30,000 SF Frame Building with a 3 bay garage

1 bay detached garage

Business 22

La Roqueta Tienda Hispana Minority Business

3 [ull time employees

2000 ST Frame & Brick Business

Business 23

Business 24






1s.

D CORRIDOR

[ ] oesion

Narth Carolina Department of Transportation

RELOCATION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

PROJECT.

8.2625101 COUNTY

Forsyth

Alternate

N1S2 Of Alternates

.D. NO..

U-2579 A F.A. PROJECT | N/A

DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT:

Winston Salem Northern Beltway Eastern Section Extension, Forsyth County

ESTIMATED DISPLACEES

INCOME LEVEL

Type of
Displacees Owners | Tenants Tolal Minorities 0-15M 15-25M 25-35M 35-50M 50 P
Residential 312 8 320 o ., b4 77 175
Businesses S 14 19 VALUE OF DWELLING DES DWELLING AVAILABLE
Farms 0 . o ¥] Owners Tenants For Sale For Rent
Non-Profi 0 0 ) 0-20m 25 § 0-150 1} 0-20m 3 S D150 D
ANSWER ALL QUESTIONS 20-40m 8 150-250 1] 20-40M 13 150-250 b
Yes | No | Explain aff "YES™ answers.. 40-70M 24 || 250-£00 5 40-70M 67 i 250400 47
X 11 Wil speciai relocafion services be necessary? F0-100M BD || 400-600 2 | T70-100M iap || 4oo-s00 9
X | 2 Wil schools or churches be affect by 100ur | {75 600 up 1 100 up 610 G00up g8
displacement? TOTAL | 312 8 823 227
X ’ 3 Will business services siill ba avajlable after REMARKS (Respond by Number)
project? 3. General Business services will still be available in the area
X | 4 Wili any business be displaced? If so, 4. See attached list of businesses
indicate size, type. estimated number of 6. Winston Salem Journal, realtor.com, MLS service
employees, minorities. ete 8. There appears to be a few disabled displacees and
] X 15 Wil relocation cause a housing shortage? approximately 20-30 elderly households
6  Source for available housing (list). 10, Section 8 may be required for low rent housing dispiacees
X | 7. Will addilional housing programs be needed? 11. Section 8 available in the area through Winston Salem
X 8 Should Last Resori Housing be considered? Housing Authority and Forsyth County Housing Dept.
x @ Arethere large, disabled, elderly, eic 12. Due to a robust real estate market in Forsyth County, it does
famnilies? appear that there will be adequate DSS housing available
X 18 Wil public housing be needed for project? provided the project is split into phases. Rental housing
X 11 Is public housing avallahie? may present a problem for low income tenants.
X 12, lIsitfell there will be adequate DSS housing 14. Winston Salem Journal, realtor.com, MLS service
housing available during relocation period?
I X [13 willthere be a problem of housing within
financial means? NCTES:
X [ 14 Are suitable business sites available (list Piedmont Memorial Gardens is located in proposed alternate-
source}. no graves are currently in the proposed R/W, but the cemetary
15 Number months eslimalad to complete Is grading to expand in that area affected by project.
RELOCATION? | 24-32 months *** |5 | Majority of 0-20M owners are mobile home owners. Mobile

= per 100 displacees. Basis for value determined by
previous Beltway Section {Western Loop} completed.
Project contained approximately 100 displacees and
was worked by 3 agents,

home dealers in the area have an ample supply of single wide
mobile homes for sale.

Heathu~ W

Kris Barr

5-%03

X 1 C

Right of Way Agent

Date

Ao Sirvps

5-3p-63

Relocation Coolinator

Date

Form 15 4 Reviseos 0902

Relocation Ceotdinalor
Division Refocation File

Original & Copy 1:
Copy 2:






Business 1

Sedpe Garden Automotive Car Care Center

N1S2

4 full ime employee

2500 SF Block Business

Business 2

Bol: Holleman Super Clean Used Cars

2 full time employees

2500 SF Brick Business

Business 3

3D Furniture Qutlet

2 lujl ime employees

1500 ST Brick Business with Warchouse

Business 4

Dean’s Service Center

3 full time employees

1500 SF Block Business

Business 5

Family’s Motors Used Cars

1 full time employee

800 SF Frame Office, House Trailer & Lot

Business 6

Custom Coufrols

2 Full Time Employee

2000 SF Brick Business

Business 7

Salvage Discount Auction

5 [l time employees

7.000 SF Frame Business

Business 8

I Dog Graphix to Go Minority Business

2 full time employees

1000 S Brick Business (1/3 of Strip Mall)

Business 9

Sedpe Garden Antiques & Variety

2 full time employees

1000 SF Block Business (1/3 of Strip Mall)

Business 10

Tdeal Printing Service

2 full time employee

1000 SF Brick Business (1/3 of Strip Mall}

Business 11

Salvage Discount Store

5 full ime employees

7000 SF Frame Business

Business 12

Sportsplex

3 full time employees

2500 SF Brick Business






Business 13

Sportsplex

3 full time employees

2500 SF Brick Business

Business 14

Barbershop

2 full ime employees

600 ST Brick Business

Business 15

Wagner TV Repair

i full time employee

600 SF Brick Business (Parl of Strip Mali)

Business 16

Splash Pools & Spas

2 full time employees

3000 SE Brick Business (Part of Strip Mall)

Business 17

Billiard Gallery

2 full ime employees

3000 SF Brick Business (Part of Strip Mall)

Business 18

Pegram Ol Co.

Part of 2000

in same building as Self Storage & Sedge Garden Snack Bar

ST Brick

Business .

Business 19  Sedge Garden Snack Bar

Part of 2000 in same building as Self Storage & Pegram Oil Co,

SF Brick

Business

Business 20 Sedge Garden Self Storage

Part of 2000  in same building as Pegram Qil & Sedge Garden Snack Bar
SF Brick also 3 (10,000 SF Storage Facilities)

Business 2 full time employees work all 3 businesses

Business 21 La Roqueta Tienda Hispana Minority Business

3 full time employees

2000 SF Frame & Brick Business

Business 22

Business 23

Business 24






ELS.

[ Jcormipor [ ] oEsien

North Carolina Department of Transpoﬁation
RELOCATION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

PROJEGT, | B.2625101 COUNTY Forsyth Alternate N2S1 OfF Alternates
1.D. NO.: U-2579 A F.A. PROJECT | N/A '
DESCRIFTION OF PROJECT: | Winston Salem Northern Beltway Eastern Section Extensian, Forsyth County
ESTIMATED DISPLACEES INCOME LEVEL
Type of
Displacees Owners | Tenants Totai Minorities 0-15M 15-25M 25-35M 35-50M s0UP
Residentjal 236 5 241 40 o] 4 40 57 140
Businesses 11 12 23 4] VALUE OF DWELLING DSS DWELLING AVAILABLE
Farms 0] 0 0 0 | Owners Tenants For Sale For Rent
Non-Profit 9 g 1 0 0-20m 251 §0.150 0 D-20m 3 Soase 0
ANSWER ALL QUESTIONS 20408 | 44 | 150-250 0| 20-40m 13 j| 1s0-250 1
¥Yes | No | Explain all "YES" answers. 40-70M 16 || 250-400 2 40-70M 67 || 2ip-400 47
X |1 Wil special relocation services be necessary? 70-100M 44 || 4oo-s00 21 70-100m 130 || 4o0-600 g1
X | 2 Wil schogls or churches be affect by 100vr | 137 s00up 1 10w 610 600 up as
displacement? TOTAL | 236 5 823 227
X I 3 Wil business services still be available after REMARKS (Respond by Number)
praject? 3. General Business services will still be availabie in the area
X 1 4 Wil any business be displaced? ¥f so. 4. See attached list of businesses
indicate size, type, estimated number of 6. Winston Salem Journal, realtor.com, NMLS service
ernployeas, minorities, etc 8. There appears to be a few disabled displacees and
| X |5 Wil relocation cause a housing shartage? approximately 20-30 elderly househoids
6  Source for available housing (lis}) 10. Section B may be required for low rent housing displacees
X |7 Wil additional housing programs be needad? 11. Section B available in the area through Winston Salem
pS 8  Should Las| Resort Housing be considered? Housing Authority and Forsyth County Housing Dept.
X 9.  Are there large, disabled, elderly, etc 12. Due to a robust real estate market in Forsyth County, it does
famnilies 7 appear that there will be adequate DSS housing available
X 10, Will public housing be needed for project? provided the project is split into phases. Rental housing
X 11 Is public housing avallable? may present a problem for low income tenants.
X 12 ls il fek there will be adequate DSS housing 14. Winston Salem Jourpal, realtor.com, MLS service
housing available during relocation pericd? NOTES:
| X |13 Will there be a problem of housing within Non-profit masonic lodge will be affected {clubhouse, pooi, and
financial means ? tennis courts-all employees seam to be volunteers or members)
X | 14, Are suitable business sites available (list Majority of 0-20M owners are maobile horne owners. Mobile
source) Home dealers in the area have an ample supply of single wide
15 Number months estimated to complete Mobile homes for sale.
RELOCATION? | 24-32 months ™* |
*** per 100 displacees. Basis for value determined by
previous Beltway Section {(Western Loop) completed.
Project contained approximately 100 displacees and
was worked by 3 agents.
Head E—ﬂjh- : '
Kris Barr \L‘k %wf 5*?'6"3 /4"“5‘”‘}2/3(’%\ 5’30'03
Right of Way Agent Date Relocation Coardinalor Dale

Form 15 4 Revised (5-02

Refocation Coordinater
Division Relocalion FHle

Cuiginal & Copy 1:
Copy 2;






Business 1

Salvage Discount Store

N2S1

5 full time employees

7000 SF Frame Business

Business 2

Dean’s Service Center

3 full time employees

1500 SF Block Business

Business 3

Sportsplex

3 full time employees

2500 SF Brick Business (Part of Strip Mall

Business 4

Barbershop

2 full time employees

600 SF Brick Business (Part of Strip Mall)

Business 5

Wagner TV Repair

1 full time employee

600 ST Brick Business {Part of Strip Mall)

Business 6

Splash Pools & Spas

2 full time employees

3000 SF Brick Business {Part of Strip Mall)

Business 7

Billiard Gallery

2 full time employees

3000 ST Brick Business (Part of Strip Mall)

Business 8

Bullard’s Motors

I full time employee

200 SE Frame Business

Business 0

Salvage Diseount Auction

8 full time employees

10,000 SF Frame Business

Business 10

Don Jackson CPA

2 full time employees

1500 ST Brick Business

Business 11

Sedge Garden Automotive Care Center

4 full time employees

2500 SI 'Block Business

Business 12

Bob Holleman Super Clean Used Cars

2 full time emplovyees

2500 ST Brick Business/Misc. Bldg.

Business 13

Family Motors Used Cars

1 full time employee

800 SF Frame Office/HTR. & Lot
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D CORRIDOR D DESIGN

Morth Carolina Eiepartment of Transportation
RELOCATION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

FROJECT.

8.2625101 COUNTY

Forsyth

Alternate  N2S2 Of Alternates

L.D. NO.C

U-2579 A F.A. PROJECT | N/A

DESCRIPTION OF PRQJECT;

Winston Salem Northern Beltway Eastern Section Extension, Forsyth County

* per 100 displacees. Basis for value determined by
previous Beltway Section (Western Loop) compieted.
Project contained approximately 100 displacees and
was worked by 3 agents.

ESTIMATED DISPLACEES INCOME LEVEL
Type of
Displacees Cwners | Tenanis Total Minoritles 0-15M 15-25M 25-35M 35.50M 50 UP
Residential 301 7 308 52 0 4 40 83 181
Businesses 9 12 21 0 VALUE OF DWELLING 0SS DWELLING AVAILABLE
Farms 0 0 o 0 | Owners Tenants For Sale For Rent
Non-Frofit 1 0 i [§) 0-20m 25l so-150 0 0-20m 3| So0-150
ANSWER ALL QUESTIONS 20-40M g fI 150-250 0] 20-40m 43 150-250 1
Yes | No | Expfain ail "YES™ answers. 40-70m 40 | 250400 4 40-70M 67 § 250-400 47
X |1 Wil speclal relocation services be necessary? 70-100M 71| 400-s00 2 1 70-100m 130 | 400-500 91
X | 2 Wil schools or churches be affect by toue | 177 600 up 1 100up 610 || GoOwr 88
displacement? TOTAL | 301 7 B23 227
X [ 3 Will business services still be available after REMARKS (Respond by Number)
project? 3. General Business services will still be available in the area
X ‘ 4. Will any business be displaced? If so. 4. See attached list of businesses
indicate size, type, estimated number of 6. Winston Salem Journal, realtor.com, MLS service
employees, minorities, etc 8. There appears to be a few disabled displacees and
| X | 3 Wil relocation cause a housing shortage? approximately 20-30 elderly households
6  Source for available housing {list). 10. Section 8 may be rEqu}red for low rent housing displacees
X {7 Wil additional housing programs be needed? 1. Section 8 available in the area through Winston Salem
X 8 Should Last Resorl Housing be considered? Housing Authority and Forsyth County Housing Dept.
X 8. Are lhere large, disabled. elderly, elc 12. Due to a rohust real estate market in Forsyth County, it does
families? appear that there will be adequate DSS housing available
X 10.  Will public housing be needed for project? provided the project is split into phases. Reatal housing
X 11, 1s public housing available? may present a problem for low income tenants.
X 12. s it felt there will be adequale DSS housing 14, Winston Salem Journal, reaitor.com, MLS service
housing available during relocation period? NOTES: .
{ X |13 Willthere be a problem of housing within Non-profit masonic fodge wili be affected (clubhouse, pool, and
financial means? tennis courts-all employees seem to be volunteers or members)
X | 14.  Are suilable business sites avaitabie (iist Piedmont Memorial Gardens is located in proposed alternate-
source). no graves are currently in the proposed R/W, but the cemetary
15 Number months estimated ta complete is grading to expand in that area affected by project.
RELDCATION? | 24.32 months = [+ Majority of 0-20M owners are mobile home owners. Mobile

home dealers in the area have an ample supply of single wide
mobile homes for sale.

Heatlin

Kris Barr \C\,\ E\_\,— s

5-%-03

Right of Way Agent

Date

e Strevpor

5-3003

Relocation Ceordidator Dale

Fom 15 & Revised 0802

Relotation Coordinator
Givision Reipcation File

Original & Copy 1:
Copy 2:






Business 1

N2S2

Salvage Discount Store

5 full time employees

7000 SF Frame Business

Business 2

Dean’s Service Center

3 full time emplovees

1500 SF Block Business

Business 3

Sportsplex

3 full time emplovees

2500 SF Brick Business (Part of Strip Mall )

Business 4

Barbershap

2 [ull ime employees

600 SF Brck Business (Part of Strip Mall)

Business 5

Wagner TV Repair

| full time employee

600 SF Brick Business (Part of Strip Mall)

Business &

Splash Pools & Spas

2 [ull time employees

3000 SF Brick Business (Part of Strip Mall)

Business 7

Billiard Gallery

2 full time employees

3000 SF Brick Business (Part of Strip Matl)

Business 8

Bullard?’s I¥lotars

1 full time employee

200 SF Frame Business

Business 9

Salvage Discount Auction

8 full time employees

10,000 SF Frame Business

Business 10

Don Jackson CPA

2 full time employees

1500 SF Brick Business

Business 11

Sedge Garden Automotive Care Center

4 full jme employees

2500 SF Block Business

Business 12

Bob Hollemsan Super Clean Used Cars

2 full time employees

2500 SF Brick Business/Misc. Bldg.

Business 13

Family Motors Used Cars

1 full time employee

800 SF Frame Office/HTR. & Lot






Business 14

N252
Page 2
United Engineering

6 full time employees

6000 SF Brick Business

Business 15

Stock Exchange Consignment Shop

1 full time employee

2000 SF Brick Business

Business 16

3D Furniture Outlet

2 full time employees

1500 SF Brick Business W/Warehouse

Business 17

Sedge Garden Self Storage

In same building as Pegram Qil Co,

2 full time employees to work Storage Bus, Oil Co., &

Snack Bar

3-10,000 SF Storage Building

Business 18

Pepram Qil Co.

2 full time employees to work Storage Bus, Qil Co,, &

Snack Bar

2000 SF Briclc Business

Business 19

Sedge Garden Snack Bar

2 full time employees to work Storage Bus, Qil Co., &

Snack Bar

2000 SF Brick Business

Business 20

October Realty

Office for Realty Company — Not vet built

Will be approximately 2500 SF

Business 21

Customs Control

2 full time employees

2000 SF Brick Business

Business 22

Business 23

Business 24
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E.l.S.

D CORRIDOR D DESIGN

North Carolina Department of Transportation
RELOCATION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

PROJECT!

8.2625101 COUNTY

Forsyth

I Aliernate

N3S1

Of

Alt'é:-'nates

[.D. NO..

U-2579 A F.A. PROJECT

N/A

DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT:

s

Winston Salem Northern Beltway Eastern Section Extension, Forsyth County

ESTIMATED DISPLAGEES

INCOME LEVEL

Type of
Dsi;placees Owners | Tenants Total Minorilies 0-15M 15-25M 25-35M 35-50M 50 UP
Residential 239 8 247 40 0 6 , 45 43 147
Businesses 6 12 18 0 VALUE OF DWELLING DSS DWELLING AVAILABLE
Farmns 0 0 0] 0 | Owners Tenants For Sale For Rent
Non-Profit 0 0 0 0 0-20m 34 5 0~150 o D-20M 3 50-150
ANSWER ALL QUESTIONS 20-40u 13 || 150-250 1 | 20-40m 13 || 150-250 1
Yes § No | Explain all "YES" answers. 40-70M 11 | 2so-do0 3| 4o-7om 67 || 250400 47
X |1 will special relocation services be necessary? TO-100M 37 | 4o0.800 3| 70-100m 130 { <400-600 g1
X | 2. Will schools or churches be affect by 100ur | 147 G600 uP 1 100 up 610 §00up 88
displacement? TOTAL | 239 8 823 227
X | 3. Wil business services still be available after REMARKS (Respond by Number)
project? 3. General Business services will still be available in the area
X ] 4. Wilt any business be displaced? If so, 4. See attached list of husinesses
indicate size, type. estimaled number of 6. Winston Salem Journal, realtor.com, MLS service
employees. minorities. etc. 9. There appears to be a few disahled displacees and
[ X {5 Wil relocation cause a housing shortage? approXimately 20-30 elderly households
B  Source for available housing (list). 10. Sectian B may be required for low rent housing displacees
X | 7 wiill additional housing programs be needed? 11. Section 8 available in the area through Winston Salem
X 8 Should Last Resorl Hausing be considered? Housing Authority and Forsyth County Housing Dept.
X 9. Arethere large. disabled. elderly, etc 12. Due to a rohust real estate market in Forsyth County, it does
families? appear that there will be adeguate D5S housing available
X 10 Wil public housing be needed for project? provided the project is split into phases. Rental housing
X 11 s public housing availahble? may present a problem for low Income tenants.
X 12. g il fell there will be adequate DSS housing 14, Winston Salem Journal, realtor.com, MLS service
housing available during relacation periad?
| X |13 will there be a prablem of hausing within
financial means?
X [ 14, Are suilable business sites available (list NOTES: .
source). Non-profit masonic lodge will be affected (clubhouse, pooi, and
15. MNumber months estimated to complete tennis courts-ali employees seem to be volunteers or members)
RELOCATION? ] 24-32 months = {a'f Majority of 0-20M owners are mobile home owners. Mobile

™ per 100 displacees. Basis for value determined by
previous Beltway Section (Western Loop) compieted.
Project contained approximately 100 displacees and
was worked by 3 agents,

home dealers in the area have an ample supply of single wide
mobile homes for sale.

He asta

Kris Barr Y.

ﬁéhm_-

ne Y

S-3-03%

Right of Way Agent

Date

A Simvpae—

5-30-03

i

Relocation Cooldinatar

Date

Form 15 4 Revised 09-02

Pelocalich Coordinator
Division Relocalion File

Original & Caopy 1:
Copy 2:






Business 1

N3S1

Stock Exchange Consipnment Shop

1 il time employee

2000 ST Brick Business

Business 2

Sedge Garden Sell Storage

Part of 2000  in same building as Pegram Oil & Sedge Garden Snack Bar
SF Brick also 3 (10,000 ST Storage Facilities)
Business 2 full time employees work all 3 businesses

Business 3

Pepram Qil Co.

Part o£ 2000

in same building as Self Storage & Sedge Garden Snack Bar

SF Brick

Business

Business 4

Sedpe Garden Snacl Bar

Part of 2000

in same building as Self Storage & Pegram Qil Co.

SF Brick

Business

Business 5

October Realty Co. (Qlfices for Realty company)

Not yet built — will be approximately 2500 SF

Business 6

As a Child Grows Consignment

1 Full Time Employee

500 SF Brick Business ( Part of Brick Strip Mall)

Business 7

Lxotie Tauns

2 Hull time employees

1000 SF Brick Business ( Part of Brick Strip Mall)

Business 8

Choppers Barber Shop

2 Full Time Employees

1000 SF Brick (Part of Brick Business)

Business 9

LEtna Gas Station

3 full time employees

2000 SF Brick Business

Business 10

Sedge Garden Florist

2 full time employees

1500 SF Block Business

Business 11

Sportsplex

3 full lime employee

2500 SF Brick Business (Part of Strip Mall)

Business 12

Wagner T.V. & Repair

1 full time employee

600 SF Brick Business (Part of Strip Mall)






Business 13

Barbershop

2 full time employees

600 SF Brick Business (Part of Strip Mall)

Business 14

Splash Pools & Spas

2 full time employees

3000 SF Brick Business (Part of Strip Mall)

Business 15

Billiard Gallery

2 full time employees

3000 SF Brick Business (Part of Strip Mall}

Business 16

IHartline Greenhonse

2 full time employees

Only greenhouse in Tight of way,

Business 17

RCS Communications Group

40 fall time employees

30,000 SE Frame Building with a 3 bay garage

| bay detached garage

Business 18

Shady Oak Kennel, Kenne! & Grooming

1 full time employee

1 part-time employee

Large Tract of Land w/ frame building for business

Business 19

Business 20

Business 21

Business 22

Business 23

Business 24






E.LS.

D CORRIDOR

| oesien

North Carolina Department of Transportation
RELOCATION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

PROJECT.

8.2625101

COUNTY

Forsyth

Alternate N352 Of Alternates

1.D. NO.:

U-2579 A

F.A, PROJECT | .N/A

DESCRIPTICN OF PROJECT:

raad

Winston Salem Northern Beltway Eastern Section Extension, Forsyth County

ESTIMATED DMSPLACEES

INCOME LEVEL

Type of
D)i’splacees Owrers | Tenants Total Minorities 0-15M 15-25M 25-35M 35-50M 50 UP
Residential 04 10 314 o) ] 46 75 187
Businesses 4 12 15 o YALUE OF DWELLING ) D55 DWELLING AVAILABLE
Farms b D 1] 0 § Owners Tenants For Sale For Rent
Non-Profit 1 0 4 4} 0-20M 39 $ D150 0 0-20m 3 50150 0
ANSWER ALL QUESTIONS 20-40m g 150-250 1 20401 i3 || 1s0-250 1
Yes | Mo | Explain all “YES" answers. ‘ 40-70m 14 || 250-400 5 40-70m 67 || 250-400 47
X | ¥ Will special refocation services be necessary? 70-100M 64 || 400-600 3| 7o-10Dm {30 ] 400-s00 91
X | 2 Wil schools or churches be affect by 100ur | B7 600 LP 4 400 up 610 600 up 88
displacement? TOTAL | 304 10 823 227
X | 3 Will business services still be available after REMARKS (Respond by Number)
project? 3. General Business services wiil still be available in the area
X | 4. Will eny business be displaced? If so. 4. See attached fist of businesses
indicate size. type. estimated number of 6. Winston Salem Journal, realtor.com, MLS service
employees, minarlies, etc. 8. There appears to be a few disabled displacees and
| X |5 Wil refocation cause a housing shortage? approximately 20-30 elderly households
6. Source for available housing {list). 10. Section 8 may be required for low rent housing displacees
X |7 Willadditional hausing programs be needed? 11. Section 8 available in the area through Winston Salem
X B Should Last Resort Housing be considered? Housing Authority and Forsyth County Housing Dept.
X 8. Arethere large, disabled. elderly, eic. 12. Due to a robust real estate market in Forsyth County, it does
families? appear that there will be adequate DSS housing available
X 10 Will public housing be needed for project? provided the project is split into phases. Rental housing
X 11.  [Is public housing available? may present a problem for low income tenants.
X 12 s it feft there wiil be adequate DSS housing 14. Winston Salem Journal, realtor.cam, MLS service
housing avaitable during relocation period? NOTES:
] X 13 Will there be a problem of housing within Non-profit masonic lodge will be affected (clubhouse, pool, and
financial means? tennis courts-all employees seem to be volunteers ar members)
X ] 14 Are suilable business siles available (list Piedmont Memorial Gardens is located in proposed alternate-
Source). no graves are currently in the proposed R/W, but the cemetary
15 Number months estimated lo complete is grading to expand in that area affected by praject.
RELOCATION? ] 24-32 months ™ | « | Majority of 0-20M owners are mobile home owners. Mobile

“* per 100 displacees. Basis for value determined by
previous Beltway Section {(Western Loop) completed.
Project contained approximately 100 displacees and
was worked by 3 agents.

home dealers in the area have arn ample supply of single wide
mobile homes for sale.

Kris Barr l{,&_ﬁgfgr(‘

5-%-03

Right of Way Agenl

Date

fre Stveprn. 573003

" Relacation Coordinstor Date

Form 15 4 Revised 0902

Relocalion Coerdinator
Division Relccalion File

Qriginat & Copy 1:
Copy 2:






Business 1

Stecl Exchange Consipnment Shop

i full time employee

2000 SF Brick Business

Business 2

Sedge Garden Self Storage

Part of 2000

in same building as Pegram Oil & Sedge Garden Snack Bar

SF Brick also 3 (10.000 SF Storage Facilities)

Business 2 full ime employees work all 3 businesses

Business 3 Pepram Qil Co.

Part of 2000 in same building as Self Storage & Sedge Garden Snack Bar
SF Brick

Business

Business 4 Sedge Garden Snaclc Bar

Part of 2000 in same building as Self Storage & Pepram Qil Co.

SF Brick

Business

Business 5

Qctober Realty Co. (Offices [or Realty company)

Not vet built — will be approximately 2500 SF

Business 6

As a Child Grews Consignment

I Full Time Employee

500 SF Brick Business ( Part of Brick Strip Mall)

Business 7

Lxotiec Tans

2 [ull time employees

1000 SF Brick Business ( Part of Brick Strip Mall)

Business §

Choppers Barber Shep

2 Full Time Employees

1000 ST Brick (Part of Brick Business)

Business &

Eina Gas Station

3 [ull time employees

2000 SF Brick Business

Business 10

Sedge Garden Florist

2 fuil time emplovees

1500 SF Block Business

Business 11

Sportsplex

3 full time emplovee

2500 SF Brick Business (Part of Strip Mall)

Business 12

Wagner T.V. & Repair

1 full time employee

600 ST Brick Business (Part of Strip Mall)






Business 13

Barbershop

2 full time employees

600 SF Brick Business (Part of Strip Mall)

Business 14

Splash Pools & Spas

2 [ul] ime employees

3000 SF Brick Business (Part of Strip Mall)

Business 15

Billiard Gallery

2 [ull ime enyployees

3000 ST Brick Business (Pavt of Strip Mall)

Business 16

Hartline Greenhouse

2 full time employees

Only greenhouse in right of way.

Business 17

Business 18

Batsiness 19

Business 20

Business 21

Business 22

Business 23

Business 24
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PROJECT.

8.2625101

COUNTY

Forsyth

ATEE St o e
Of | Aiemams |

Alternate N181*

[.D. NO.:

U-2579 A

N/A

F.A. PROJECT

DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT:

Winston Salem Northern Beltway Eastern Section Extension, Forsyth County

ESTIMATED DISPLACEES

INCOME LEVEL

Type of
Displacees Owners Tenants Total Minorities 0-15M 15-25M 25-35M 35-50M 50 UP
Residential 257 5 262 41 0 4 41 40 177
Businesses 4 4 8 1 VALUE OF DWELLING DSS DWELLING AVAILABLE
Farms 0 ] 0 0 § Owners Tenants For Sale For Rent
Non-Profit 0 ) 0 ) 0-20M 25 11 $0-150 0 0-20M 3§ $§0-150 0
ANSWER ALL QUESTIONS 20-40M 13 || 1s50-250 0 20-40M 13 || 150-250 1
Yes | Mo | Explain all "YES" answers. 40-70M 20 j 250-400 3 40-70M g7 || 250-400 47
"I X 11, Wil special relocation services be necessary? T0-100M 34| 400-600 1| 70-100m 130 | #00-600 91
X | 2. Wil schools or churches be affect by ' 100ur | 165 600up 1 100 ue 610 600 up 88
displacement? ' TOTAL | 257 5 823 227
X | 3. Will business services still be available after REMARKS (Respond by Number)
project? 3. General Business services will stiil be availabie in the area
X | 4. Wilt any business be displaced? If so, 4. See attached list of businesses
indicate size, type, estimated number of 6. Winston Salem Journal, realtor.com, MLS service
employees, minorities, etc. ‘ 9. There appears to be a few disabled displacees and
] X | 5. Wil relocation cause a housing shortage? approximately 20-30 elderly households
8. Source for available housing {list). 10. Section 8 may be required for low rent housing displacees
X | 7. Will additional housing programs be needed? 11. Section 8 available in the area through Winston Salem
X 8. Should Last Resort Housing be considered? Housing Authority and Forsyth County Housing Dept.
X 9. Arethere large, disabled, elderly, etc. 12. Due to a robust real estate market in Forsyth County, it does
families? appear that there will be adequate DSS housing available
X 10. Wil public housing be needed for project? provided the project is split into phases. Rental housing
X 11. Is public housing available? may present a problem for low income tenants.
X 12. s it felt there will be adequate DSS housing 14. Winston Salem Journal, realtor.com, MLS service
housing available during relocation period? NOTES:
| X ]13. will there be a problem of housing within Majority of 0-20M owners are mobile home owners. Mohile
financial means? home dealers in the area have an ample supply of single wide
X 1 14. Are suitable business sites available (list mobile homes for sale. .
source).
15.  Number months estimated to complete
RELOCATION? | 24-32 months ** |\

~* per 100 displacees. Basis for value determined by
previous Beltway Section (Western Loop) completed.
Project contained approximately 100 displacees and
was worked by 3 agents.

Kris Barr

.

e S Y.e 3

Right of Way Agent

Date

5-3003

Date

A Suwrvpo—

Relocation Coordinator

Form 15.4 Revised 08-02

Relocation Coordinator

Original & Copy 1:
Division Relocation Fite

Copy 2;





N1S1*
Business 1 Bob Holleman Super Clean Used Cars

2 full time employees

2500 SF Brick Business

Storage Shed only in right of way

Business 2 Custom Controls

2 Full Time Employee

2000 SF Brick Business

Business 3 Salvage Discount Auction

5 full time employees

7000 SF Frame Dwelling

Business 4 IFamily’s Motors Used Cars

| full time employee

800 SF Frame Office, House Trailer & Lot

Business 5 3D Furniture Outlet

2 full time employees

1500 SF Brick Business with Warehouse

Business 6 La Roqueta Tienda Hispana Minority Business

3 full time employees

2000 SF Frame & Brick Business

Business 7 Shady Oak Kennel, Kennel & Grooming
1 full time employee '

| part-time employee

Large Tract of Land w/ frame building for business

Business 8 RCS Communications Group

40 full time employees

30,000 SF Frame Building with a 3 bay garage

| bay detached garage

Business 9

Business 10

Business 11






RELOCATION REPORT

ElS. I:I CORRIDOR |:| DESIGN

North Carolina Department of Transportation

RELOCATION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

PROJECT: | 8.2625101 COUNTY

Forsyth

Alternate Nt132* Of

Alternates

1.D. NO.: U-25758 A F.A. PROJECT

N/A

DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT:

Winston Salem Northern Beltway Eastern Section Extension, Forsyth County

ESTIMATED DISPLACEES INCOME LEVEL
Type of
Displacees Owners Tenants Totat Minorities 0-15M 15-25M 25-35M 35-50M 50 UP
Residential 291 7 298 38 0 4 44 68 182
Businesses 2 4 6 1 VALLUE OF DWELLING DSS DWELLING AVAILABLE
Fams 0 0 0 0 } Owners Tenants For Sale For Rent
Non-Profit 0 0 0 0 0-20m 25 § 0-150 0 0-20m 3 $ 0-150 0
ANSWER ALL QUESTIONS 20-40M 8 | 150-250 D | 2040m 13 || 150-250 1
Yes | No | Explain all "YES" answers. 40-70M 26 | 250400 41 40-7om g7 I 250400 47
X 1 1. Wil special refocation services be necessary? 70-100M 59 || 400-500 2| 70-100m 130 || 400-600 91
X | 2 Wil schools or churches be affect by tooue | 173 600 upP 1 100 up 610 600 ur 88
disptacement? TOTAL | 291 7 823 227
X | 3. Wil business services still be available after REMARKS {Respond by Number)
project? - 3. General Business services wili stiil be available in the area
X | 4. Wil any business be displaced? If so, 4, See attached list of businesses
indicate size, type, estimated number of 6. Winston Salem Journal, realtor.com, MLS service
employees, minorities, etc, 9. There appears to be a few disabled displacees and
I X | 5. Wil relocation cause a housing shortage? approximately 20-30 elderly households
6. Source for available housing {list). 10. Section 8 may be required for low rent housing displacees
X | 7. Wil additional housing programs be needed? 11. Section 8 available in the area through Winston Salem
X 8. Should Last Resort Housing be considered? Housing Authority and Forsyth County Housing Dept.
X 8. Are there large, disabled, elderly, etc. 12. Due to a robust real estate market in Forsyth County, it does
families? appear that there will be adequate DSS housing available
X 10.  Will public housing be needed for project? provided the project is split into phases. Rental housing
X 11.  Is public housing available? may present a problem for low income tenants.
X 12, Is it felt there will be adeguate DSS housing 14. Winston Salem Journal, realtor.com, MLS service
housing avaitable during relocation period?
| X |13. Wil there be a problem of housing within
financial means? NOTES:
X l 14, Are suitable business sites available (list Piedmont Memorial Gardens is located in proposed alternate-
source). no graves are currently in the proposed R/W, but the cemetary
18, Number months estimated to complete is grading to expand in that area affected by project.
RELOCATION? ' 24.32 months *** ] Majority of 0-20M owners are mobile horne owners. Mobile

*** per 100 displacees. Basis for value determined by
previous Beltway Section (Western Loop} compieted.
Project contained approximately 100 displacees and
was worked by 3 agents.

home dealers in the area have an ample supply of single wide

mobile homes for sale.

Headiu ho—

KrisBar ¢ Spr_, 5-F e

Right of Way Agent Date

Arn Srrvgpa

5-30-03

Relocation Coordinator

Date

Form 15,4 Revised 05-02

QOrginal & Copy 1:
Copy 2:

Relocation Cooxdinator
Civision Relocation File






Business 1

Bob Holleman Super Clean Used Cars

N1S2*

2 full time employees

2500 SF Brick Business

Storage Shed only in right of way

Business 2

Custom Controls

2 Full Time Employee

2000 SF Brick Business

Business 3

Salvage Discount Auction

5 full time employees

7000 SF Frame Dwelling

Business 4

Family’s Motors Used Cars

1 full time employee

800 SF Frame Office, House Trailer & Lot

Business 5 3D Furniture Outlet
2 full time employees
1500 SF Brick Business with Warehouse
Business 6 La Roqueta Tienda Hispana Minority Business
3 full time employees
2000 SF Frame & Brick Business
Business 7
Business 8
Business 9

Business 10

Buéiness 11
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North Carolina Department of Transportation
RELQCATION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

PROJECT.

8.2625101

COUNTY

Forsyth

Alternate N251* Of Alternates

.0, NO..

U-2578 A

F.A. PROJECT | N/A

DESCRIPTION OF PROQJECT:

Winston Salem Northern Beltway Eastern Section Extension, Forsyth County

ESTIMATED DISPLACEES INCOME LEVEL
Type of ) .
Displacees Owners Tenants Total Minorities 0-15M 15-25M 25-35M 35-50M 50UP
Residential 234 4 238 0 4 39 56 139
Businesses g 5 14 VALUE OF DWELLING DSS DWELLING AVAILABLE
Farms 0 a a Owners Tenants For Sale For Rent
Non-Profit 1 0 1 t-20m 25 | so-150 0 0-20M 3 $ 0-150 0
ANSWER ALL QUESTIONS 2040m | 44 [ 150-250 0 20-40m 13 | 1s0-250 1
Yes | No | Explain all "YES" answers. 40-70M 16 250-400 2 40-70M 67 250-400 47
X § 1. Wil special relocation services be necessary? 70-100M 42 | 400-600 1| 70-100m 130 {| 400-600 91
X 12 Wil scheols or churches be affect by 100uP | 137 600 up 1 100uP 610 600 up 88
displacement? TOTAL | 234 4 823 227
X ] 3. Wil business services still be available after REMARKS (Respond by number)
project? ‘ 3. General Business services will still be available in the area
X | 4. Will any business be displaced? If so, 4. See attached list of businesses
indicate size, type, estimated number of 6. Winston Salem Journal, realtor.com, MLS service
employees, minarities, etc. 8. There appears to be a few disabled displacees and
] X | 5 Wil relocation cause a housing shortage? approximately 20-30 elderly househoids
6. Source for available housing (list). 10. Section B may be required for low rent housing displacees
X | 7. Wil additional housing programs be needed? 11. Section 8 availabie in the area through Winston Salem
X 8. Should Last Resort Housing be considered? Housing Authority and Forsyth County Housing Dept.
X 9.  Are there iarge, disabled, eiderly, etc. 12. Due to a robust real estate market in Forsyth County, it does
families? appear that there will be adequate DSS housing available
X 10. Wil public housing be needed for project? provided the project is split into phases. Rental housing
X 11, Is public housing available? may present a problem for low income tenants.
X 12. Is it felt there will be adequate DSS housing 14. Winston Salem Journal, realtor.com, NLS service
housing available during relecation period? NOTES:
' X |13, Will there be a problem of housing within Non-profit mascnic lodge will be affected {ciubhouse, pool, and
financial means? tennis courts-all employees seem to be volunteers or members)
X | 14, Are suitable business sites available (fist Majority of 0-20M owners are mobile home owners. Mobile
source). Home dealers in the area have an ample suppiy of single wide
15.  Number months estimated to complete Mobile homes for sale.
RELOCATION? ’ 24-32 months ***

*** per 100 displacees. Basis for value determined by
previous Beltway Section (Western Loop} completed.

Project contained approximately 100 displacees and
was worked by 3 agents.

Kris Barr \’\,\_’ e ( (

S .%-65

Right of Way Agent Date

/}w\é\;mmm—\ 5-30-0>

Relocation Coordinator Date

Ferm 15.4 Revised 09-G2

Qsginal & Copy 1:  Reiccation Coordinatgr
Copy 2: Division Relocation File






Business 1

Salvage Discouut Store

N2S1*

5 full time employees

7000 SF Frame Business

Business 2

Dean’s Service Center

3 full time employees

1500 SF Block Business

Business 3

Sportsplex

3 full time employees

2500 SF Brick Business

Business 4

Barbershop

2 full time employees

600 SF Brick Business (Part of Strip Mall)

Business 5

Wagner TV Repair °

1 full time employee

600 SF Brick Business (Part of Strip Mall)

Business 6

Splash Pools & Spas

2 full time employees

3000 SF Brick Business (Part of Strip Mall)

Business 7

Billiard Gallery

2 full time employees

3000 SF Brick Business (Part of Strip Mall)

Business 8

Bullard’s Motors

I full time employee

200 ST Frame Business

Business 9

Salvape Discount Auction

8 full time employees

10,000 SF Frame Business

Business 10

Don Jackson, CPA

2 full time employees

1500 SF Brick Business

Business 11

Sedge Garden Automotive Care Center

4 full lime employees

2500 SF Block Business

Business 12

Bob Holleman Super Clean Used Cars

2 full time employees

2500 SF Brick Business






Business 13

Shady Oak Kennel, Kennel & Grooming

1 full time employee

| part-time employee

Large Tract of Land w/ frame building for business

Bu_siness 14

RCS Communications Group

40 full time employees

.30,000 SF Frame Building with a 3 bay garage

‘1 bay detached garage

Business 15

Business 16

Business 17

Business 18

Business 19

Business 20

Business 21

Business 22

Business 23
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North Carolina Department of Transportation
RELOCATION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

PROJECT: | 8.2625101 COUNTY Forsyth Aliernate  N2S2* Of Alternates
1.D. NO.: U-2579 A F.A. PROJECT | N/A
DESCRIPTION QOF PROJECT: Winston Salem Northern Beltway Eastern Section Extension, Forsyth County
ESTIMATED DISPLACEES INCOME LEVEL
Type of :
Displacees Owners | Tenants Total Minorities 0-15M 15-25M 25-35M 35-50M 50 UP
Residential 288 6 305 42 0 4 38 82 180
Businesses 7 5 12 0 VALUE OF DWELLING 0SS DWELLING AVAILABLE ‘
Farms o] 0 0 O § Owners Tenants For Sale For Rent
Non-Profit 1 0 1 0 0-20M 25 % $0-150 0 0-20m 31 $0-150 0
ANSWER ALL QUESTIONS 20-40m g || _150-250 g | 20-40m 13 || 150-250 1
Yes No | Explain alf "YES" answers. 40-70M 19 250-4G0 4 40-70M 67 250-400 47
X | 1. Wil special relocation services be necessary? 70-100m 69 || 400-600 1| 70-100M 130 || 400-609 91
X {1 2. Wil schools or churches be affect by 100 up 177 600°UP 1 100 vrP 610 600 u# 88
displacement? TOTAL | 299 6 B23 227
X J 3. Will business services still be available after REMARKS (Respond by Number)
project? - 3. General Business services will still be available in the area
X l 4.  Will any business be displaced? If so, 4. See attached list of businesses
indicate size, type, estimated number of 6. Winston Salem Journal, realtor.com, MLS service
employees, minorities, etc. 9. There appears to be a few disabled displacees and
] X | 5. Wil relocation cause a housing shoriage? approximately 20-30 elderly households
6. Source for available housing {list). 10. Section B may be required for low rent housing displacees
X | 7. Will additional housing programs be needed? 11. Section 8 available in the area through Winston Salem
X 8. Should Last Resort Housing be considered? Housing Authority and Forsyth County Housing Dept.
X 8. Are there large, disabled, elderly, etc. 12. Due to a robust real estafte market in Forsyth County, if does
families? appear that there will be adequate DSS housing available
X 10. Wil public housing be needed for project? provided the proiect is split into phases. Rentai housing
X i1. Is public housing available? may present a problem for low income tenants.
X 12, Is+t felt there will be adequate DSS housing 14. Winston Salem Journal, realtor.com, MLS service
housing available during relocation period? NOTES:
| X {13. Wili there be a problem of housing within Non-profit masonic lodge will be affected (clubhouse, pool, and
financial means? tennis courts-all employees seem to be volunteers or members)
X f 14, Are suitable business sites available (list Piedmont Memorial Gardens is located in proposed aiternate-
source). no graves are currently in the proposed R/W, but the cemetary
15, Number months estimated o complete is grading to expand in that area affected by project.

RELOCATION? [24-32 months =~ [

“** per 100 displacees. Basis for value determined by
previous Beltway Section (Western Loop) completed.
Project contained approximately 100 displacees and
was worked by 3 agents.

Majority of 0-20M owners are mobile home owners. Mobile
home dealers in the area have an ample supply of single wide
mobile homes for sale.

Heatho Fulghu

Kris Barr ML S (

5.5 B

Right of Way Agent

Date

5-30~03

e Sty

Relocation Coordinator Date

Form 15 2 Revised 09-02

Reiocation Coordinator

Criginal & Copy 1: :
Division Relocation File

Copy 2:






Business 1

N2S52*

Salvage Discount Store

5 full time employees

7000 SF Frame Business

Business 2

Dean’s Serviee Center

3 fuli lime employees

1500 SF Block Business

Business 3

Sportsplex

3 full time empioyees

2500 SE Brick Business

Business 4

Barbershop

2 full time employees

600 SF Brick Business {Parl of Strip Mali)

Business 5

Wagner TV Repair

f full time employee

600 SF Brick Business (Part of Strip Mall)

Business 6

Splash Pools & Spas

2 full time employees

3000 SF Brick Business (Part of Strip Mall)

Business 7

Billinrd Gailery

2 full time employees

3000 ST Brick Business {Pari of Strip Mall)

Business 8

Bullard’s Motors

I full time employee

200 ST Frame Business

Business 9

Salvage Discount Auction

8 full time employees

10,000 SF Frame Business

Business 10

Don Jackson, CPA

2 full time employees

1500 SF Brick Business

Business 11

Sedge Garden Automotive Care Center

4 [l time employees

2500 SF Block Business

Business 12

Bob Holiernan Super Clean Used Cars

2 full time employees

2500 SF Brick Business
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-North Carolina Department of Transportation

RELOCATION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

“** per 100 displacees. Basis for value determined by
previous Beltway Section (Western Loop) completed.
Project contained approximately 100 displacees and
was worked by 3 agents.

PROJECT: | 8.2625101 COUNTY Forsyth Alternate  N3S1* Of Alternates
1.D. NO.: U-2579 A F.A. PROJECT { N/A
DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT: Winston Salem Northern Beltway Eastern Section Extension, Forsyth County
ESTIMATED DiSPLACEES INCOME LEVEL
Type of .
Displacees Owners Tenants Total Minorities 0-15M 15-25M 25-35M 35-50M S0 uUP
Residential 229 8 237 38 0 4 48 45 140
Businesses 4 3 7 0 VALUE OF DWELLING DSS DWELLING AVAILABLE
Farms 0 0 0 0 | Owners Tenants For Sale For Rent
Non-Profit 1 0 1 0 0-20M 32 [ 50-150 0 0-20m 3| $o-150 )
ANSWER ALL QUESTIONS 20-40m 13 || 150-250 0| 2040w 13 || 1s0-250 1
Yes | No | Explain alf "YES" answers. 40-70M 11 || 250-400 21 40-70M 67 | 2s0-400 47
X | 1. Will special relocatfion services be necessary? 70-100M 33 | 400-600 5 | 70-100m 130 [i 400-600 ‘g1
X | 2. Will schools or churches be affect by 100ur | 140 600 up 1 100 ur 610 600 ur 88
displacement? TOTAL | 229 8 823 227
X | 3. Will business services still be available after REMARKS (Respond by Number}
project? 3. General Business services will still be available in the area
X | 4, Will any business be displaced? If so, 4. See attached list of businesses
indicate size, type, estimated nurnber of 6. Winston Salem Journal, realtor.com, MLS service
employees, minorities, etc. 9. There appears to be a few disabied displacees and
| X 5. Wilirelocation cause a housing shortage? approximately 20-30 elderly households
6. Source for avaitable housing {list). 10. Section 8 may be required for low rent housing displacees
X | 7. Wil additional housing programs be needed? 11. Section 8 available in the area through Winston Salem
X 8. Should Last Resort Housing be considered? Housing Authority and Forsyth County Housing Dept.
X 9.  Are there large, disabled, elderly, etc. 12. Due to a robust real estate market in Forsyth County, it does
farnilies? appear that there will be adequate DSS housing available
X 10.  Wili public housing be needed for project? provided the project is split into phases. Rental housing
X 11, Is public housing available? may present a problem for low income tenants.
X 12. Is it felt there will be adequate DSS housing 14. Winston Salem Journal, realtor.com, MLS service
housing available during relocation period?
{ X ]13. Wil there be a probtem of housing within
financial means?
X ] 14. Are suitable business sites available (list NOTES:
source). Non-profit masonic lodge will be affected {clubhouse, pool, and
15. Number months estimated to complete tennis courts-ail employees seem to be volunteers or members)
RELOCATION? f24-32 months ** ] Majority of 0-20M owners are mobile home owners, Mobile

home dealers in the area have an ample supply of single wide
mohile homes for saie.

HeaHua

Kris Barr \Q\q %cy\»(

b
S-g-83

Right of Way Agent

Date

Ares Svopiane

5-20-03

Relocation Coordinator

Date

Form 15.4 Revised 09-02

Relocation Coordinator

Original & Capy 1
Division Relocation File

Copy 2






Business 1

Choppers Barber Shop

N3S1#

2 Full Time Employees

1000 SF Brick (Part of Brick Business)

Business 2

As a Child Grows Consignment

1 Full Time Employee

500 SF Brick Business ( Part of Brick Strip Mall)

Business 3

Exotic Tans

2 full time employees

1000 SF Brick Business { Part of Brick Strip Mall) -

Business 4

Etna Gas Station

3 full time employees

2000 SF Brick Business

Business 5

Hartline Greenhouse

2 full time employees

Only greenhouse in right of way.

Business 6

Shady Oak Kennel, Kennel & Grooming

1 full time employee

| part-time employee

Large Tract of Land w/ frame building for business

Business 7

RCS Communications Group

40 full time employees

30,000 SF Frame Building witha 3 bay garage

1 bay detached garage

Business 8

Business 9

Business 10

Business 11
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D DESIGN

North Carolina Department of Transportation
RELOCATION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

PROJECT.

8.2625101 COUNTY

Forsyth

Alternate N352* Of Alternates

i.0. NO.:

N/A

U-2579 A F.A. PROJECT

DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT:

P 7 e

Winston Salem Northern Beitway Eastern Section Extension, Forsyth County

ESTIMATED DISPLACEES

INCOME LEVEL

Type of .
Displacees Owners Tenanfs Total Minorities 0-15M 15-25M 25-35M 35-50M S0 UP
Residential 294 10 304 40 0 4 48 71 181
Businesses 2 3 5 0 VALLE OF DWELLING DSS DWELLING AVAILABLE
Farms 0 0 0 0 § Owners Tenants For Sale For Rent
Non-Profit 1 0 1 0 0-20M 32 || so-150 0 0-20m 3l so-150 0
ANSWER ALL QUESTIONS 20-40m 8 | 150-250 0| 20-40m 13 || 150-250 1
Yes { No | Explain all "YES" answers. 40-70m 14 4§ 250-400 4 40-70m 67 || 250-400 47
X 1 1. Wil special relocation services be necessary? T0-100M 60 || 400-800 5| T0-100M 130 || 400-600 99
X | 2. Will schools or churches be affect by 100UP [ 180 600 UP 1 100 up 610 600 ue 88
displacement? TOTAL | 294 10 822 227
X ] 3. Will business services still be available after REMARKS (Respond by Number)
project? - 3. General Business services will still be available in the area
X ] 4. Will any business be displaced? If so, 4. See attached list of businesses
indicate size, type, estimated number of 6. Winston Salem Journal, realtor.com, MLS service
employees, minorities, etc. 9. There appears to be a few disabled displacees and
| X 15 Wil refocation cause a housing shortage? approximately 20-30 elderly households
6. Source for avaiiable housing (fist). 10. Section 8 may be required for low rent housing dispiacees
X | 7. Wil additional housing programs be needed? 11. Section 8 available in the area through Winston Salem
X B. Should Last Resort Housing be censidered? Housing Authority and Forsyth County Housing Dept.
X 9. Are there targe, disabled, eiderly, etc. 12. Due to a robust real estate market in Forsyth County, it does
families? ' appear that there will be adequate 0SS housing available
X 10, Will public housing be needed for project? provided the project is split into phases. Rental housing
X 11, Is public housing available? may present a problem for low income tenants.
X 12, Is.it felt there will be adeguate DSS housing 14. Winston Salem Journal, realtor.com, MLS service
housing available during relocation period? NOTES:
| X }13. Wil there be a probiem of housing within Non-profit masonic lodge will be affected {clubhouse, pool, and
financial means? tennis courts-all employees seem to be volunteers or members)
X | 14, Are suitable business sites available (list Piedmont Memorial Gardens is located in proposed alternate-
“source). no graves are currently in the proposed R/W, but the cemetary
18.  Number rmonths estirmated to complete is grading to expand in that area affected by project.
RELOCATION? | 24-32 months ** ]-f-;;.&; Majority of 0-20M owners are mobile home owners. Mobile

*** per 100 displacees. Basis for value determined by
previous Beltway Section (Western Loop)} completed.
Project contained approximately 100 displacees and
was worked by 3 agents.

home dealers in the area have an ample supply of single wide
mobile homes for sale.

Heation. Pggh—

Kris Barr \{,\ Q\ch_‘(

5% -y

Right of Way Agent

Date

5-30-03%

A S

Date

Relocation Cootdinator

Form 15.4 Revised 08-02

Relocation Coordinator

Original & Copy 1:
Division Relocation File

Copy 2:






N3S2*

Business 1 Choppers Barber Shop

2 Full Time Employees

1000 SF Brick (Part of Brick Business)
Business 2 As a Child Grows Consignment

1 Full Time Employee

500 SF Brick Business ( Part of Brick Strip Mall)

Business 3

Exotic Tans

2 full time employees

1000 SF Brick Business ( Part of Brick Strip Mall)

Business 4

Etna Gas Station

3 full time employees

2000 SF Brick Business

Business 5 Hartline Greenhouse
2 full time employees
Only greenhouse in right of way.
Business 6
Business 7
Business 8

Business 9

Business 10

Business 11











APPENDIX H

Farmland Conversion Impact Rating Forms

Winston—Salem Northern Beltway

Supplemental Final EIS —Project R-2247

Supplemental Draft EIS — Projects U-2579 and U-2579A
September 2004





U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Form AD-1006

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

- PART | {To be completed by Federal Agency)

1. Dategof Land Bva!uarion Request

sheet [ of_{

3. Name of Project WhNSHEON ~SALEM AORIFEA

4. Federal Agency Involved
4a. State, Local or other agency involved

FHw#

m%_mm_aﬁzu@m SECT:)
5. Propa ed Land Use

] R-214F
RiGHT-0F-1waY

B. County and Slate

POR.S'-m-f Counng, NC

7. Type of Project,

Corridor Other [

IGH t Hy
PART 1l (To ba completed by NRCS)

1. Date Request Recelved tS'leRCS

2. Persan Completing the NRCS paris of this form

N Whcrses NReS SAUSAY

3. Does tha sile or carridor contain prime, unigue ,statewide or local impoHant farmland? Yes R No O

(If no, the FPPA does not apply - Do not complete additional parts of this form})

4 Acres Imigated 5. Average Fdrm Size

o LT ac.

6. Major Crop{s}
R Corn LAY,

Acres:

7. Farmable Land in Gavernment Jurisdiction

AR

.8 Amount of Farmland As Definied in FPPA

Acres: /80/!& %64‘/

9. Name of Land Evaluation System Used

FoRsurH. (£ MNove

10. Name of Local Site Assessment Systém

11. Dater Land Eval 7at|on etumed by NRCS

PART W} (To bd completed by Federal Agency)

_ng!:‘égz Ly Alternative Site Ratlng

-‘s“e*— - si'ea " -'SM “‘-‘si‘e-n'
A. Total Acres To Be Affecied Directiy I 55?‘ ?5
B. Total Acres To Be Affected Indirectly -
C. Tofal Acres in Site [5-5?. 85
PARTVIV" {Tb.bé completed by NRCS) Ltand Evaluation‘Information | I Y "*
A. Total Acres Prime and Unique Farmiand C : q.ﬁ ﬁ R ;

B. Total Acres Statewide and Local lmpartant Fasmland

C. Percentage of Famland in County or Local Govt. Unit fo be Conveded

D.. F‘_erqentage of Famland in Govt. Jurisdiction with Same or Higher Relative Valué

/00

otou.s -

L.

PART V (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaiuation Criterion
Relative Value of Site to be Converted {S¢ale of 0 - 100 Points)

29

Max, Points

PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Corridor or Site fﬂ&w
Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR €58.5{b & c)} Corridor Othar frx,
t. Area in Nonurban Use 15 15 3
2. Perimster in Nonurban Use 10 10 3
3. Percent of Sile Being Farmed 20 20 Ll
4. Profection Provided by State and Local Government 20 20 o)
f—Bisiamce-frovrtirban-Built-up-arsa-frat-farusain-carmiders) 15 N [ ﬂ
E—Pistarce T OIaN SISt SErvives {notforuse-inrcorriders) 15 NiA
7. Size of Present Farm Unit Compared o Average 10 10 16
8. Creation of Non-Farmable Farmland 25 10 [ )
9. Availability of Farm Support Services 5 5 5
10.  On-Famm Investments 20 20 1O
11. Effects of Canversion on Farm Support Services 25 10 IO
12. Compatibifity with Existing Agricultural Use 10 10 q,

TOTAL CORRIDOR OR SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS

PART VIl {To be completed by Foederal Agency)

Relative Value of Farmland (from Part V above)

Total Corridor or Site Assessment (From Part V| above or a local site
assessment}

TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines)

15

(To be completed by Federal Agency after final decision)

1. Corridor or Site Selected:

2. Date of Selection;

3. Was A Local Site Assessment Used?
Yes 0O No 0O

4. Reason For Selection:

Form parts I, III and VI completed by‘
(print name, address, telephone #)

Retum a cop§to é atter completion of Part VIII

Signature:

irnbark{ Bereis, frip

Date:

ey
200 E. Woadlawn R4, % 310
Chariohe, NC RAUT

%3k |03

/2





UL | U e

U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

PART | (To be completed by Federal Agency!

Date Of Land Evaluation Request

Name Of Project LU},U
EASTERN SECTIEN )

- ~SALEM NORTHERN BELTWAZY
A T it

Federal Agency Involved

5/5/94
FH wA

Proposed Land [fse

HIGH WA

County_And State

FORSYTH CovnTy, NORTH CAROLINA

TRe wNed By G087
PART Il (To be completed by SCS) Dore Requeg Ve 72w o
Does the site contain prime, unique, statewide ar locaf important farmland? Yes No |Acres Irrigated | Average Farm Size
{1f no, the FPPA does not apply — do not complete additional partsofthisform). X 0O | ANeNE &7
Major Cropfs) Farmable Land {n Govt, Jurisdiction Amount Of Farmtand As Defined in FPPA,
C o Acres: AQlb, 638 %&B8.9D |acre: V\20,\We %A

Name Of Land Evaluation System Used

Toavay W =

Name Of Local Site Assessment System

Noal B

Date Land Evgluation Returned By SCS

5/3_7 14

PART {ll (To be cc;mpleted by Federal Agency) BQ—S;'{E'IEN b "‘%:f%ﬁf‘ye Site F;?:;ﬂcg pag | R0 72
Aol Acres To Be Converted Dicectly .+ 783|142 75 14
B Total Acres To Be Convertad Indirectly " j

C. Total Acres In Sie ' 7 EE T4-7. 7_5 {{4-
PART !V (To be completed by SCS) Land Evaluation information

A. Toal Acres Prime And Unique Farmiand 239 306D AGD -1

B. Total Acres Statewide And Local tmpertant Farmland ANy 229 39 B

C. Percentage Of Farmland in County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted H. 3 O.D P 5,03

D. Percentage Of Farmland In Gove, Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Helative Vatue £ lo . 58D Colar F | oo A
PART V (To be complered by 5C5! Land Evalustion Criterion i

Relative Value Of Farmland To Be Converted (Scale of 0 to 100 Points) 5. P | Ao,

PART V

-

b {Tw be complotes? by Fedeal Suen:
] sten iTnese coiteris ar oxpk

A\. 7.

ilebsiliey OF Parm Suppar

Fann [rvastment

fests OF Go

TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS

PART VU [T be complered Gy Favmral f;,_,,-,{ 2 . _ _ —ml
Aeative Vakon OF Farestavs {7rane £ v 42 5 4402 2lLo
N A w1 %9 89 w9 %9
TOTAL BCGINTS (Tl of atwes 3 i w307 (40, 4+ {200

(29,2

21

PR A Lo

Gen Ig Urue tiours ciy Foveess: il

Forn AD-1006 £10.83;





JATTE o o =

1J.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

PART | (To be completed by Federal Agency) Date Of Land Evaluation Request . /5/7 4

j L& GWT en nvo p ¥
Name OFf Project hjfgdé?f‘; @gcﬁd//\% L{—ZS‘?? [ Federal Agency Involved ‘:_H N/’:

Fropased Land Use H[@HNA\/

PART li {To be completed by SCS)/

Does the site contain prime, unique, statewide or local important farmiand? Yes No Acres Mrigated | Average Farm Size
{If no, the FPPA does not apply — do not complete additional parts of this form). O} AoN £ 7
Major Croplsf Farmable Land In Govt, Jurisdiction Amount Of Farmiand As Defined in FPPA
Co\r‘l\ Acres: \ Dlo, b 2D 8 = 68. B |Acres: V& 0,\\ b % Gl
Name Of Land Evaluation System Ug_c_ﬁ ] Name Of Local Site Assessment System Date Land Evaluation Returned By SCS
Foxoydd  WE MNONE S[27/44 WSt
PART W (To be compieted by Federal Agency) S AP ;‘i':g'“c“f Sixe Hanng Site 5
A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly - 50 &4 &7
B. Total Acres To Be Converted indirectly
C. Total Acres in Site 50 6+ 6?
PART IV {To be completed by SCS} Land Evaluation Information
A. Total Acres Prime And Unigue Farmliand 2\ Z8 \O
B. Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland O A Aty

C. Percentage Of Farmiand in County Or Local Gavt. Unit To Be Converted 0.0 Ca 00D 16,60
D. Prrcentage Gf Farmiand In Govt, Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value | B8 > 50. 2 ol . 2
PART V (To be completed by SCS) Land Evaluation Criterion
Relative Value Of Farmland To Be Converted {Scale of 0 to 100 Points) 51 . 4‘ '5 S '3 A, yan |

PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency} Maximum
Site Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR §58.% b} Pains
1. Area in Nonurban Use ) _ 15 {5 s IS
2. Perimeter in Nonsurban Use - 1o 2] {o lo :
"4 Perein OF Sits Dring Farnes > a 73 = / ;
T4, Pratoction Pr.Uv;(E.[:H—[:'.—v‘I';"lut-:?n'\m_i Locat Guvernment 2.0 o (] (o] !
HAfs f)!étc’iﬁii‘%:: From 'L'J'ib:]rTBa,nh_u':{ Arves T O — -— _
‘6. Distance To Urban Support Services 3 o — —— —
7. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average [§2) -7 i -7
8. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmiand 7 &5 ?_:O ys) e
8 Availabiliy Of Farm Support Spovices 5 5 5 5
Al@‘..ﬂ.%x-"ﬁ;}zn lnvestments 20 (0 {O (0
3 i Cor 25 | _[5 i[5 | /5
_A2 _ o i 7 7
TOTAL SITL ASSESSMENT POINTS 160 T2 /07 90
PART VII (To be completed by Federal Agency) : |
Relative Value Of Farmiand {From Part V) 100 57, 4- 6'5,5 4-4-, 2
;I’i?;aalssseig nl,\esg?;sment {From Part VI above or a local ' 160 613 / o Z. C? o
TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) , 260 [56. 4 [67.% [34.2
Was A Local Site Assessment Used?
Site Selected: ! Date Of Selection } Yes O No

Reason For Selection:

{See instructions on fe;ér:;;ide) Form AD-1006 (10-83}





U.S. Department of Agriculture 058 )o-b?.
FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING ve -

PART | (To be completed by Federal Agency) Date Of Land Evalualion Request g / Z2L]03
% 1A Invalved
Ng}n;g J‘(E{Pruect AR 'hn Sotkl—m Mw-—‘:‘nun Badhadsy ) (ortsTh jdera gency Involve FHW A

pidr Ykt
County And State F'bfﬁ\;—}-h Cloﬂn'i‘ﬂ, p 1' Ca_roUﬂcL
Da!e RequestReceived By NRC ; iy

Proposed Land Use

e nesite: contaln pHime, umque, ‘statewide orlocal Empsrtant farmland? :
the FRFA. dues not apply —donot comp.fete additiorial parts of- thig for

PART It (To bs comp!eted by Federal Agency) At P'H LSltemalive Sie Rgf;g‘gm’;ﬁ SEETES!
A. Total Acres To Be Converted Direclly 1684 13%.77 g%.0 158,77
B. Total Acres To Be Converied Indireclly t 31Y Z20,| o4 20,
C. Total Acres In Site ] 0.0 307.% [0.0)5%.8 0.0 8.4 oo ;58.%
PART VI (To be comp!eied by FederaIAgency) Mandmum
Site Assessment Criteria (These crileria are explained In 7 CFR 658.5(h) Points
1. Area In Nonurban Use 1S ] 5 5 =
2. Perimeter In Nonurban Use 10 | 3 3 3
3, Percent Of Site Being Farmed 20 s} D o 0
4. Protection Provided By State And Local Government .0 0O 0 O O
5, Distance From Urban Builtup Area 0 D (o) o] o
6, Distance To Urban Support Services 0 © fa) o) 0
7. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average 16 -1 77 -1 ]
8. Creation OF Nonfarmable Farmland 25 2o 2.0 Z0 20
9. Availability OF Farm Support Services 5 4 5 5 S
10, On-Famm Invesimenis 20 T VO V0 YO
11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services 25 {5 1§ 5 15
12, Compatibifity With Existing Agricultural Use lo -7 -1 -} i
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS %0 0 LbL o T7Z P T2 p T2
PART VIl (To be completed by Federal Agency)
Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100 b YygY 0 3¢ 0 L P 348
Iﬁéaéss;g?risserﬁimenl {From Part VI above or a iocal 160 0 lyle 0 2. I R
TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260 o 1Y 0 \D 0 13% [0 14p
Was A Local Sile Assessment Used?
Site Selected: Date Of Selectlon Yes [ Nb IE’/

Reason For Selectlon:

{See Instructions on rovarse sido} Form AD-1006 {10-83)
This form was ofeclronizally produced by Mationat Froduclion Services Slal
/qé /{%5 @/z!/ 03





U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

PART 1 {To be compleled by Federal Agency)

Date Of Land Evaluation Request ﬂzlojo 2

NameOmeJeci\omi-m et Mo &cl'\'vw Federa! Agency Involved
e 2¢7%) by i B ekt o5 /00y
co-26719 ) Covnly And Sale g, ¢ 5ty LwnM )Otr(-\%Cnre\.ma.

Proposed Land U:..e ) Lh JU!' 5 "m de

Date Reduest Recalved By, NRC

Pt

PART ill (To be completed by Federal Agency) SRR gﬁ%&ﬁ‘&%wﬁ—
5. Tolal Acres To Be Converied Directly 28.0 1140,.% £9.0, 1
B.  Tolal Acres To Be Converled indirectly 0.4 20, 36.4
C. Tolal Acres In Blie 0.0 XY 0.0 {20.0
PART VI (T obe cnmpleied by Federa!Agency) Maximum
Site Assessment Crileria (These oriferia are explained in 7 CFR 65 5¢b) Points
1, Area In Nonurban Use 15 =3 = 5
2. Perimeter In Nonurban Use 1o = 2 2
3, Percen! Of Site Being Farmed 2o <) 0O [
4. Protection Provided By Stale And Local Government 20 O I} o
5. Distance From Urban Bulitup Arga o ) O Is)
6. Distance To Urban Support Services o O ) =}
7. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average o 7 7 “7
8. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmiand 25 zoe 2.0 20
9. Availabliity Of Farm Support Services 5 5 g z
10. On-Farm Investmenis 20 1o 10 YO
11, Effects OF Conversion On Farm Support Services 25 I5 1S Is
12. Compatibility With Existing Agriculiural Use 10 ) 7l 7
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS i60 o "l2. o 72 D 1L 0
PART VIl (To be completed by Federal Agency) ‘
Relative Value Of Farmiand (From Part V) 10 p Lk P <47 p 9 P
;?;ailafsit:sggjseeﬂsusmenl {From Parl Vi above or a focal 160 o r'? R 0 -7-2— 0 -'? 2- 0
TOTAL POINTS (Tolal of above 2 lines) 260 o \3% [0 W4 oy o

Site Selecled; Date Of Seleclion

Was A Local Sile Assessment Used?
Yes T No

rd

Reason For Seleclion:

{See Instructions on reverse side)
This form was cleclronicatly producet! by NaUoaal Production Services Stall

Eorm AD-1006 (10-83})

Gapée s wlit
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Impact Information by Alternative Segment &
Summary Tables Including a Breakout of
Project R-2247 and Project U-2579 Impacts

Winston—Salem Northern Beltway

Supplemental Final EIS —Project R-2247

Supplemental Draft EIS — Projects U-2579 and U-2579A
September 2004





IMPACT INFORMATION BY ALTERNATIVE SEGMENT

Table 4-2: Residential and Business Relocations — Project R-2247
Detailed Study Alternatives

Segment L(e:]gi;)th Reilgfglces O?:ZVLT&: q O-:;gzg?;é* Minority | Businesses
Segment
Al 0.31 14 5 9 0 0
A2 2.52 75 20 55 10 11
A3 2.43 193 101 92 55 5
A4 7.45 74 66 8 16 3
A6 2.05 4 4 0 0 2
B2 1.50 71 71 0 12 0
B3 0.80 66 46 20 14 0
B6 3.24 18 18 0 0 0
B7 531 67 51 16 12 2
B8 2.28 16 16 0 0 0
B10 1.34 23 13 10 1 5
C1 1.91 24 22 2 5 1
C2 1.63 84 84 0 18 0
C3 1.30 54 53 1 10 0
C4 1.26 13 13 0 0 1
C5 1.19 12 12 0 0 0
Detailed Study Alternatives
WEST-A 17.22 385 221 164 81 22
EAST-A 16.31 276 229 47 43 5
WEST-B 17.59 408 234 174 82 25
EAST-B 16.68 299 242 57 44 8
C3-WEST-A 16.97 266 246 20 43 7
C2-EAST-A 17.05 340 240 100 54 15
C2-EAST-B 17.43 363 253 110 55 18
Preferred Alternative
e | m | m | | 4 | w
C3-WEST-B-1995
Preliminary Engineering 258 229 29 37 10
Designs
C3-WEST-B - 2003
Preliminary Engineering 249 220 29 37 10
Designs

* A number of tenant-occupied residences are privately-owned mobile homes. The owners rent space
in a mobile-home park, and are thereby considered to be tenants.
‘Bold’ indicates Preferred Alternative.
Source: NCDOT Relocation Reports

Winston—Salem Northern Beltway

Supplemental Final EIS —Project R-2247
Supplemental Draft EIS — Projects U-2579 and U-2579A

September 2004

Appendix |





Alternatives

Table 4-3: Residential and Business Relocations — Project U-2579 Detailed Study

Length

Residences

Owner-

Tenant-

Preliminary

Engineering Designs

Segment (mi) Total Occupied | Occupied: Minority | Businesses
Segments
El 2.9 66 24 42 11 2
E2 2.1 8 8 0 0 0
E3 2.1 39 33 6 5 0
E4 2.3 32 32 0 5 1
E5 3.8 94 87 7 6 1
W1 2.2 57 52 5 8 2
W2 1.7 22 21 1 2 0
W3 3.1 29 27 2 3 0
W4 2.8 45 45 5 0 0
W5 2.0 107 98 9 12 0
Crossover 1 1.9 11 11 0 0 2
Crossover 2 2.4 14 14 0 2 0
Crossover 3 1.7 23 17 6 4 0
Crossover 4 2.0 15 15 0 0 0
Crossover 5 1.9 15 14 1 0 0
Detailed Study Alternatives
Western 11.8 260 243 17 25 2
Eastern 13.2 231 184 47 27 4
Alternative 1 12.7 258 205 53 26 4
Alternative 2 12.8 236 218 18 26 4
Alternative 3 13.5 280 225 55 32 2
Alternative 4 13.2 285 259 26 31 2
Alternative 5 13.1 259 209 50 33 3
Alternative 6 12.9 245 227 18 25 2
Alternative 7 12.4 217 202 15 19 3
Alternative 8 12.8 264 243 21 32 3
Preferred Alternative’
W1-W2-W3-C4-E5
(Alternative 7) 1996 |, , 217 202 15 19 3
Functional
Engineering Designs
W1-W2-W3-C4-E5
(Alternative 7) 2003 124 238 189 49 60 9

Impacts based upon the right of way limits for the 1994 functional engineering designs unless otherwise noted.
Source: NCDOT Relocation Reports.
! A number of tenant-occupied residences are privately-owned mobile homes. The owners rent space in a mobile-home
park, and are thereby considered to be tenants.
2 Relocations were updated for the Preferred Alternative in May 2003.
‘Bold’ indicates Preferred Alternative.

Winston—Salem Northern Beltway

Supplemental Final EIS —Project R-2247

Supplemental Draft EIS — Projects U-2579 and U-2579A

September 2004
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Table 4-6: Impacts to Community Facilities — Project R-2247 Detailed Study

Alternatives

Parks.& Churches and Other Community
Schools Recreational . e
R, Cemeteries Facilities
s t Facilities
egmen reoorted 1 B9 | mevored | BU' | mevored | BUIM Built
_epfggg after _epfgrgg after _epfgrgg after Reported in after
s mid- s mid- s mid- 1996 FEIS mid-
1990s 1990s 1990s 1990s
Segment
Al 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
A2 0 0 1* 0 0 0 1** 0
A3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
A4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
A6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
B2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
B3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
B6 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0
B7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
B8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
B10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
C1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
C2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
C3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
C4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
C5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Detailed Study Alternatives
WEST-A 0 0 1* 0 0 0 1** 0
EAST-A 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0
WEST-B 0 0 1* 0 0 0 1** 0
EAST-B 0 2 0 1 0 0 0 0
C3-WEST-A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
C2-EAST-A 0 2 1* 1 0 0 0 0
C2-EAST-B 0 2 1* 1 0 0 0 0
Preferred Alternative
C3-WEST-B | 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Impacts are based upon the right-of-way limits from the functional design alignments.
* City of Winston-Salem Police Department Firing Range on Gun Club Road.
** Community Center at Stoney Bridge Mobile Home Park.
‘Bold’ Indicates the Preferred Alternative.
Winston—Salem Northern Beltway Appendix |

Supplemental Final EIS —Project R-2247

Supplemental Draft EIS — Projects U-2579 and U-2579A

September 2004






Table 4-7: Impacts to Community Facilities — Project U-2579 Detailed Study
Alternatives

S Parks.& Churches and Other Community
chools Recreational . s
Facilities Cemeteries Facilities
Seg ment Impacts Impacts Impacts Impacts
Reported identified Reported identified Reported identified Reported in ideptified
in 1995 since in 1995 since in 1995 since 1995 DEIS since
DEIS mid- DEIS mid- DEIS mid- mid-
1990s 1990s 1990s 1990s
Segment
El 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
E2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
E3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
E4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
E5 0 0 0 0 0 1t 0 0
W1 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0
W2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
W3 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
w4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
W5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Crossover 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Crossover 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Crossover 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Crossover 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Crossover 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Detailed Study Alternatives
Western 0 0 0 0 0 32 0 0
Eastern 0 0 0 0 0 1t 0 0
Alternative 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
Alternative 2 0 0 0 0 0 3t 0 0
Alternative 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Alternative 4 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0
Alternative 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Alternative 6 0 0 0 0 0 32 0 0
Alternative 7 0 0 0 0 0 42 0 0
Alternative 8 0 0 0 0 0 2! 0 0
Preferred Alternative
W1-W2-W3-
C4-E5
Alternative 7 12
1(996 Functionzzll 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0
Engineering
Designs

Impacts are based upon the right-of-way limits for the 1994 functional engineering designs.
Source: NCDOT Relocation Reports.
! Impact to property but no impact to school or church buildings or cemetery.
2 Mount Pleasant Holiness Church; built in 1992, but not identified during the Project U-2579 DEIS relocation survey.
‘Bold’ Indicates the Preferred Alternative.

Winston—Salem Northern Beltway
Supplemental Final EIS —Project R-2247
Supplemental Draft EIS — Projects U-2579 and U-2579A

September 2004
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Table 4-14: Utility

y Impacts - Project R-2447 Detailed Study Alternatives

Electrical Electrical Major Di_rectional Railroads
Segment Easement . Gas Radio Antenna .
Crossing Substations Mains Arrays Crossings
Segment
Al 0 0 0 0 0
A2 0 0 0 0 0
A3 0 0 0 0 0
A4 4** 0 0 0 0
A6 0 0 0 0 0
B2 0 0 0 0 0
B3 0 0 0 0 0
B6 0 0 0 0* 0
B7 1 0 0 0 0
B8 1 0 0 0 0
B10 1** 0 0 0 1**
C1 0 0 0 0 0
Cc2 0 0 0 0 0
C3 0 0 0 0 0
C4 0 0 0 0 0
C5 1 0 0 0 0
Detailed Study Alternatives
WEST-A Sx* 0 0 0 0
EAST-A 2 0 0 0* 0
WEST-B 6** 0 0 0* 1**
EAST-B 3** 0 0 0 1**
C3-WEST-A 5x* 0 0 0 0
C2-EAST-A 2 0 0 0* 0
C2-EAST-B 3** 0 0 0* 1**
Preferred Alternative
C3-WEST-B
1992 Functional 6** 0 0 0* 1**
Design

* The right-of-way for segment B6 passes just west of the grounding cables for the radio antenna array. No

impacts are expected.

** Interchange ramp design may cause multiple crossings of the utility corridor at locations of planned
interchanges. Only one crossing is noted in the chart for each of these locations.
‘Bold’ indicates segments that make up the Preferred Alternative; impacts are based upon the 1992 DEIS

Functional Design.
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Table 4-15: Utility Impacts — Project U-2579 Detailed Study Alternatives

Electrical Electrical Major Gas Railroad
Segment Easement . . .
Crossing Substations Mains Crossings
Segment
El 0 0 0 0
E2 0 0 0 0
E3 0 0 0 0
E4 1* 0 1 1
E5 1* 0 0 1
W1 0 0 0 0
W2 0 0 0 0
W3 0 0 2* 1
W4 1 0 1* 0
W5 0 0 0 1
Crossover 1 0 0 0 0
Crossover 2 0 0 0 0
Crossover 3 0 0 2 1
Crossover 4 1* 0 1* 0
Crossover 5 1* 0 0 0
Detailed Study Alternatives
Western 1 0 2* 2
Eastern 1 0 1 2
Alternative 1 1 0 2* 2
Alternative 2 1 0 1 2
Alternative 3 1 0 2* 2
Alternative 4 1 0 2* 2
Alternative 5 1 0 1 2
Alternative 6 1 0 2* 2
Alternative 7 1 0 2% 2
Alternative 8 1 0 1 2
Preferred Alternative
W1-W2-W3-
C4-E5 1 0 2* 2
(Alternative 7)

Impacts are based upon right of way limits for the 1994 functional engineering designs.

*Interchange ramp design may cause multiple crossings of the utility corridor. Only one crossing is noted
in the chart for each of these locations.

‘Bold’ indicates segments that make up the Preferred Alternative
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Table 4-25: Traffic Noise Impact Summary — Project R-2247 Detailed Study
Alternatives

'\Ilrl:]?gcetregf Number of | Number of NLLT';?;SO]C Total Le_ngth Barrier
Alternative | Receivers Impe}cted Propgsed Protected by of Fea_s ible .C.OSt
Without Wlf:ﬁcgver.s ] Eeas!ble Feasible Bafrrlfrs (I\/[I)llllllons of
Barrier® i arrier arriers Barrierse (feet) ollars)
Segment®
Al 0 0 0 0 0 0
A2 8 8 0 0 0 0
A3 2 2 0 0 0 0
Al 45 20 2 53 4,200 0.987
A6 0 0 0 0 0 0
B2 11 11 0 0 0 0
B3 0 0 0 0 0 0
B6 27 10 1 36 2,400 0.564
B7 41 32 1 40 3,200 0.567
B8 23 0 2 40 4,400 0.587
B10 0 0 0 0 0 0
C1 13 13 0 0 0 0
Cc2 23 0 1 46 2,100 0.412
C3 6 0 1 33 3,500 0.569
C4 0 0 0 0 0 0
C5 0 0 0 0 0 0
Detailed Study Alternatives
WEST-A 55 21 2 53 4,200 0.987
EAST-A 92 66 2 76 5,600 1.131
WEST-B 78 21 4 93 8,600 1.573
EAST-B 115 66 4 116 10,000 1.717
C3-WEST-A 75 44 3 86 7,700 1.556
C2-EAST-A 99 50 3 122 7,700 1.543
C2-EAST-B 122 50 5 162 12,100 2.130
Preferred Alternative — Functional Designs
C3-WEST-B 98 44 5 126 12,100 2.143

a. Total receptors exceeding FHWA Noise Abatement Criteria.

b. Total impacted receptors remaining with proposed barriers in place.

c. Number of receptors that would experience >4 decibels of noise reduction. This includes some receptors that
did not meet the criteria for item a.

d. Bold indicates Segments that comprise the Preferred Alternative.

Source: Table 4.5-7 of the 1996 Project R-2247 FEIS.
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Table 4-44. Potentially Impacted
Hazardous Materials/Waste
Sites — Project R-2247
Detailed Study Alternatives

Potentially Impacted

Segment Hazardous Materials/
Waste Sites*
A2 0
A3 2+
A4 0
A6 1+
B2 0
B3 0
B6 0
B7 1+
B8 0
B10 1+
C1 0
Cc2 0
C3 0
C4 0
C5 0
Detailed Study Alternatives
WEST-A 3
EAST-A 2
WEST-B 3
EAST-B 2
C3-WEST-A 1
C2-EAST-A 2
C2-EAST-B 2
Preferred Alternative

C3-WEST-B 1

Note: Impacts are estimated based upon the right-of-way

limits from the DEIS functional designs and are

from Table 4.5-4 in the 1996 Project R-2247 FEIS.

* This includes hazardous waste generators, auto
salvage yards, landfills, and underground storage
tanks (UST).

+ UST (Underground Storage Tanks)

‘bold’ indicates Segments that make up the Preferred

Alternative.
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Table 4-47: Prime and Important Farmland Soils Impacts — Project
R-2247 Detailed Study Alternatives

. . State/Locall
Segment/ Length Right-of- Prime Importanty
Alternative (Miles) Way Area F_armland Farmland Soils
(Acres) Soils (Acres)
(Acres)
Al 0.31 13 9 4
A2 2.52 236 20 85
A3 2.43 274 41 77
Ad 7.45 399 74 97
A6 2.05 220 41 39
B2 1.50 123 3 48
B3 0.80 134 10 30
B6 3.24 174 33 52
B7 5.31 262 38 62
B8 2.28 103 13 19
B10 1.34 168 20 21
C1 191 171 8 49
C2 1.63 118 19 29
C3 1.30 158 60 30
C4 1.26 66 5 22
C5 1.19 65 13 11
Detailed Study Alternatives
WEST-A 17.22 1,273 202 335
EAST-A 16.31 1,163 155 295
WEST-B 17.59 1,259 182 325
EAST-B 16.68 1,149 135 286
C3-WEST-A 16.97 1,215 213 300
C2-EAST-A 17.05 1,222 183 312
C2-EAST-B 17.43 1,208 162 302
Preferred Alternative
C3-WEST-B | 1735 | 1201 | 193 291

Source: Table 4.5-3 of the 1996 Project R-2247 FEIS.
Estimates of acreage based on 1992 functional designs right of way.
‘Bold’ indicates Segments that make up the Preferred Alternative.
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Table 4-51: Major Drainage Structures — Project
R-2247 Detailed Study Alternatives

Alternative Lquth Number of Bridge| Number of Box
(miles) Structures Culverts
Segment
Al 0.31 0 0
A2 2.52 7 4
A3 2.43 1 4
A4 7.45 0 4
A6 2.05 2 4
B2 1.50 3 1
B3 0.80 2 1
B6 3.24 0 2
B7 5.31 0 3
B8 2.28 1 1
B10 1.34 4 7
C1 1.91 2 1
Cc2 1.63 2 3
C3 1.30 2 1
C4 1.26 0 2
C5 1.19 0 2
Detailed Study Alternatives
WEST-A 17.22 10 20
EAST-A 16.31 9 14
WEST-B 17.59 13 22
EAST-B 16.68 12 16
C3-WEST-A 16.97 9 15
C2-EAST-A 17.05 13 19
C2-EAST-B 17.43 16 21
Preferred Alternative
C3-WEST-B 17.35 12 17

Note: Impacts are estimates based upon the right-of-way limits from the 1992
Project R-2247 DEIS functional designs.

‘Bold’ Indicates Segments that make up the Preferred Alternative. Values are
based upon the DEIS functional designs.
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Table 4-53: Major Drainage Structures — Project U-2579 Detailed Study
Alternatives

1994 Functional

Engineering Design

Al . Length | Number of | Number of Box | Number of Bridge
ernative . .
(miles) Pipes Culverts Structures
Segments
El 2.9 0 5 0
E2 2.1 0 2 0
E3 2.1 0 2 0
E4 2.3 1 2 0
E5 3.8 0 3 0
W1 2.2 0 2 0
W2 1.7 1 1 0
W3 3.1 2 3 0
W4 2.8 0 3 0
W5 2.0 0 2 0
Crossover 1 1.9 0 1 0
Crossover 2 2.4 1 1 0
Crossover 3 1.7 0 1 0
Crossover 4 2.0 0 2 0
Crossover 5 1.9 0 2 0
Detailed Study Alternatives
Western 11.8 3 11 0
Eastern 13.2 1 14 0
Alternative 1 12.7 2 14 0
Alternative 2 12.8 2 10 0
Alternative 3 13.5 0 15 0
Alternative 4 13.2 1 11 0
Alternative 5 13.1 1 15 0
Alternative 6 12.9 3 12 0
Alternative 8 12.8 2 11 0
Preferred Alternative
W1-W2-W3-C4-E5
(Alternative 7) 124 3 1 0

‘Bold’ indicates Preferred Alternative.

Quantities are based upon the right of way limits for the 1994 functional engineering designs.
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Table 4-58: Stream Impacts - Project R-2247 Detailed
Study Alternatives

Number of
Alternative I(_ri?lgeg)] CStregm Slqtgfggt%?‘a;rlnﬁil
rossings
Segment
Al 0.31 1 0
A2 2.52 4 1,300
A3 243 7 0
A4 7.45 17 1,600
A6 2.05 6 700
B2 1.50 6 0
B3 0.80 3 0
B6 3.24 10 500
B7 5.31 11 0
B8 2.28 5 0
B10 1.34 13 900
C1 1.91 2 0
C2 1.63 6 0
C3 1.30 1 0
C4 1.26 2 0
C5 1.19 4 0
Detailed Study Alternatives
WEST-A 17.22 41 3,600
EAST-A 16.31 43 1,200
WEST-B 17.59 49 3,800
EAST-B 16.68 51 1,400
C3-WEST-A 16.97 39 2,300
C2-EAST-A 17.05 45 1,200
C2-EAST-B 17.43 53 1,400
Preferred Alternative
C3-WEST-B 17.35 47 2,500

‘Bold’ Indicates Segments that make up the Preferred Alternative. Values are
based upon the DEIS functional designs.
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Table 4-60: Stream Impacts — Project U-2579
Detailed Study Alternatives

1994 Functional
Engineering Design

Alternative | (30 | Siream Crossings
Segments
El 2.9 5
E2 2.1 2
E3 2.1 2
E4 2.3 3
E5 3.8 3
W1 2.2 2
W2 1.7 2
W3 31 5
w4 2.8 3
W5 2.0 2
Crossover 1 19 1
Crossover 2 24 2
Crossover 3 1.7 1
Crossover 4 2.0 2
Crossover 5 19 2
Detailed Study Alternatives
Western 11.8 14
Eastern 13.2 15
Alternative 1 12.7 16
Alternative 2 12.8 12
Alternative 3 135 15
Alternative 4 13.2 12
Alternative 5 131 16
Alternative 6 12.9 15
Alternative 8 12.8 13
Preferred Alternative
W1-W2-W3-C4-E5
(Alternative 7) 124 14

‘Bold’ indicates Preferred Alternative.

Impacts are based upon right of way limits for the 1994
functional engineering designs.
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Table 4-65: Major Floodplain Encroachments — Project R-2247 Detailed Study

Alternatives

100-Year Regulatory
Detailed Encroach. Floodplain Floodplain Floodway
No. | Segment Stream 1 Mod.
Study Alts. Type Encroachment | Encroachment Required?
(Acres)? (Acres)® q '
EAST-A
EAST-B . Interchange
1 |C1-B2 C3-WEST-B Silas Creek @ 1-40 18 11 Yes
C3-WEST-A
WEST-A
WEST-B Silas/Muddy I
2 |A2 C2-EAST-A Creeks Longitudinal 21 11 Yes
C2-EAST-B
WEST-A
WEST-B Muddy Interchange
3 A2 C2-EAST-A |  Creek @ 1-40 49 18 es
C2-EAST-B
EAST-A Muddy Interchange
4 |B210B3 |pasTB Creek | @ US421 68 27 es
C3-WEST-A| Muddy Interchange
> |B20C3 I3 WEST-B| Creek | @ Us42l 67 28 ves
C2-EAST-A Muddy Interchange
6 |C20B3 o EASTB | Creek | @Us42l 50 22 ves
EAST-A
EAST-B Reynolds -
7 |B3 C2-EAST-A Creek Longitudinal 8 4 Yes
C2-EAST-B
WEST-B Longitudinal-
EAST-B Grassy
8 |B10 C3-WEST-B Creek Iréerltjgagge 21 10 Yes
C2-EAST-B

1. Longitudinal describes the alignment running parallel to the floodway/floodplain boundaries.
Interchange describes impacts of numerous ramps and loops that cross/impinge on floodway/floodplain.
Individually, these may be minor, but their cumulative effect is, in essence, a longitudinal encroachment. The
acreages listed are to the right-of-way limits of the interchange. Actual area of fill in the floodway/floodplain

would be less than these values.

The interchanges are locations where the floodway has been previously constrained to flow through a channel at a
bridge crossing at 1-40 or US 421. The effect of this project on the floodway in these location would be to lengthen
the existing channel with its higher water velocities
2. Impacts are based on the 1992 DEIS Functional Designs
Source: Table 4.5-3 of the 1996 Project R-2247 FEIS
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Table 4-66: Floodway and Floodplain Impacts — Project R-2247 Preferred Alternative

Impacts to 100-
Impacts to Year Floodplain
Floodway (Acres) A b 2002 Floodway
Segment Location Type! 995 2002 1995( CreS)zooz Hydraulic | Modification
. . . ; Structure Required?
Prelim. | Prelim | Prelim. | Prelim d
Design | Design | Design | Design
Little Creek Mainline .
C1 Crossing T <1 0.4 1.2 1.8 Bridge No
Silas Creek Mainline
C1 crossing near L 25 0.4 7.8 1.9 Bridge Yes
McGregor Rd
Existing
Silas Creek 1-40 1-40
< Crossing T - 04 - 19 Culvert No
Area
Existing
Muddy Creek 1-40 .
C1 Crossing T -- 0 -- 0.2 I-4(?ABr|dge No
rea
Muddy Creek m;z:
Mainline crossing
B2 nearfincluding US 421 L 16.5 5.7 35.9 24.9 For Yes
. Mainline/
interchange R
amps
Reynolds Creek .
Ad Mainline Crossing T 1 0.01 3 0.5 Bridge No
Tomahawk Creek .
Ad Mainline Crossing T 2 0.0 5 1.6 Bridge No
Tomahawk Creek
Ad Robinhood Rd T -- 0.3 -- 0.8 Culvert No
Interchange
Mill Creek No. 3
C4 Mainline Crossing T 1 1.0 4 16 Culvert No
2 Muddy Creek .
B8 Mainline Crossing T 0.2 0.7 1.3 0.9 Bridge No
Various
Bridges
pro |CrassyCreekatUss2 | 4 7.3 10 5.6 For Yes
interchange Mainli
ainline/
Ramps
Total _Acreage from Longitudinal 23 13.4 44 394 B _
Crossings
Total All Floodway/Floodplain 27 16.2 69 417 B _
Impacts (Acres)

1. T =Transverse, L = Longitudinal

2. Based on 1996 Public Hearing Map. Hydraulic designs incomplete in this area in the 2002 preliminary engineering designs.
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Table 4-67: Floodway and Floodplain Impacts — Project U-2579 Preferred Alternative

Type of Length of Acres of Acres of Floodway
Segment | Stream Location Cl}z)gsin Crossing Floodplain | Floodwa Modification
g (ft) P y Required?
wi | Crassy | Oa4miwestof | g 00 320 0.9 0.3 Yes
Creek University Pkwy.
0.6 mi. west of Fll?(;)(?é)\::;n/
W2 | Mill Creek Baux y N/A 5.1 1.1 Yes
; Encroachment
Mountain Rd.
Only
0.5 mi. east of
W3 Mill Creek Baux Box Culvert 210 3.2 14 Yes
Mountain Rd.
Lowery 0.3 mi. west of
C4 Mill Creek US 158 Box Culvert 270 5.1 1.9 Yes
Martin 0.6 mi. north of
E5 . West Mountain Box Culvert 355 3.5 1.4 Yes
Mill Creek St
Kerners 0.6 mi. south of
E5 Mill West Mountain Box Culvert 430 3.4 1.4 Yes
Creek! St.
Harmon 0.9 mi. south of
E5 Mill West Mountain Box Culvert 930 10.5 5.2 Yes
Creek! St.
Fishers 0.3 mi. south of .
E5 Branch' | Hastings Hill Rd. Not Determined 410 2.0 0.6 Yes
Total Impacts 2,925 33.7 13.3 8

Impacts are based on right of way limits for the 1994 functional engineering designs.

! Also listed under Project U-2579A Detailed Study Alternative impacts
2 Includes the three floodplain/floodway crossings shared by Projects U-2579 Preferred Altenative and U-2579A Detailed Study

Alternatives.
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Table 4-71: Biotic Community Impacts — Project R-2247 Detailed
Study Alternatives

Pine Mixed Forest Ma}intained/ Agricultural
Segment Forest D.EC'dUOUS/ Total Disturbed Lands
(acres) Pine Forest (acres) Lands (acres)
(acres) (acres)
Segment
Al 0.0 6.1 6.1 0.7 1.2
A2 16.2 93.8 110.0 59.9 34.1
A3 11.3 58.1 69.5 116.3 54.3
A4 40.0 83.8 123.8 39.6 116.7
A6 29.6 89.4 119.0 77.4 425
B2 2.6 41.2 43.8 15.3 44.1
B3 12.6 454 58.1 32.8 31.3
B6 20.4 63.3 83.7 8.2 36.7
B7 26.8 90.0 116.8 25.5 56.3
B8 0.2 55.9 56.1 12.6 7.7
B10 48.6 139.6 188.2 76.8 7.0
C1 15.3 63.6 78.9 51.4 11.6
c2 12.9 45.8 58.7 22.8 21.8
C3 14.8 334 48.2 44.6 45.9
C4 2.3 27.8 30.1 45 18.2
C5 5.1 26.6 31.7 5.3 14.0
Detailed Study Alternatives
WEST-A 104 386 490 304 281
EAST-A 112 426 538 217 238
WEST-B 119 465 584 310 239
EAST-B 126 505 632 223 196
C3-WEST-A 110 372 482 239 294
C2-EAST-A 124 460 584 233 238
C2-EAST-B 138 540 678 239 196
Preferred Alternative
C3-WEST-B 124 451 575 245 252

Source: Table 4.6-1 from the 1996 Project R-2247 FEIS
‘Bold’ indicates Segments that make up the Preferred Alternative.
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Table 4-77: Summary of Wetland and Pond Impacts for Project R-2247

Detailed Study Alternatives

Impacted Impacted Pond
Segment Wetlan% Acreage Wetland Type' ?Acreage

Al 0.0 -- 0.0

A2 1.10 Palustrine 0.0

A3 1.18 Palustrine 0.0
0.55 Emergent
0.48 Palustrine

Ad 1.58 Palustrine 0.0
1.80 Palustrine

Ab 0.0 -- 0.0

Ab 0.0 -- 0.0

Bl 0.0 -- 0.7

B2 0.0 -- 0.0

B3 0.0 -- 0.0

B4 0.0 -- 0.0

B5 0.0 -- 2.0
0.81 Palustrine

BO 0.26 Palustrine 14
0.33 Palustrine

B7 1.87 Palustrine 23

B8 0.55 Palustrine 0.6

B9 0.0 -- 0.0

B10 0.0 -- 0.0
2.52 Palustrine

cl 0.79 Palustrine 0.0
2.06 Palustrine

c2 1.18 Palustrine 0.0

C3 0.00 -- 0.0

C4 4,92 Palustrine 0.0

C5 0.44 Palustrine 0.0

Detailed Study Alternatives

WEST-A 12.1 -- 0.0

EAST-A 7.0 -- 3.7

WEST-B 12.2 -- 0.6

EAST-B 7.1 -- 4.3

C3-WEST-A 13.0 -- 0.0

C2-EAST-A 8.0 -- 3.7

C2-EAST-B 8.2 -- 4.3

Preferred Alternative
C3-WEST-B 13.2 -- 0.6

! Emergent = herbaceous sites; Palustrine = Forested and Shrub-scrub areas.
‘Bold’ Indicates Segments that make up the Preferred Alternative.

All impacts are based on the right of way limits of the DEIS 1992 functional designs.
Source: Tables 4.6-1 and 4.6-2 in the 1996 Project R-2247 FEIS
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SUMMARY TABLES THAT INCLUDE A BREAKOUT OF

PROJECT R-2247 AND PROJECT U-2579

Table 4-1: Combined Direct Relocation Impacts — Projects R-2247, U-2579, and

U-2579A
. Residences Owner- Tenant- L .
Project Segment Total Occupied Occupied* Minority | Businesses
R-2247 Preferred 249 220 29 37 10
Alternative
U-2579 Preferred 238 189 49 60 9
Alternative
U-2579A N1-S1 771 (749) 687 (666) 84 (83) 138 (138) | 41(27)
DetailedStudy
Alternatives With N1-S2 807 (785) 721 (700) 86 (85) 140 (135) | 38(25)
(Without) N2-S1 728 (725) 645 (643) 83 (82) 137 (136) | 42(33)
Kernersville Road
Interchange plus N2-S2 795 (792) 710 (708) 85 (84) 149 (139) | 40 (31)
R-2247 and N3-S1 734 (724) 648 (638) 86 (86) 137 (136) | 37 (26)
U-2579 Preferred
Alternatives N3-S2 801 (791) 713 (703) 88 (88) 158 (137) | 35(24)

() Alternative without Kernersville Road Interchange
Y A number of tenant-occupied residences are privately-owned mobile homes. The owners rent space in a mobile-home
park, and are thereby considered to be tenants.

Table 4-5: Combined Direct Impacts to Community Services and Facilities

— Projects R-2247, U-2579, and U-2579A

Parks & Churches Other
Project Segment Schools Recreational and Community
Facilities Cemeteries Facilities
Preferred
R-2247 Alternative 0 0 0 0
Preferred 45
U-2579 Alternative 0 0 4 0
U-2579A Detailed N1-S1 12 0 54° 0
Study N1-S2 12 0 634° 0
Altel’l’;ativesl NZ'S]. 12 O 54,5 O
plus _ 2 345
R-2247 and N2-52 L 0 o 0
U-2579 Preferred N3-S1 0 0 5345 0
Alternatives N3-52 0 0 6°" 0

! Results are the same for Project U-2579A alternatives with or without the Kernersville Road interchange.
2 Sedge Garden Elementary School; temporary impact from Sedge Garden Road detour.

% Piedmont Memorial Gardens; impact to property, but not to existing graves.

* Impact to the Gospel Light Christian School and Church property does not impact school or church

facilities.

% Mount Pleasant Holiness Church.
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Table 4-13: Combined Direct Impacts to Utilities and Infrastructure — Projects

R-2247, U-2579, and U-2579A

Electrical Directional
Project Segment Easement Electrlpal Major_ Gas Radio Rallrpad
Crossing Substations Mains Antenna Crossings
Arrays
Detailed Study Alternative — with Kernersville Road Interchange
R-2247 Preferred Ex 0 0 0 1w
Alternative
i Preferred . Kook *ok
U-2579 Alternative 1 0 2 0 2
U-2579A N1-S1 g** 0 2%* 0 3**
Detailed Study N1-S2 gk 0 2%k 0 ok
Alterr:ﬂtslves* N2-S1 g 0 2%k 0 gk
R-2247 and N2-S2 g 0 2 0 ol
U-2579 N3-S1 g** 0 2%* 0 3**
Preferred i o o -
Alternatives N3-S2 8 0 2 0 3

* Results are the same for Project U-2579 alternatives with or without Kernersville Road interchange.
**|nterchange ramp design may cause multiple crossings of the utility corridor at locations of planned interchanges. Only

one crossing is noted in the table for each of these locations.

Table 4-17: Combined Direct Impacts to Archaeological and Historic
Architectural Resources — Projects R-2247, U-2579, and U-2579A

# of Archaeological # of Historic #Iggsl(_)'tusrtc%rszc
Project Alternative Sites Requiring Resources with No !
Preservation in Place Adverse Effect with Adverse
Effect
Preferred
R-2247 Alternative 0 2 1
Preferred 2
U-2579 Alternative 0 2 0
U-2579A Detailed N1-S1 0? 4 1
Study N1-S2 0? 4 1
Alternatives® plus N2-S1 0? 4 1
R-2247 and N2-S2 0? 4 1
U-2579 Preferred N3-S1 0? 4 1
Alternatives N3-S2 0? 4 1

! Results are the same for Project U-2579A alternatives with or without Kernersville Road interchange.
2 Site 31FY1053(**) in the Project U-2579 study area requires further study, which will be reported in the FEIS.
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Table 4-19: Combined Direct Impacts to Section 4(f)/6(f)
Resources — Projects R-2247, U-2579, and U-2579A

) ) Section 4(f) Section 6(f)
Project Alternative Resources Resources
Impacted Impacted
Preferred
R-2247 Alternative 0 0
Preferred
U-2579 Alternative 0 0
. N1-S1 0 0
U-2579A Detailed NL-S2 0 0
Study Alternatives* .
plus N2-S1 0 0
R-2247 and U-2579 N2-S2 0 0
Preferred Alternatives N3-S1 0 0
N3-S2 0 0

*Results are the same for Project U-2579A alternatives with or without Kernersville Road
interchange.

Table 4-43: Combined Direct Hazardous Materials Impacts —
Projects R-2247, U-2579, and U-2579A

Project Detailed Sj(udy Potentially Impacted_
Alternative Hazardous Materials Sites

R-2247 Preferred Alternative 6

U-2579 Preferred Alternative 9
N1-S1 19 (16)
U-2579A Detailed Study N1-S2 19 (16)
Alternatives ! plus N2-S1 17 (15)
R-2247 and U-2579 N2-S2 17 (15)
Preferred Alternatives N3-S1 22 (17)
N3-S2 22 (17)

! Results are the same for Project U-2579A alternatives with or without the Kernersville Road
interchange.

Table 4-50: Major Drainage Structures — Projects R-2247, U-2579, and

U-2579A
] Number of Crossings
Project Alternative Number of Bridges with Major Culverts or
over Streams Pipes
(> 72 inches in diameter)
Preferred
R-2247 Alternative 20 11
Preferred
U-2579 Alternative 0 14
N1-S1 20 32
U-2579A Detailed ) N1-S2 20 34
Study A‘:ﬁnatlves N2-S1 20 32
R-2247 and U-2579 N2-S2 20 34
Preferred Alternatives N3-S1 20 31
N3-S2 20 33

! Results are the same for alternatives with and without the Kernersville Road interchange.
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Table 4-57: Combined Direct Stream Impacts — Projects R-2247, U-2579, and U-2579A

Impacted Total
Impacted Length Length - Total Length | Length of | Number of
Project Alternative - USACE Not of Impacted Relocated Stream
Mitigable? (ft) Mitigable Stream® (ft) Stream* | Crossings
(ft) (f
Preferred
R-2247 Alternative 11,427 13,581 25,008 2,405 52
Preferred
U-2579 Alternative 17,719 557 18,276 0 44
U-2579A Detailed N1-S1 40,142 16,653 56,795 2,405 114
Study Alternatives! N1-S2 38,744 17,267 56,011 2,405 114
plus N2-S1 39,016 16,653 55,699 2,405 116
R-2247 and U-2579 N2-S2 37,618 17,267 54,885 2,405 116
AFI’tVEfer[_ed N3-S1 43,121 (42,452) 16,653 59,774 (59,105) | 2,405 118
ernatives N3-S2 41,723 (41,054) 17,267 | 58,990 (58,321) | 2,405 118

1Unless designated by () as without Kernersville Road interchange, Project U-2579A Detailed Study Alternatives are the same with or

without the interchange.

2USACE mitigable streams are considered as such based on guidance from the USACE.
*Total Length of Impacted Stream was calculated based on the length of stream within the estimated construction limits of the
preliminary engineering designs.
* Length of stream relocations is based on the 2002 preliminary engineering designs. Stream relocations are considered mitigated

impacts.

Table 4-64: Combined Direct Impacts to Floodplains and Floodways —
Projects R-2247, U-2579, and U-2579A

Number of Number of Crossings
Project Alternative | Floodplain/Floodway Requiring Floodway
Crossings Modification
Preferred
R-2241 Alternative 1 3
Preferred
U-2579 Alternative 5 S
U-2579A Detailed V151 21 13
Study Alternatives * N1-S2 21 13
plus N2-S1 21 13
R-2247 and U-2579 N2-S2 21 13
Aﬁ’referf?d N3-S1 21 13
ternatives N3-S2 21 13

! Results are the same for Project U-2579A alternatives with or without the Kernersville Road interchange.

Winston—Salem Northern Beltway
Supplemental Final EIS —Project R-2247
Supplemental Draft EIS — Projects U-2579 and U-2579A

September 2004
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Table 4-70: Combined Direct Biotic Community Impacts — Projects R-2247, U-2579, and U-2579A

Piedmont/ Dr)_/ Mesic )
. MoIchr:Vtvian ?—:?(/:IS)E;I;/ '\g;ilc Mixed Su_ccessional letigm?anr:d Mgintained/ Agriculture Cut- Pine_
Project Segment Alluvial Forest Hickory H?:réjrvg;)tod Pl?gcligsr)est Forest Dzztcur':;; d (acres) (;):fe;) Plgltr?ets')o n
Forest (acres) Forest (acres) (acres)
(acres) (acres)
Preferred
R 31 0 411 0 0 0 495 196 59 77
R-2247 Alternative
Preferred
- 27 33 118 77 0 6 244 62 0 0
U-2579 Alternative
106 61 582 172 13 (12) 1,146 376
U-2579A N1-S1 ! (1,123) 59 v
Detailed 1,149
Study N1-S2 80 60 577 141 10 13 (12) ' 383 59 77
Alternatives (1,127)
(Without) N2-S1 106 63 581 174 1 12 (11) 1’145 369 59 77
Kernersville (1,145)
Road 1,165
Interchange N2-S2 82 61 576 146 10 12 (11) (1.149) 380 59 77
plus :
R-2247 and 1,157
U-2579 N3-S1 108 (107) 59 572 195 (189) 1 10 (1137) 378 (375) 59 77
Preferred 1’156
Alternatives N3-52 83 (82) 58 577 166 (160) 10 10 (1’136) 389 (385) | 59 77

() Alternative without Kernersville Road interchange






Table 4-76: Summary of Jurisdictional Resources Impacts — Pro

jects R-2247, U-2579, and U-2579A

Total
Lovy Medil_Jm Hig_h Total Number Total Number Impact to
Project Alternative Quality | Quality | Quality | Wetland of Ponds of Pond U_S_ACE
Wetlands |Wetlands| Wetlands | Impacts Wetlgnd Impacted Crossings Mitigable
(Acres) | (Acres) | (Acres) (Acres) |Crossings| (Acres) Streams
(Linear Ft)
R-2247 Preferred | 087 | 093 | 180 3.60 21 1.26 6 11,503
Alternative
Preferred
U-2579 Alternative 0.62 0.81 1.12 2.55 13 17.92 6 17,719
U-2579A N1-S1 1.66 2.92 2.92 7.50 44 26.91 21 21
Detailed Study N1-S2 1.66 2.54 2.92 7.12 42 21.92 19 19
A'te”}a“"es N2-S1 1.66 2.92 3.05 7.63 45 27.64 22 22
R—254_L;Sand N2-S2 1.66 2.54 3.05 7.25 43 22.65 20 20
U-2579 Preferred N3-S1 1.59 3.11 3.05 7.75 47 27.52 20 20
Alternatives N3-S2 1.59 2.73 3.05 7.37 45 22.53 18 18

Y Unless designated by () as without Kernersville Road interchange, Project U-2579A Detailed Study Alternatives are the same with or without the

interchange.

Winston—Salem Northern Beltway
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Table 4-88: Combined Direct Environmental Consequences — Projects R-2247, U-2579, and U-2579A With (Without)
the Kernersville Road Interchange
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Project R-2247 and Project U-2579 Preferred Alternatives
R-2247 U-2579 ) PLUS _
Environmental Issue Preferred | Preferred Project U-2579A Detailed Study Alternatives
Alternative | Alternative With (Without) Kernersville Road Interchange
N1-S1 N1-S2 N2-S1 N2-S2 N3-S1 N3-S2

Length (miles) 17.35 12.4 34.2 34.4 34.2 34.4 34.1 34.3
Estimated Costs (2003 dollars)
Construction Costs 605.2 593.2 609.2 590.2 592.2
(millions $) 2282 200.0 (602.2) (589.2) (606.2) 600.2 (586.2) (591.2)
Right-of-Way Costs 929 48.0 211.2 223.3 205.0 220.9 206.2 222.2
(millions $) ' ' (202.8) (214.9) (202.8) (218.7) (199.6) (215.5)

s 816.4 816.5 814.2 821.1 796.4 814.4
Total Costs (millions $) 321.1 248.0 (805.0) (804.1) (809.0) (818.9) (785.8) (806.7)
Relocation Impact Summary
Residences (total) 249 238 771 (749) 807 (785) 728 (725) 795 (792) 734 (724) 801 (791)
Owner-occupied 220 189 687 (666) 721 (700) 645 (643) 710 (708) 648 (638) 713 (703)
Tenant-occupied 29 49 84 (83) 86 (85) 83 (82) 85 (84) 86 (86) 88 (88)
Minority 37 60 138 (138) 140 (135) 137 (136) 149 (139) 137 (136) 158 (137)
Businesses 10 9 41 (27) 38 (25) 42 (33) 40 (31) 37 (26) 35 (24)
Community Services and Facilities Impact Summary
Schools 0 0 1*° 1*° 1*° 1*° 0° 0’
Parl_<§ & Recreational 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Facilities
Churches & Cemeteries 0 4 5° 6>° 5° 6>° 5° 6>°
Other Community 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Facilities
Utilities"
Electr'lcal Easement 6 1 9 8 9 8 9 8
Crossings
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Table 4-88: Combined Direct Environmental Consequences — Projects R-2247, U-2579, and U-2579A With (Without)

the Kernersville Road Interchange

Project R-2247 and Project U-2579 Preferred Alternatives

R-2247 U-2579 _ PLUS _
Environmental Issue Preferred Preferred Project U-2579A Detailed Study Alternatives
Alternative | Alternative With (Without) Kernersville Road Interchange
N1-S1 N1-S2 N2-S1 N2-S2 N3-S1 N3-S2
Electrical Substations 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Major Gas Mains 0 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Directional Radio
Antenna Arrays 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Railroad Crossings 1 2 3 3 3 3 3 3
Historic Architectural and Archaeological Resources Impact Summary
# of Archaeological sites
requiring preservation in 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
place?
# of Historic Resources
with No Adverse Effect 2 2 4 4 4 4 4 4
# of Historic Resources
with Adverse Effect ! 0 ! ! 1 ! 1 !
Section 4(f)/6(f) Resources Impact Summary
Section 4(f) Resources 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Section 6(f) Resources 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Air Quality Impact Summary
Intersections Exceeding
CO NAAQS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Noise Impact Summary
# of Impacted Receptors —
with mitigation in place 65 447 755 (768) 721 (730) 821 (809) 742 (730) 792 (786) 713 (707)
Hazardous Materials Impact Summary
Number of Potentially
Impacted Hazardous 6 9 19 (16) 19 (16) 17 (15) 17 (15) 22 (17) 22 (17)
Materials Sites
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Table 4-88: Combined Direct Environmental Consequences — Projects R-2247, U-2579, and U-2579A With (Without)

the Kernersville Road Interchange

Project R-2247 and Project U-2579 Preferred Alternatives

R-2247 U-2579 ) : _
Environmental Issue Preferred Preferred Project U-2579A Detailed Study Alternatives
Alternative | Alternative With (Without) Kernersville Road Interchange
N1-S1 N1-S2 N2-S1 N2-S2 N3-S1 N3-S2

Major Drainage Structure Summary
Number of Bridges over 20 0 20 20 20 20 20 20
Streams
Number of Crossings with
Major Culverts (> 72 11 14 32 34 32 34 31 33
inches in diameter)
Floodways and Floodplains Impact Summary
Floodplains 11 5 21 21 21 21 21 21
(# of crossings)
Number of Crossings
Requiring Floodway 3 5 13 13 13 13 13 13
Modification
Biotic Communities Impact Summary (acres)
Piedmont/Low Mtn
Alluvial Forest 31 27 106 80 106 82 108 (107) 83 (82)
Egﬁigom Bottomland 0 6 13 (12) 13 (12) 12 (11) 12 (11) 10 10
Dry Oak-Hickory Forest 0 33 61 60 63 61 59 58
E?r’ezfes'c Oak-Hickory 411 118 582 577 581 576 572 577
K')i'sct Mixed Hardwood 0 77 172 141 174 146 195 (189) | 166 (160)

- . 1,146 1,149 1,160 1,165 1,157 1,156
Maintained/Disturbed 495 244 (1.123) (1.127) (1.145) (1.149) (1.137) (1.136)
Agriculture 196 62 376 383 369 380 378 (375) 389 (385)
Cut-Over 59 0 59 59 59 59 59 59
Successional Pine Forest 0 0 1 10 1 10 1 10
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Table 4-88: Combined Direct Environmental Consequences — Projects R-2247, U-2579, and U-2579A With (Without)

the Kernersville Road Interchange

Project R-2247 and Project U-2579 Preferred Alternatives

R-2247 U-2579 ) PLUS _
Environmental Issue Preferred Preferred Project U-2579A Detailed Study Alternatives
Alternative | Alternative With (Without) Kernersville Road Interchange
N1-S1 N1-S2 N2-S1 N2-S2 N3-S1 N3-S2

Pine Plantation 77 0 77 77 77 77 77 77
Jurisdictional Issues Summary
Acres of Wetlands 36 26 75 7.1 76 7.3 7.8 7.4
Impacted
Number of Wetland 21 13 44 42 45 43 47 45
Crossings
Acres of Ponds Impacted 1.3 17.9 26.9 21.9 27.6 22.7 275 22.5
Number of Pond 6 6 21 19 22 20 20 18
Crossings
Total Linear Feet of
Impacted USACE 11,427 17,719 40,142 38,744 39,016 37,618 43,121 41,723

e (42,452) (41,054)
Mitigable Streams
Total Linear Feet of 2,405 0 2,405 2,405 2,405 2,405 2,405 2,405
Relocated Streams
Number of Stream 52 44 114 114 116 116 118 118
Crossings
Protected Species Impact Summary
Bog Turtle . N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
(Clemmys muhlenbergii)
Red-Cockaded
Woodpecker No Effect No Effect No Effect No Effect No Effect No Effect No Effect No Effect
(Picoides borealis)
SmaII-Aqthereq Bittercress No Effect No Effect No Effect No Effect No Effect No Effect No Effect No Effect
(Cardamine Micrantha)
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Table 4-88: Combined Direct Environmental Consequences — Projects R-2247, U-2579, and U-2579A With (Without)

the Kernersville Road Interchange

Project R-2247 and Project U-2579 Preferred Alternatives

R-2247 U-2579 ) PLUS _
Environmental Issue Preferred Preferred Project U-2579A Detailed Study Alternatives
Alternative | Alternative With (Without) Kernersville Road Interchange

N1-S1

N1-S2

N2-S1

N2-S2

N3-S1

N3-82

Unless designated by () as without Kernersville Road interchange, Project U-2579A Detailed Study Alternatives are the same with or without the interchange.

Construction limits (slope stakes) of the preliminary engineering design for the R-2247 Preferred Alternative, theU-2579 Preferred Alternative, and the Project
U-2579A Detailed Study Alternatives were used to calculate impacts.

! Interchange ramp design may cause multiple crossings of the utility corridor at locations of planned interchanges. Only one crossing is noted in the table for each of
these locations.

2 Site 31FY1053(**) in the Project U-2579 study area requires further study

® These species are not biologically endangered or threatened and are not subject to Section 7 consultation.

* Sedge Garden Elementary School; temporary impact from Sedge Garden Road detour.

¥ Impact to property does not impact school or church facilities

® piedmont Memorial Gardens; impact to property, but not to existing graves.










