13. You must provide compensatory mitigation for permanent impacts to 272 linear feet
of stream with the purchase of 316 stream credits (based on application of the Unified
Stream Methodology) from a USACE approved mitigation bank within the project and
service area. Evidence that you have purchased these credits must be provided to
the Corps prior to commencing the authorized activities in jurisdictional waters.

Your permit is hereby modified as outlined above. All other conditions of the original -
permit remain unchanged except as indicated above. Please be advised that all
conditions of the original and modified Virginia Water Protection Permit become
conditions of this authorization. ‘

Enclosed is a "compliance certification" form, which must be sighed and returned
within 30 days of completion of the project. Your signature on this form certifies that
‘you have completed the work in accordance with the terms and conditions of this

permit.

Please obtain all necessary State and Local authorizations for the proposed work. .
Should you need further assistance or have any questions, please contact Mr. David
Knepper at (757) 201-7488 or David.A.Knepper@usace.army.mil.

erely,

o FOR Patrick V. Kinsman, PE
Colonel, U.S. Army- o
Commanding ' ,

Enclosures

Cc:

Ms. Elizabeth Atherton, Kimley-Horn

Mr. Andrew Farthing, Kimley-Horn

 Ms. Sheri Kattan, Virginia Department of Environmental Quality
Ms. Stephanie Kubico, US Environmental Protection Agency
Mr. John Simkins, Federal Highways Administration

Mr. Brian Reid, Virginia Department of Transportation




U.S. Army Corps
m Of Engineers
Norfolk District

CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE
WITH
ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS PERMIT
Permit Number: NAO-2009-02238

Corps Contact: Lee Fuerst

Name of Permittee: City of Suffolk, Department of Public Works,
ATTN: Mr. Robert E. Lewis

Date of Issuance: December 13, 2019
Permit Type: Individual Permit Modification (Original issued February 1, 2018)

Within 30 days of completion of the activity authorized by this permit and any mitigation
required by the permit, sign this certification and return it to the following address:

US Army Corps of Engineers - Norfolk District
CENAO-WR-R

Attn: Ms. Lee Fuerst

803 Front Street

Norfolk, VA 23510-1096

Or scan and send via email to lee.fuerst@usace.army.mil

Please note that your permitted activity is subject to a compliance inspection by a U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers representative. If you fail to comply with this permit you are subject to
permit suspension, modification or revocation.

| hereby certify that the work authorized by the above referenced permit has been completed
in accordance with the terms and conditions of the said permit, and required mitigation has
been completed in accordance with the permit conditions.

Signature of Permittee Date


mailto:lee.fuerst@usace.army.mil

m U.S. Army Corps
Of Engineers
Norfolk District Fort Norfolk, 803 Front Street

Norfolk, Virginia 23510-1096

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY PERMIT

Permittee: City of Suffolk, Public Works

Permit No.: NAO-2009-02238/VMRC#15-1591

Issuing Office: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Norfolk District Regulatory Branch
(CENAO-WR-R)

Note: The term "you" and its derivatives, as used in this permit, means the permittee or
any future transferee. The term "this office" refers to the appropriate district or division
office of the Corps of Engineers having jurisdiction over the permitted activity or the
appropriate official of that office acting under the authority of the commanding officer.

You are authorized to perform work in accordance with the terms and conditions
specified below pursuant to:

[ ] Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 (33 U.S.C. 403).

X Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. 1344).

[] Section 103 of the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries Act of 1972
(33 U.S.C. 1413).

Project Description: Widen the existing four-lane facility with a depressed median to a
six-lane urban facility with a raised 28-foot wide median, with a five-foot wide concrete
sidewalk on the south side of the road and a 10-foot wide multi-use path on the north
side of the road. The work also includes intersection improvements and four
stormwater management (SWM) ponds. This work will result in permanent impacts to
0.953 acres of palustrine forested wetlands, 0.016 acres of palustrine emergent
wetlands, 272 linear feet of stream, and 522 linear feet of jurisdictional ditches; and
temporary impacts to 0.236 acres of forested wetlands, 42 linear feet of streams, and 22
linear feet of jurisdictional ditches. These activities are depicted on drawings entitled
“‘Route 58 Improvements, Prepared for City of Suffolk VA” Sheets 1-17, prepared by
Kimley Horn and dated 9-14-2016.

Project Location: The project is located on existing Route 58 (Holland Road) between
the Southwest Suffolk By-Pass (Rt. 13/32) and 0.7 miles west of the intersection of Rt.
58 and Manning Bridge Road (Rt. 643) in the City of Suffolk, Virginia




Project Specific Conditions:

1.

6.

Prior to the commencement of any work authorized by this permit, you shall advise
the project manager, Alice Allen-Grimes, in writing at: Norfolk District, Corps of
Engineers, 803 Front Street, Norfolk, VA 23510, of the time the authorized activity
will commence and the name and telephone number of all contractors or other
persons performing the work. A copy of this permit and drawings must be provided
to the contractor and made available to any regulatory representative during an
inspection of the project site.

The time limit for completing the work authorized ends on December 31, 2019.
Should you be unable to complete the authorized activity in the time limit provided,
you must submit your request for a time extension to this office for consideration at
least one month before the permit expiration date.

Enclosed is a “compliance certification” form, which must be signed and returned
within 30 days of completion of the project, including any required mitigation. Your
signature on this form certifies that you have completed the work in accordance with
the permit terms and conditions.

. You must comply with the stipulations of the “Memorandum of Agreement Among

the Federal Highway Administration, the Virginia State Historic Preservation Officer,
the City of Suffolk, and the Virginia Department of Transportation, Regarding
Improvements to Route 58 (Holland road) from the Southwest Suffolk By-Pass to 0.7
Mile West of Manning Bridge Road (Route 643), Suffolk, Virginia” signed in 2013,
including an amendments to the MOA.

You are not authorized to begin clearing or construction activities in waters of the
U.S. (including wetlands) associated with this permit until an on-site preconstruction
conference is held to ensure that all affected parties fully understand the
requirements of this permit. This meeting must be held prior to the start of land
disturbance in wetlands and must be attended by you or a designated
representative, your agent/consultant, the contractor, and the contractor's foreman.
You must notify Alice Allen-Grimes (telephone 757-201-7219), the Corps project
manager for your permit to notify her of the pre-construction meeting and coordinate
with her regarding whether she will attend this meeting.

Any waters of the U.S., including wetlands, that will not be impacted under this permit
and that are located within 50 feet of any proposed clearing, excavation, or other
construction activities must be clearly marked in the field with 4-foot high orange
fencing prior to commencing work onsite to ensure that additional stream/wetland
areas are not inadvertently impacted during construction.

Wetland seed mixes and seed mixes used for control of soil erosion or to stabilize
disturbed areas anywhere in the vicinity of wetlands adjacent to the project shall be
free of tall fescue, Bermuda grass, and other allelopathic turf grass species, as well
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as plant species on the Virginia Department of Conservation and Recreation’s
Invasive Alien Plant List.. This list of invasive plants may be found at
http://www.dcr.virginia.gov/natural _heritage/documents/invlist.pdf

All pipes and culverts placed in streams will be countersunk at both the inlet and
outlet ends. Pipes that are 24” or less in diameter shall be countersunk 3” below the
natural stream bottom. Pipes that are greater than 24” in diameter shall be
countersunk 6” below the natural stream bottom. All single pipes or culverts shall be
countersunk below the natural streambed at both the inlet and outlet of the structure.
In sets of multiple pipes or culverts at least one pipe or culvert shall be countersunk
at both the inlet and outlet to convey low flows. Following excavation of the stream
bottom and the placement of a pipe/culvert, clean fill material (comparable to the
original stream bottom material, including soil, fines and clay), shall be used to bring
the stream bottom elevation outside of the pipe openings both upstream and
downstream back to pre-construction elevations, rather than filling the excavated
stream bottom with riprap. Riprap may be placed on top of the restored stream
bottom to the length required to meet Virginia stormwater requirements, but to a
minimum depth. Clean fill and/or riprap may be placed in the pipe up to the elevation
of the pre-construction stream bottom. The purpose of this requirement is to insure
re-establishment of a surface water channel to allow for the movement of aquatic
organisms. This requirement to countersink pipes does not apply to extensions of
existing pipes that are not countersunk.

The soils of any temporarily disturbed wetlands that are cleared, grubbed, and/or
filled, must be restored to pre-construction elevations as soon as the areas are no
longer being used for construction. Once grades are restored, if work can be
conducted in relatively dry conditions, soils shall be loosened by ripping or chisel
plowing the soil surface to a depth of 8-12”. However, because the temporarily
disturbed sites occur within the seasonally flooded/saturated areas, soil loosening
should not occur if the areas are too wet to reasonably conduct such work to avoid
further disturbance. You must plant specimens of bald cypress (Taxodium distichum)
of a 2- to 5-gallon container size on 15-foot centers in the temporarily disturbed
areas. You must provide USACE with photographs demonstrated that the cypress
trees were planted.

10.You have not requested authorization to place borrow or waste sites in waters of the

11.
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US. All borrow and waste sites should be located outside of jurisdictional areas.

Strict sediment and erosion control measures consistent with those contained in the
standards and criteria of the current Virginia Sediment and Erosion Control handbook
shall be used. The disposal site for any excavated material as part of the project
shall be located in a non-wetland area and shall be retained using silt fences and
staked hay bales and/or other measures consistent with the Virginia Sediment and
Erosion Control handbook.


http://www.dcr.virginia.gov/natural_heritage/documents/invlist.pdf

12.You have indicated that mitigation for the proposed wetland impacts would be

accomplished by purchasing credits from the Lewis Farm Mitigation Bank. As
compensation for impacting 0.969 acres of wetlands, a total of 2.09 credits (a 1:1
ratio for emergent and 2:1 ratio for forested) will be debited from the Lewis Farm
Mitigation Bank. Evidence that you have purchased these credits must be provided
to the Corps prior to commencing the authorized activities in jurisdictional waters and
wetlands.

13.You have indicated that mitigation for the proposed impacts would be accomplished

by purchasing credits from the East Henrico Mitigation Bank. As compensation for
impacting 272 linear feet of stream, a total of 316 credits (based on application of the
Unified Stream Methodology) will be debited from the Eastern Henrico Mitigation
Bank. Evidence that you have purchased these credits must be provided to the
Corps prior to commencing the authorized activities in jurisdictional waters.

Special Conditions:

All project specific conditions listed above are special conditions of this permit.

1.
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No discharge of dredged or fill material may consist of unsuitable material (e.g.:
trash, debris, car bodies, asphalt etc.) and material discharged must be free from
toxic pollutants in toxic amounts (see Section 307 of the Clean Water Act).

Any temporary fills must be removed in their entirety and the affected areas returned
to their preexisting elevation.

Appropriate erosion and siltation controls must be used and maintained in effective
operating condition during construction, and all exposed soil and other fills, as well
as any work below the ordinary high water mark, must be permanently stabilized at
the earliest practicable date.

The construction or work authorized by this permit will be conducted in a manner so
as to minimize any degradation of water quality and/or damage to aquatic life. Also,
you will employ measures to prevent or control spills of fuels or lubricants from
entering the waterway.

Any heavy equipment working in wetlands other than those permitted for permanent
impact must be placed on mats or other measures must be taken to minimize soil
disturbance.

Failure to comply with the terms and conditions of this permit can result in
enforcement actions against the permittee and/or contractor.

In granting an authorization pursuant to this permit, the Norfolk District has relied on
the information and data provided by the permittee. If, subsequent to notification by
the Corps that a project qualifies for this permit, such information and data prove to



be materially false or materially incomplete, the authorization may be suspended or
revoked, in whole or in part, and/or the Government may institute appropriate legal
proceedings.

8. All dredging and/or filling will be done so as to minimize disturbance of the bottom or
turbidity increases in the water which tend to degrade water quality and damage
aquatic life.

9. Your use of the permitted activity must not interfere with the public's right to
reasonable navigation on all navigable waters of the United States.

General Conditions:

1. You must maintain the activity authorized by this permit in good condition and in
conformance with the terms and conditions of this permit. You are not relieved of
this requirement if you abandon the permitted activity, although you may make a
good faith transfer to a third party in compliance with General Condition 3 below.
Should you wish to cease to maintain the authorized activity or should you desire to
abandon it without a good faith transfer, you must obtain a modification of this permit
from this office, which may require restoration of the area.

2. If you discover any previously unknown historic or archaeological remains while
accomplishing the activity authorized by this permit, you must immediately stop work
and notify this office of what you have found. We will initiate the Federal and state
coordination required to determine if the remains warrant a recovery effort or if the
site is eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places.

3. If you sell the property associated with this permit, you must obtain the signature of
the new owner in the space provided and forward a copy of the permit to this office
to validate the transfer of this authorization.

4. If a conditioned water quality certification has been issued for your project, you must
comply with the conditions specified in the certification as special conditions to this
permit.

5. You must allow representatives from this office to inspect the authorized activity at
any time deemed necessary to ensure that it is being or has been accomplished in
accordance with the terms and conditions of your permit.

Further Information:

1. Limits of this authorization:
a. This permit does not obviate the need to obtain other Federal, state or local
authorizations required by law.
b. This permit does not grant any property rights or exclusive privileges.
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c. This permit does not authorize any injury to the property or rights of others.
d. This permit does not authorize interference with any existing or proposed Federal
projects.

2. Limits of Federal Liability: In issuing this permit, the Federal Government does not

assume any liability for the following:

a. Damages to the permitted project or uses thereof as a result of other permitted or
unpermitted activities or from natural causes.

b. Damages to the permitted project or uses thereof as a result of current or future
activities undertaken by or on behalf of the United States in the public interest.

c. Damages to persons, property, or to other permitted or unpermitted activities or
structures caused by the activity authorized by this permit.

d. Design or construction deficiencies associated with the permitted work.

e. Damage claims associated with any future modification, suspension, or
revocation of this permit.

3. Reliance on Applicant's Data: The determination of this office that issuance of this
permit is not contrary to the public interest was made in reliance on the information
you provided.

4. Reevaluation of Permit Decision: This office may reevaluate its decision on this
permit at any time the circumstances warrant. Circumstances that could require a
reevaluation include, but are not limited to, the following:

a. You fail to comply with the terms and conditions of this permit.

b. The information provided by you in support of your permit application proves to
have been false, incomplete, or inaccurate (See 3 above).

c. Significant new information surfaces which this office did not consider in reaching
the original public interest decision.

Such a reevaluation may result in a determination that it is appropriate to use the
suspension, modification, and revocation procedures contained in 33 CFR 325.7 or
enforcement procedures such as those contained in 33 CFR 326.4 and 326.5. The
referenced enforcement procedures provide for the issuance of an administrative
order requiring you to comply with the terms and conditions of your permit and for
the initiation of legal action where appropriate. You will be required to pay for any
corrective measures ordered by this office, and if you fail to comply with such
directive, this office may in certain situations (such as those specified in 33 CFR
209.170) accomplish the corrective measures by contract or otherwise and bill you
for the cost.

5. Extensions: Project Specific Condition #2 establishes a time limit for the completion
of the activity authorized by this permit. Unless there are circumstances requiring
either a prompt completion of the authorized activity or a reevaluation of the public
interest decision, the Corps will normally give favorable consideration to a request
for an extension of this time limit.
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Your signature below, as a permittee, indicates that you accept and agree to comply
with the terms and conditions of this permit.

3 .
C NN, [ QA ey
(Permittee) .

S Y j &

(Date) !

This permit becomes effective when the Federal official, designated to act for the
Secretary of the Army, has signed below.

Colonel, U.S. Army
Commanding

cg// /18

(Datg/)

When the structures or work authorized by this permit are still in existence at the time
the property is transferred, the terms and conditions of this permit will continue to be
binding on the new owner(s) of the property. To validate the transfer of this permit and
the associated liabilities associated with compliance with its terms and conditions, have
the transferee sign and date below.

(Transferee)

(Date) \ |
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FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

FOR
ROUTE: _ U.S. Route 58 (Holland Road) Widening
LOCATION: City of Suffolk, Virginia
STATE PROJECT: 0058-133-005, P101, R201, C501; UPC 100937

The Federal Highway Administration has determined that this project will have no significant impact
on the environment. This Finding of No Significant Impact is based on the approved Environmental
Assessment and the Revised Environmental Assessment which have been independently evaluated by
the Federal Highway Administration and determined to adequately and accurately discuss the need,
environmental issues, and impacts of the proposed project. It provides sufficient evidence and
analysis for determining that an Environmental Impact Statement is not required.

3/9/15 Do Lomdoins

Date for: FHWA Division Administrator
g
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intermodal center consisting of warehouse and distribution buildings on the north
side of U.S. Route 58 near the western terminus of the project corridor. The
CenterPoint project will include a connection from Kenyon Road to the improved
Manning Bridge Road intersection. This road is currently under design and
construction by the developers of CenterPoint. It is designed to provide internal
circulation to the CenterPoint project and route truck traffic from the project and
other industrial projects north of the existing Route 58/Kenyon Road intersection
to the Route 58/Manning Bridge Road intersection.

e Improvements to the Route 58/Manning Bridge Road intersection using state
and local funds for construction to facilitate truck traffic through the
CenterPoint project. This intersection improvement, which is expected to be
completed prior to the initiation of improvements to Route 58 in the study area,
will facilitate the diversion of truck traffic from industrial development along
Kenyon Road, through the CenterPoint Intermodal Park to the new intersection
thereby easing traffic congestion at the Kenyon Road intersection and reducing
citizen concerns about the anticipated heavy truck traffic along Kenyon Road.

The information provided in the table below summarizes the environmental resources in
the project study area that would be impacted by the Candidate Build Alternative, the
impact that these resources have experienced from past and present actions, the
incremental impact expected from the proposed project, identification of potential
reasonably foreseeable future actions, and the potential impact that may occur from the
reasonably foreseeable future actions in or near the study area.
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Prominent Impacts from Impact from Reasonably Potential
Environmental Past and Proposed Action Foreseeable Impact on
Resources in the | Present Action Action Resources from
Study Area Reasonably
Foreseeable
Actions
Historic Sites Residential and | Minor ROW Additional Moderate
commercial acquisitions vehicular traffic
development adjacent to
adjacent to the historic
properties structures from
future industrial
development
Wetlands Filling of Filling of Additional Minimal. All
wetlands in the | approximately wetland impacts | wetland impacts
area from 1.3-1.7 acres of | from future will be
development wetlands commercial and | controlled by
along Route 58 industrial permits and fully
development in | mitigated
the corridor
Noise 73 noise Six additional Additional noise | Moderate
receptors noise receptors from future
currently impacted by roadway traffic
impacted by proposed project
existing traffic traffic for design
noise year.
Air Quality Air quality Fewer delays at | Growth in traffic | Minimal.
impacts from intersections may | volumes may Congestion
Route 58 traffic | have beneficial adversely affect | management will
and surrounding | effect on local air | local air quality | help address any
development quality potential
deterioration in
air quality
Relocations Surrounding Project will Continued land | Minimal
development is | require the use changes may
causing relocation of 29 | increase
voluntary residences and 13 | voluntary
relocations as businesses. relocations
property taxes
and access
difficulties
increase.

All of these actions have had or will have an impact on the environment. For purposes of
cumulative impact analysis for this EA, the primary issue is whether or not the proposed
project would significantly impact the same resources as the actions listed above,
resulting in an accumulation of impacts to the resource in question. Given that the
impacts from the project on individual environmental resources are moderate or minimal,
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the effects of the Candidate Build Alternative would not significantly contribute to
adverse cumulative impacts.

FHWA finds that the cumulative impacts would not be significant.

Council on Environmental Quality’s Regulations

The Council on Environmental Quality’s regulations requires consideration of a project’s
context and intensity in determining whether the project will have a significant impact
(40 C.F.R. 1508.27). Regarding context, the regulations state, “Context means that the
significance of an action must be analyzed in several contexts such as society as a whole
(human, national), the affected region, the affected interests, and the locality.
Significance varies with the setting of the proposed action. For instance, in the case of a
site-specific action, significance would usually depend upon the effects in the locale
rather than in the world as a whole. Both short- and long-term effects are relevant.”
Since this project is a site-specific action, significance depends upon the effects of the
project on the project area.

Regarding intensity, the regulations identify issues that should be considered in
determining if the intensity of a project’s impacts is substantial enough to warrant the
preparation of an environmental impact statement (40 C.F.R. 1508.27(b)(1-10)). These
issues are considered in the determination of whether there is a significant impact. The
issues are addressed as follows:

1. Impacts that may be both beneficial and adverse — The project would result in a
few beneficial impacts on the human environment. The project would create a safe
roadway section capable of providing adequate traffic capacity, eliminating traffic safety
hazards, improving access and providing adequate pedestrian and bicycle access along
the corridor. Additional beneficial impacts include the construction of a multi-use path to
facilitate pedestrian and bicycle access along the corridor in a safe manner. The project is
anticipated to improve traffic flow and enhance access for emergency services along the
corridor by providing additional lanes for emergency vehicles. We find that these
beneficial impacts, when taken in conjunction with the adverse impacts, do not reach the
level of significant requiring the preparation of an environmental impact statement.

2. The degree to which the project affects public health or safety — It is not
anticipated that the project will adversely affect public health and safety. Since the
project would enhance the capacity of the Route 58 corridor, congestion would be
reduced, while addressing safety issues and improving traffic operations. Also, the
project will not cause or contribute to an exceedance of the National Ambient Air Quality
Standards.

3. Unique characteristics of the geographical area such as proximity to historic
or cultural resources, park lands, prime farmlands, wetlands, wild and scenic rivers or
ecologically critical area — No park lands, wild and scenic rivers, or ecologically critical
areas would be impacted by the project. Based on the required right-of-way and
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easements, the CBA would have an adverse effect on the March Farmhouse and E.A.
MacCleary House. However, FHWA finds that the impacts to historic properties are not
significant. Substantial minimization and mitigation measures are included as part of the
project to minimize the impact and the adverse effects has been formally resolved via an
executed Memorandum of Agreement with the Virginia State Historic Preservation
Officer (VDHR), FHWA, VDOT and the City of Suffolk. As discussed earlier, the
impacts to prime farmlands and wetlands are not significant.

4. The degree to which the effects on the environment are expected to be highly
controversial — The term “controversial” refers to cases where substantial dispute exists
as to the size, nature, or effect of the action rather than to the existence of opposition to a
use, the effect of which is relatively undisputed. On this project, there has been no
documented dispute regarding the size, nature, or effect of the project from the state or
federal environmental resource agencies or any other entity. Further, no environmental
resource agency has opposed the project. Based on the above, we find that the degree to
which the effects on the environment are expected to be highly controversial does not
require an environmental impact statement for this project.

5. The degree to which the effects on the quality of human environment are highly
uncertain or involve unique or unknown risks — There are no known impacts on the
quality of the human environment that can be considered highly uncertain or involve
unique or unknown risks. The Candidate Build Alternative would require the acquisition
of acquisition of right-of-way from 157 parcels totaling +23 acres. This right of way
would be required for new laneage, access improvements, stormwater management and
turn lanes at intersections. Approximately 5.36 acres of permanent easements from 93
parcels would also be required. Some parcels may need to be acquired in full due to the
location of driveways, septic tanks and wells, even though limited ROW is required. The
project would require the relocation of a total of 29 residences and 13 businesses, for a
total of 42 relocations. No community facilities, services or access would be
significantly adversely affected by the project. The project will not cause or contribute to
an exceedance of the National Ambient Air Quality Standards.

6. The degree to which the action may establish a precedent for future actions
with significant effects or represents a decision in principle about a future
consideration — This action will not set a precedent for future actions with significant
effects or represent a decision in principle about a future consideration. FHWA’s
regulations at 23 CFR 771.115(a) list the types of actions that normally have a significant
effect on the environment thereby requiring the preparation of an Environmental Impact
Statement. The widening of an existing facility is not on the list. The project has logical
termini and independent utility and represents a reasonable expenditure; it does not force
additional improvements to be made to the transportation system. This decision will not
establish a precedent regarding the requirements of NEPA as they will be applied to
future projects.

7 Whether the action is related to other actions with individually insignificant but
cumulatively significant impacts - This action has logical termini and independent utility
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and does not force additional transportation improvements to be made to the
transportation system. Cumulative impacts were addressed in the EA and in this
document, and we find that they are not significant.

8. The degree to which the action may adversely affect districts, sites, highways,
structures, or objects listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic
Places or may cause loss of significant scientific, cultural, or historic resources —The
CBA would have an adverse effect on the March Farmhouse and E.A. MacCleary House.
However, FHWA finds that the impacts to historic properties are not significant.
Substantial minimization and mitigation measures are included as part of the project to
minimize the impact and the adverse effects has been formally resolved via an executed
Memorandum of Agreement with the Virginia State Historic Preservation Officer
(VDHR), FHWA, VDOT and the City of Suffolk.

9. The degree to which the action may adversely affect an endangered or
threatened species or its habitat that has been determined to be critical under the
Endangered Species Act — No endangered or threatened species or its critical habitat
would be affected by the project.

10. Whether the action threatens a violation of Federal, State, or local law or
requirements imposed for the protection of the environment — The proposed action does
not knowingly threaten a violation of any Federal, State, or local law for the protection of
the environment. All applicable permits will be acquired prior to construction.

Conclusion

Based on the foregoing information and other supporting information, we find that the
proposed project will not have a significant impact on the environment. Therefore, an
environmental impact statement is not warranted, and the Finding of No Significant
Impact is being issued accordingly. The Finding of No Significant Impact will be
reevaluated as appropriate pursuant to 23 C.F.R. 771.129(c) as major approvals are
requested from FHWA.





