WEST VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Division of Highways

1900 Kanawha Boulevard East * Building Five * Room 110

Alanna J. Keller, P.E. Charleston, West Virginia 25305-0430 « (304) 558-3505 Jimmy Wriston, P. E.
Deputy Secretary of Transportation Secretary of Transportation
Deputy Commissioner of Highways Commissioner of Highways

January 2, 2024

Ms. Susan Pierce, Deputy State
Historic Preservation Officer
Division of Culture and History
1900 Kanawha Boulevard, East
Charleston, West Virginia 25305

Dear Ms. Pierce:

State Project: X316-H-125.16
Federal Project: NHPP-0484(117)
FR#: 91-246-MULTI1-397
Corridor H - Wardensville to VA State Line
Hardy County

This letter serves to request an updated effects finding for the Appalachian Highway
Corridor H: Wardensville to Virginia State Line project located in Hardy County, West
Virginia from your office. As you likely recall, this project previously received findings of
Adverse Effect in 1999, 2003, and 2019. While the project’s design has been refined, its
location (both horizontally and vertically) has not changed in any meaningful way (see Figure
1, below). Because of this, we recognize that the finding of Adverse Effect is unlikely to
change based on project engineering refinements. With this letter, we seek your concurrence
that the overall project finding remains an Adverse Effect.

History of Effects Determinations:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) issued its Amended Record of
Decision (AROD) for this project in 2003. The AROD indicated that effect evaluations were
completed for all the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP)-eligible historic properties
and that the overall finding for the project was Adverse Effect (Correspondence 1: May 5,
2003). The Adverse Effect finding was based partially on a 1999 Criteria of Effect Evaluation
for Cultural Resources report and subsequent correspondence from your office and the
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP). From the latter, comments indicated
there would be adverse effects to “virtually all historic resources in Section 3,” including the
Wardensville Main Street Historic District and the Carpenters Avenue Historic District
(Correspondence 2: March 5, 1999 and Correspondence 3: November 8, 1999).

Following the AROD, the West Virginia Division of Highways (WVDOH) began

revising pertinent environmental studies, collaborating with resource agencies, and refining
the roadway design. A Historic Architectural Resource Survey and Determination of Eligibility
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Addendum Report was prepared in 2018 and was followed by a Cultural Resources Avoidance
Feasibility Analysis and Criteria of Effects Determinations report in 2019. In return, the
WVSHPO sent a response letter concurring with the report’s finding of Adverse Effect and
requested additional consideration of “alternatives of modifications to the proposed project
to avoid, minimize, or mitigate the adverse effects it will have to historic properties” among
other concerns (Correspondence 4: April 26, 2019). The WVDOH responded to the
WVSHPO’s comments shortly thereafter, in which it concluded, “there are no additional
alternatives or modifications to the proposed project to evaluate that would avoid, minimize,
or mitigate the adverse effects the project will have to historic properties” (Correspondence
5: June 5, 2019). The WVSHPO was satisfied with the responses, and replied, “It is our
opinion that the West Virginia Division of Highways (WVDOH) has made a good-faith effort
to avoid and/or minimize the adverse effects resulting from this proposed project by
analyzing numerous alternative routes and construction techniques,” but indicated that
additional information and mitigation measures may be warranted (Correspondence 6: June
12, 2019).

In July 2023, the WVDOH submitted to your office an Updated Historic Resources
Survey Report prepared by Michael Baker International, Inc. (Michael Baker). The report
included a reassessment of prior survey efforts and identified and evaluated previously
unidentified historic-age resources. The report identified the following resources as eligible
for listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). Your office concurred with
the report’s findings in a letter dated August 2023.

WVHPI# Int:e[r)nal Resource Name Status

Funkhouser-Earls House Determined

HY-0042 36-03 (former Funkhouser-Hawkins House) Eligible
HY-0050-0002 | 38-10 | Cornwell Dyer House Determined

Eligible
Determined

HY-0317 39-07 Hott House Property Eligible
: Determined

HY-0464 37-35 Pearl Wilson House Eligible
Tharp-Orndorff House Determined

HY-0527 37-34 (former Francis Godlove House) Eligible
36-01 J. Allen Hawkins Community Park Determined

Includes former Valentine-Switzer House | Eligible
37-40 Wardensville Main Street Historic Determined

District Eligible
003-06 | Carpenters Avenue Historic District De_te_rmlned

Eligible




To re-iterate, our request is that you re-affirm your previous decision that the
Wardensville to the Virginia State Line project will have an Adverse Effect on all historic
resources within the project’s APE.

Should you require additional information, contact Randy Epperly of our NEPA
Compliance and Permitting Section at (304) 414-6439.

Very truly yours,

Mtﬁ ‘t‘/’yﬁ/\

Travis E. Long, Director
Technical Support Division
TEL:e
Attachments

bce: DSN(RE)



{1- Hott House and Barn
(2:- Cornwell Dyer House
3 - Wardensville Main Street Historic District

4 ;- Pearl Wilson House
{5 - Tharp-Orndorff House
‘§ ‘= Carpenter Avenue Historic District
! fﬁ- Funkhouser -Earls House

{Q,i - Valentine Switzer House

Waites Run

%  Structure Location
[ Historic Resource Boundary
—— 2003 Selected Alternative
Cut and Fill Limits - Refined Selected Alternative
["1 Wardensville Town Park Property

Figure 1.  Map showing the changes in the project’s cut and fill limits as they relate to NRHP-
eligible historic properties.



Correspondence 1: May 5, 2003

RECORD OF DECISION (ROD)
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION

CORRIDOR H
Elkins, WV to Virginia State Line
Randolph, Tucker, Grant and Hardy Counties
FHWA-WV-EIS-92-01-F
Federal Project APD-0484(059)
State Project X142-H-38.99 C-2

AMENDMENT #8: WARDENSVILLE TO WV/VA Stateline
Hardy County, WV

l. BACKGROUND

On August 2, 1996, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) issued a Record of
Decision (ROD) for the 100-mile section of Appalachian Corridor H between Elkins,
West Virginia, and the West Virginia/Virginia state line. The August 1996 ROD was
based on a Final Environmental impact Statement (FEIS) that was approved by FHWA
in April 1996. The ROD approved the selection of the Preferred Alternative identified in
the FEIS, which consisted of a four-lane divided highway with partial control of access
from Elkins to the Virginia state line.

The approval of the Preferred Alternative in the ROD was conditioned upon completion
of the remaining historic resource studies under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act and Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act. The ROD
required these remaining studies to be carried out in accordance with a Section 106
Programmatic Agreement for the Corridor H project, which allowed the studies to be
completed on a section-by-section basis following issuance of the ROD.

In September 1996, a lawsuit was filed challenging the approval of the Preferred
Alternative in the ROD. In October 1997, the U.S. District Court for the District of
Columbia dismissed the lawsuit. The plaintiffs appealed that decision to the U.S. Court
of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit. The plaintiffs requested an injunction
prohibiting further work on Corridor H while the appeal was pending, but the D'i.strict
Court denied that injunction.

In August, September, and October 1998, WVDOT awarded a total of nine contracts for
the construction of approximately 9.5 miles of Corridor H, between Elkins and Kerens.
in November 1998, the Court of Appeals issued an injunction that allowed work to
continue under three of those construction contracts (approximately 3.5 miles) but
required work to cease under the other six contracts (approximately 6 miles) and
prohibited any further work on Corridor H while the lawsuit was pending.

in February 1999, the Court of Appeals issued an opinion in the case. The Court of
Appeals held that the procedures established in the August 1996 ROD for completing
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the review of historic resources did not comply with Section 4(f). Because of that ruling,
the Court of Appeals ordered FHWA and WVDOT not to proceed further with
construction of Corridor H until the Section 4(f) approval process had been completed.

In March 1999, the FHWA and WVDOT requested permission from the Court of
Appeals to continue constructing the portion of Corridor H known as the Northern Elkins
Bypass. The plaintiffs in the Corridor H lawsuit supported this request. In April 1999,
the Court of Appeals issued an order clarifying that FHWA and WVDOT could proceed
with the construction of the Northern Elkins Bypass while the remaining historic
resource reviews for the remainder of Corridor H were completed. Based on that
decision, the FHWA issued "Amendment #1" to the Corridor H ROD on April 26, 1999.
The Amended ROD authorized construction to continue on the Northern Elkins Bypass.

Following the decision by the Court of Appeals, the parties to the Corridor H lawsuit
agreed to enter into voluntary mediation as part of the U.S. District Court Mediation
Program. The mediation process resulted in a settlement agreement, which was
approved by the U.S. District Court in February 2000. Under the settlement agreement,
the remainder of Corridor H in West Virginia has been divided into nine separate
projects: Elkins-to-Kerens, Kerens-to-Parsons, Parsons-to-Davis, Davis-to-Bismarck,
Bismarck-to-Forman, Moorefield-to-Baker, Baker-to-Wardensville, and Wardensville-to-
Virginia-Line. The settlement agreement calls for a separate Amended ROD to be
issued for each project, once the required studies for that project have been completed.

Since the court approved the settlement agreement, the FHWA has issued six
Amended RODs for Corridor H: _

« the Amended ROD for the Elkins-to-Kerens Project (“Amendment #27);
the Amended ROD for the Moorefield-to-Baker Project ("“Amendment #3");
the Amended ROD for the Baker-to-Wardensville Project (“Amendment #4");
the Amended ROD for the Davis-to Bismarck Project (“Amendment #5);
the Amended ROD for the Bismarck-to-Forman Project (“Amendment #6);

= the Amended ROD from Forman to Moorefield (“Amendment #7").
This document — Amended ROD #8 — will be the seventh Amended ROD issued
pursuant to the Settlement Agreement.

. PROPOSED ACTION

The western terminus of this project is located near the Town of Wardensville on County
Route 23/12, 0.2 miles south of WV 55/259 and the eastern terminus is located on WV
55, at a point approximately 100 feet west of the WV/VA state line. The proposed
project would provide enhanced system linkage for various trip purposes in the region;
namely, travel to and from work, recreational travel, and goods movement. It will
provide direct and improved linkage among the major roadways in the region, namely,
WV 55, WV 259N, CR 23/12, and CR 23/10. It will also allow through traffic to avoid
passing through downtown Wardensville and the possible time delays and congestion
associated with that traffic.
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The completion of the Wardensville to the WV/VA Stateline Project will further advance
WVDOT's objective of completing Corridor H as a continuous four-lane highway from |-
79 to the West Virginia/Virginia state line. The Wardensville to the WV/VA Stateline
Project, however, also will serve a useful transportation purpose on its own, and
therefore, can be approved as a separate project consistent with the principles in 23
CFR 771.111(f). This finding is based on the following factors:

1. The western terminus of this project is located near the Town of
Wardensville on County Route 23/12, 0.2 miles south of WV 55/259 and
the eastern terminus is located on WV 55, at a point approximately 100
feet west of the WV/VA state line. The existing travel distance of seven
miles takes an average trip time of 11 minutes. The highway has unpaved
and narrow gravel shoulders. Approximately 2/3 of its distance is
comprised of signed no-passing zones. The Wardensville-to-WV/VA State
Line project would provide a four-lane divided facility without these
deficiencies, and would reduce the trip time to 6 minutes.

2. The existing ADT on WV 55 between Wardensville and the WV/VA State
Line varies from 2,150 to 4,600 vehicles per day. This translates to the
roadway operating at LOS “C” in Sections 1 and 2; and LOS “D” in Section
3. LOS “C" is generally considered acceptable by WVDOT in rural areas.
Once a roadway worsens from LOS “C,” the WVDOT evaluates some
action to improve the situation. Using the WVU Growth Model, 2013 and
2021 No-Build ADT's for WV 55 were derived. The 2013 No-Build
projection lists two of the three sections operating at LOS “D" or worse,
and by 2021 the entire corridor would be operating under unacceptable
levels of service.

3. Approximately 445 heavy vehicles (including buses, RV's, medium and
heavy trucks) traverse sections of WYV 55 roadways through the project
area daily. The majority of these heavy vehicles are medium and heavy
trucks. The new facility would remove the majority of truck traffic from the
existing facilities and route it to a new four-lane facility with partial control

of access would improve level of service and safety in the region.

4. The Wardensville-to-WV/VA State Line Section of Corridor H is projected
to have a 27 percent lower accident rate, a 33 percent lower injury rate,
and a 43 percent lower fatality rate than the corresponding section of WV
55 . Even with increased travel on the facility due to induced growth and
diverted trips, the lower accident rate on Corridor H would reduce the total
number of accidents, injuries, and fatalities in the study corridor.

5. This Project would provide an approximately 5.5 mile long highway
segment free from congestion, multiple driveways, and many geometric
deficiencies associated with the existing route. Deficiencies in the existing
route include:
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43% of the route has steep 9% grades

Over 170 driveways creating conflict between local and through traffic
10 to 11 foot lane-widths with little (less than 2') or no paved shoulder
75% of length signed as no passing zones

8. The completion of this project would not limit the consideration of
alternatives for other sections of Corridor H or for other reasonably
foreseeable transportation improvements.

Based on all of the factors cited above, the FHWA has concluded that the approval of
the Wardensville to the WV/VA State-Line Project is consistent with the regulatory
principles set forth in 23 CFR 771.111(f).

Hi. ENVIRONMENTAL AND CULTURAL RESOURCE ISSUES

The FHWA has determined that all studies and findings required for approval of the
Wardensville to the WV/VA State-Line Project have been completed and are supported
by appropriate documentation in the project file. These include:

NEPA Compliance.

1996 FEIS. The impacts of the Wardensville to the WV/VA State-Line Project were
documented in the April 1996 FEIS for Corridor H. In consultation with WVDOT, the
FHWA has determined that no new information or changed circumstances exist that
would require supplementation of the FEIS. Therefore, all studies required for this
Project under the National Environmental Policy Act have been completed.

Section 7 Consuitation. At the signing of the August 1996 ROD, no further Section 7
consultation was required for Rare, Threatened, or Endangered Species for Corridor H.
Surveys were completed for the Cheat Mountain Salamander and Running Buffalo
Clover in the areas of potential habitat within the Corridor H project area for the
ASDEIS. No potential habitat existed for the Running Buffalo Clover or the Cheat
Mountain Salamander within the Wardensville to the WV/VA Stateline project area.
The results of these surveys are summarized in the FEIS (pages !1l-155-156).

Following the August 1996 ROD, the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)
requested additional consultation with FHWA regarding the potential impacts of Corridor
H on the Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis), a federally listed endangered species. In
response, FHWA and WVDOT prepared a Biological Assessment that evaluated the
project’s impact on bat summer roosting and swarming habitat as well as the project's
potential to cause an incidental take of individual bats. Based on the small amount of
habitat to be removed and following measures to reduce the risk for an incidental take,
the Biological Assessment concluded that Corridor H as a whole is not likely to
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adversely affect the Indiana bat. The measures for reducing the potential for incidental
take of the species were detailed in the Biological Assessment. These measures
include conducting mist net surveys to detect the presence or probable absence of the
Indiana bat, or removal of summer potential roost trees during time of bat hibernation.
The USFWS concurred with the conclusion of the Biological Assessment in a letter
dated June 21, 1999; after which, the WVDOH opted to conduct mist net surveys for the
Wardensville to the WV/VA Stateline project. These surveys were completed between
June to August, 2001. No Indiana bats were captured during the surveys. The mist net
survey report concludes that the construction of the Wardensviile to the WV/VA
Stateline Project would not likely result in an incidental take of the species and that the
project is not likely to adversely affect the Indiana bat. The USFWS concurrence in the
finding that construction of the Wardensville to the WV/VA Stateline project is unlikely to
adversely affect the Indiana bat, by letter dated November 9, 2001 concluded the
required ESA Section 7 consultation process for the Wardensville to the WV/VA
Stateline Project.

Section 106 Consultation
Architectural/Historic Districts

Eligibility Evaluations. There are nine eligible historic resources located in this section
of the project: Funkhouser-Earls House, Carpenters Avenue Historic District,
Wardensville Main Street Historic District, Wilson House, Heltzel House, Cornwell Dyer
House, Tharp-Orndorff House, James Mathias House |, and Evans House.
Archaeological investigations conducted along and within the proposed route have been
completed.

Effect Evaluations. Effect evaluations were completed for all of the eligible historic sites
in the Wardensville to the WV/VA Stateline Project, consistent with the consultation
process required under the Section 106 Programmatic Agreement for Corridor H. The
effect evaluations resulted in a finding by the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
(ACHP) that the Wardensville to the WV/VA Stateline Project would have an adverse
effect on the Funkhouser-Earls House, Carpenters Avenue Historic District,
Wardensville Main Street Historic District, Wilson House, Heltzel House, Cornwell Dyer
House, Tharp-Orndorff House, James Mathias House |, and Evans House.

Mitigation Plans. In accordance with the Section 106 Programmatic Agreement for
Corridor H, a Mitigation Plan was prepared for the those historic resources (see above)
that the ACHP found to be adversely affected. The Mitigation Plan has been approved
by FHWA, WVDOH, the WVDCH (SHPO), and the ACHP. The approval of the
Mitigation Plan for the Funkhouser-Earls House, Carpenters Avenue Historic District,
Wardensville Main Street Historic District, Wilson House, Heltzel House, Cornwell Dyer
House, Tharp-Orndorff House, James Mathias House |, and Evans House completed
the Section 106 process for the Wardensville to the WV/VA Stateline Project.
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Archaeological

No National Register eligible archaeological sites were identified.

Section 4(f) Approval.

Historic Sites (Architectural/Historic Districts)

Direct Use. The Wardensville to the WV/VA Stateline Project will not directly use land
from any Section 4(f)-protected resource including National Register eligible historic
sites (i.e., Funkhouser-Earls House, Carpenters Avenue Historic District, Wardensville
Main Street Historic District, Wilson House, Heltzel House, Cornwell Dyer House,
Tharp-Orndorff House, James Mathias House |, and Evans House).

Indirect (Constructive) Use. .

Because the ACHP determined that the project would adversely effect the Funkhouser-
Earls House, Carpenters Avenue Historic District, Wardensville Main Street Historic
District, Wilson House, Heltzel House, Cornwell Dyer House, Tharp-Orndorff House,
James Mathias House |, and Evans House, an analysis was conducted in accordance
with 23 CFR 771.135(p)(6) to determine whether the project would constructively use
that historic site. Based on this analysis, the FHWA has determined that the adverse
effects of the project will not constitute a constructive use of Funkhouser-Earls House,
Carpenters Avenue Historic District, Wardensville Main Street Historic District, Wilson
House, Heltzel House, Cornwell Dyer House, Tharp-Orndorff House, James Mathias
House |, or Evans House sites.

Historic Sites (Archaeological)

No National Register eligible archaeological sites were identified.

IV. DECISION

For the reasons identified in this Amended Record of Decision, the Federal Highway

Administration has decided to approve the Wardensville to the WV/VA Stateline Project
of Corridor H as a separate transportation project.

. s QAR

Thomas J. Smith
Division Administrator

Date
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Correspondence 2: March 5, 1999
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<h 5, 1999
e 2 WEST VIRGINIA DIVISION OF

CULTURE AND HISTORY

James Sothen

Division of Highways
Building S, Room 109
Capitol Complex
Charleston, WV 25305

RE: Criteria of Effects Evaluation, Corvider H, Section 3
FR# 91-246-MULTI

Dear Mr. Sathen,

Our office received for review the report prepared by Michael Baker, Jr. Ine. for the assessment of
offects for hisioric resources located within Section 3 of the proposed Appalachian Corridor H. As you
Know, a site visit was conducted on Rebruary 11 with staff from our offices and the Advisory Couneil
on Historic Preservation. On Rebruary 24, 1999 my office received a copy of the Corridor H
Alternatives letter to the Federal Highway Administration daled February 19, 1999, Included was an
evaluation conducled by ftheir consuliant, Lardner/Klein Landscape Architects. The following
comments reflect our analysis of these reports and are provided as required by the Corridor H
pragrammatic agreement and. Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, 85

amended.

wardensville Main Street Historie Distriet: No Adverse Effect

lustification: The highway doaa not directly impact the historic district; the evaluation of effect is
focused on secondary effects. There are several aspects of this assessment including analysis of visugl
and auditory impacts and potential devalopment First, Wardensville is strongly defined by the
corridor created by the buildings lining both sides of Main Street. 1t is a crossroads community, an
intersection of several routes that diverge at each end of town. Structures along Main Street and
peripheral construction sufficiently obstruct the view of the proposed highway from within the historic
dissrict except at (8 southern extreme near Trous Run Road. At this latter location, Corridor H is only
300 feet from the digtrict’s boundary and does iniroduce & new visual element 1o the view shed. The
Troul Run Road portion of the district is more rural then the core downtown area. The district itself,
however, will maintsin its visual quality and unity.

The district will 8lso maintain and perhaps improve the noise levels. Trucks alrendy traveling on Main
Street (existing Roule 55) disturb {he sense of rural quiet in the fown. Corridor H Alternutives’
eligibllity video was cdited to eliminate truck noise and thely travel in front of the camera, The nasator
is heard cutting off the video because of truck iraffic. Construction of the highway will remave that
ambient noise from the historic district. Through traffic will be eliminated, and only local traffic will

THE CULTURAL CENTER # 1900 KANAWHA BOULEVARD, EAST » CHARLESTON, WEST VIRGINIA 25305-0300
TELEPRONE 3045580220 * FAX 304-558.2779 » TDD 304-558-3562
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James Sothen
March 5, 1999

exit near the Miley house. The Baker report states that the closest receptor registored an incroase of +6
dBA, & minor change by West Virginia Substantial Increase Criteria. (Although the Advisory Council
questioned the relisbility of the figures estimnated for present noise levels for Sections 4 and S, the
Council has not provided further guidance.) Tn conclusion, there is an effect ta the noise quality of the

district, but it is not adverse.

The report underestimaica the potential for new development near the Historic Distric! associated with
the construction of the four lane highway, Modemn intrusions, if they oceur, will deiract from the
district’s historic feel and setting. These indirect effects, however, will be independently sponsored
gpart from the highway construction. The consulting party, Corridor H Alternatives, has commented
thet any new consfruction will nof be controlled due 1o lack of zoning and planning at the county level.
Ms. Borni McKeown states that "Hardy County hag no zoning 1o prevent or redirect this type of
sprawl.” Mr. Jim Klein states that “it is his professiona} opinion that [induced development] will aecur
and that Hurdy County has no ability to eontrol that induced development.” The construction of the
highway must not be linked to Hardy County’s Inck of zoning. This critical issue is not the
responsibility of the Federal Highway Administration. It is beyond the scope of this yeview 1o
determine impact of futurs construction that is dependent on multiple factors. (Hardy Cownty or
Wardensville can seek funding and technical assistance from this office fo address historic preservation

planning.)

Carpenters Avenue Histarie District: No Effect

Instification: During the site visit an February 11, the plans werc examined to determine the exact
Jocation of the aligmnent. The majority of the road is located behind the ridge or absoured by existing
tree lines. 1t does leave the ridge to entor the valley, buf this is at & substantial distance from the

distriet.

Lardner/Klein report states that “this ridgeview subdivision was laid out and sited to 1ake advantage of
the view to Anderson Ridge.” This essertion is not substantiated in their report. [ contacted Baker
staff to review this slatement. Two resowces were inventoried by Baker that were included in the
“Ridgeview Subdivision™ 37-23 and 37-24. Neither were determined eligible and are not located
within the Carpenter's Avenue Historie District. This subdivision is distinct from the Carpenter's
Avenne distriet. Deed records do not indicate that a view of the ridge was essential or cansidercd
during development of this street. The lots at the time af development did not extend aeross the road to
puotect the view. McKeever does not reference the view or attech significance. Therefore, hased upon
this informatio, it is owr apinion that Klein’s assertion is speculative and carnot be considered for the

assessment of effect.

Funkliouser-Enris House: No Effect .
ification: The project facility will bs placed in a cut on the slope of Anderson Ridge and will not be

visible from the hisiaric resource. Anditory impacts will be negligible,

P.O0O3
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Tuqrp-Orndorff House: No Adverse Effect

Jastification: The project facility will be clearly visible from the Tharp-Omdor[f House. Atits nearest.

point, the highway's centerline is approximately 840 feet yos the historic resource.. Additionally, the
highway will be elevated on fill 25 ta 50 feet above the cuvrent grade. Since the Tharp-Omdortf House
{5 eligible under Criterion C, Corridor H will not jeapardize }{s National Register statua.

Wilson House: No Adverse Effeci
Tustification: The reasoning for this determination is similar to that of the Tharp-Orndorff House. In
this case, however, the Wilsan House is even closer {0 the projeot facility at 690 feet.

James Matbias House: Conditional No Adverse Effect

lustification: Although the Pivision of Kighways has no plans (o take this structure, the proximify of
the building to the access road limit the future of this building. As it is eligible according to Criterion
D, we suggest thay the building be recarded prior 10 construction. Should the building suffer
detorioration from benign neglect, there will be historic documentation to record its significance, We
support cordoning off the area during construction as was mentioned during our site visit.

Heltzel House: No Effect

Lustification; The Heltzel House is relatively far removed from the project facility, approximately 1,800
feet from the centerline. Much of the overpass which bridges Trout Run Road will be hidden from the
historic resouroe by a large grove of trees and topography. Additionally, the historic view from the
Heltzél House has already been compromised by a modem dwelling which is located between the

historic resource and the proposed highway.

Corawell Dysr House: No Effect

Justification: The Comwell Dyer House is approximately 1,175 feet from the highway's centerline.
The Wardenville site visit revealed that the project facility will not be easily viewed from the Iistarie
resource. The historic view shed will not be impucted since the facade of the Comwell Dyer House is
ariented away from the new construchion.

Hott House: No Adverse Effect

Justification: The Corridor H alignment centerline is 678 feet from the Hott House. Additionally, the
highway will be ¢levated 40 to 30 fect abave the exjsting grade, making it the dominant visual focus in
the area. Although the Hott House is eligible only under Criterion C, it is likely that thers will be a
change fo its setiing. We Suggest use of the no adverse sffect finding as given for the Tharp-Omdertf

and Wilson Houses.
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Evans Fowse: No Effect
Jusufication: The Evans House is far remaved (2,200 feet) from ihe project facility which greatly

reduces any visual impact upon thig resource.- Additionally, there are modern.intugiona intothe

historie view shed between the Evana Houseand Comdor H..

General Comments:

Lardner/Klstn crticizes the quality of Baker's report, 1tis wae that the photographs of the Baker report
are inadequate. However, because of familiarity with the project area through numerous site visiis,
they serve g reminders of the project area and are not the suhstance of our knowledge of the praject
arca,

During consultation. with the Division of Highways, staff pointed out that the herizontal and vertical
scale used for the cross sections in the Baker report are different. The honizontal scaleis 172" =200

feet: the vertical scale js 1/2" = 100 feet. This affecta the interpretation of the drawings; therefore, cne
must be careful 1n their evaluation,

Similarly, we must also enitique the quality and prescniation of the Lardner/Kelin reports. The red line
graphics shown an the Lardner/Klein exhibits appear misloading and ase just as difficul! to interpret.
They do not account for the existing trees that will obscure portions of the alignmeni and do not
ropresent the revegetation that will occur. It appears that in pholographe 1 and 2 of Exhibit 2, the red
lines are placed in different locations an the slope of the ridge thereby cenfusing the location of the

highway.

The Lardner/Klein report departs from asseasment of the hisioric characteristics of the cultural
resources and considers aesthetic qualities of the valley and region. Anderson Ridge is most certainly
seenic, but much of what is discussed velates to an agsthetic evaluation of tho entire valley. Anderson
Ridge has not been determined a significant factor to the historic selection of the town's site. The
Advisory Cauncil will possibly evaluate this setting veyond the defined boundary of the Wardensville
historic district. Even 8o, it is this office’s opinion thul one must pot gonsider the subjective evaluation

of the seenic beauty of the valley. This consideration exceeds the authority to review impacts 10
historic characieristies.

Mr. Klein's background as a landscape architeet prevails in his evajuation of the region. His discuasion
of the views focuses upon the scenic uspects and not upon the historic character of the setting. Visually
sengitive management practices by the George Washington National Forest, tourist promotion. of
“Brime Picture Couniry”, Lost River's use as 4 fishing aren, and the seleotion of Hanging Rack as a
lelephone book cover are not germane.
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James Sothen
March 3, 1999

Much of Corridor H Allernatives concerns regarding the future of the area depend upon local factors of
zonjng a0d long term planning. The imponant decisions regarding change to the valley will be made
locally by property owners and municipal and county officials. Their comiments do not speak directly
to the historic characteristics of the cultural resources, Corridor ¥ Alternatives would do well ta

- pdvorate-local-changes-to-affect the-future-development-of Hardy County.— This-office-js-also
concerned that Hardy County and its syrrounding region will underge wide changes without long range ...
planning, but this development and growth are not solely dependent upon the construction of Corridor

H

A

Thank you for the opportunity 1o Nem. If you have any questions, please contact my office,

Sincergy; (_%
s AL 1 .mk,/
“Susem M. Pierce
L& puty State Histone Preservation Officer
cc: Renay Conlin, Commissioner, DCH
Bonni MoK eown, Corridar H Alternatives
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Correspondence 3: November 8, 1999
g : NPYHONRL FORM B4 (7 80)

FAX TRANBMITTAL l..ﬂ,...,.., 2

Advisary “Tok. M " Méeybin NAL
Council On o ity | Maehn Niza.
Historic PHwa_ (™1 qo6 881y

Fan fad
Preservation m%ﬁm."z;?.' 5/0':"-0 iGN, btwica ARRTETRAG
The Qld Mast (Mo Duliding
1100 Penmaylvania Avenuws, NW, #8600
Washingiom, 1X 20014
NOV 8 R0

Mr. Thomus ), Smith

Divigipn Administeator

Fuderal [lighway Adminlstrution
700 Washington Street L., Suite 200
Charleston, WV 25309

Ref:  Appuluchinn Corridor |1, Scction 3
Mfederal I'roject APD-04R84(04Y)
Hardy Caunty, West Virginia

Dear My, Smith:

Recently, the Councll recuived your regueat for our review ol the Criterin of Dffugin Repott fur
Scotion 3 of tho Corvidor H project, We have reviewed the materlals submitted, ax wall 1s
comments provided by other purties with an intarest In the undertaking. While we uppreclaie
faotors that led to your determination und generully are Jin nureenien that vforts ta minimize the
impncts ol'the projoct huve effectively eliminmled u number of direct effects 1 identiticd
regourcus, we cannol npsee that Seclion 3 ol the Corridor 11 prajeet will have no adverse ofTect on
historie proporties,

The-proposed-taerlity with present kubatanttal nugative impacty to the Targoly rural eiwiionmerit
~which constituten the selling of the histaric properticy identitied in the roport,  The fucility,
Ineluding two 75-faot ovemuys spans and substantial urenk af out and fill extending ux high as
200 fuoet, will bo dislinetly visible from the two historlc districta ss well us virtually all afthe

individuptty eligible propestics, This massive infrusiructirs will signilicontly altor the wutting of
these propertics Ly introdueing eluments whieh pro out nf geale with the vernaewlar, smal)-(uwis

residential and commercial structurca thot comprise the propertics. Generally, the dintunco
between the historic property mvd the roadway would miligate the visuul impacts; however, the

exirnordinnry geale of the projeot ul this lacation (up to 200 fuet of verticn) cat undl fill nwnd 600

foot wide aruun of fill) negutvs tho ndvantuge of distance. Notably, Andersun Ridge which
providun efther the buckdrop or the view for cuch of the identified proportics will he dominuted
by u muesive uruu of cute and fll. The suggestion that buildings or (rees “may™ sureen views is
questianuble, to suy the least, The repearcd refurences to revegelition (o uddyuss the visuw!

impact is nefther assurcd nor adequule, in ond of liself, to avold the udverse cllcel, Accordingly,
it.Is our conclusion thut construction of Cortidur H in the vicinily of Wardensville will diminish
the integrity of the proportics’ setting, [euling, and assoeintion by Introdueing vieual wid audible
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elements which are out of eharucier with the properties and nhier (hely sellings therehy resulling
in udverse cifeets 10 higtorle properties.

The guiding prinsiply for determining the impact of projects upon hisioric properties remains thy
Criteny of Advorso FfMect set forih in the Couneil’s regulations (36 CIR § 800,9) vl pot e
FHWA guidelines for visunl ¢fsct which were hewvily gquoted in the report. 1t should he notxl,
however, that even FHWA's guldolinus recognizy the potential fur highway projucty lo cause an
elfect to the “exiermy] setling”. Applicntion of the Couneil’s urileriu i not limited to whetlyer the
views from the approuch lael eenuin “vivid", but upplies 1o the Myl range of uses for the
property. The diracted views of thu report's athor; ure too Jimited 1o refleot the experience of
rosidents or visitors, In addition to the minapplicatiun of the Critvtin fr Aclvorse Effecl, the
repart conluing seyeral other misconceplionn. 1t is Questivnublc how the keemdary and
cuntulative offects repoit refrenced oa having filled 10 predict iy sneh effects ta the environs of
Waideimville could Lave rouched apeh n conglusion since it wus prepared well in advance of the
identification of these hlstorle properties. Ag for the ansessmon( ol audi tory {mpacty, no
mfkrence {5 glven  compare the rolutive location of (he vecoptors referencod with e historle
prapertivs. In addition, the vikauls included jn the report provide nn referenee for ussessing o
impact of the new rondwny canstruction,

Notwithstanding our fimiings, we believe thit the mltlgaiion measures which have been
Integrated inlo thy project plans wre hasically acceptuble. The FHWA should, at this time,
consider whather any ndditional mewns o feasible o minimize the udverse effocts identified
Abuve, particnlarly whether any opportunities exlst to rudyce tho height of the massive cuts wd
(1 vreas. We approsinte the opportunily (o affer our comments in acoondunce with the
provisions of the Pragmmmutic ABresineal pertuining to this wndertaking and Jovk forward 10
continuing th work with you to implemont it ternma. Please conluct MaryAnn Nuber w (202)
600-8534 should you wisl (0 dixcuss these lasucs further.

Sincoroly,

(bt B Vicf.

M. Donl.Xlima
=" Dirgelor
Office of Planning und Review



Correspondence 4: April 26, 2019

The Culture Center
1900 Kanawha Blvd., E.

ll WEST I.
VIRGINIA Phone 304.558.0220 ¢ www.wvculture.org

Charleston, WV 25305-0300
Randall Reid-Smith, Commissioner

Division of . 304.558. . g 56
Culture and HIStOI‘y Fax 304.558.2779 TDD}O?E{???{:.,,‘??,
April 26,2019
Mr. Ben Hark

Environmental Section Head
WYV Division of Highways

1334 Smith Street

Charleston, West Virginia 25301

RE:  Appalachian Corridor H: Wardensville to VA Line
State Project No. X316-H /125.16 Federal Project No. NHPP-0484(117)
FR#: 91-246-Multi-380

Dear Mr. Hark:

We have reviewed the technical report titled, Appalachian Highway Corridor H Wardensville to
Virginia State Line Project Cultural Resources Avoidance Feasibility Analysis and Criteria of Effects
Determinations, which was completed for the above-referenced project. As required by Section 106 of
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, and its implementing regulations, 36 CFR
800: “Protection of Historic Properties,” we submit our comments.

Architectural Resources:

We have reviewed the submitted information and concur that the proposed project will result in adverse
effects to the Francis Kotz Farm (HY-0039; NR# 08001237), Nicholas Switzer House (HY-0049; NR#
08001238), Boyd McKeever House (HY-0413), and Resource HY-0299. In addition, we remain in
concurrence with the finding of adverse effect for the resources listed in or that were determined to
remain eligible for the National Register of Historic Places in our previous review letter dated December
26, 2018 (FR#-91-246-Multi-379). These include the Tharp-Orndorff House (Francis Godlove House
HY-0527); Funkhouser-Earls House (HY-0042); Cornwell Dyer House (HY-0050-0002); James
Mathias House 1 (HY-0303); Heltzel House (HY-0305); Hott House Property (HY-0317); Wilson
House (HY-0464); and William R. Orndorff House (HY-0887).

It is our understanding that the Carpenters Lane and Wardensville Main Street Historic Districts were
not reevaluated during the November 2018 survey because they were little changed, and the proposed
project would continue to be an adverse effect to these districts no matter if the boundaries were adjusted
or not. We remain in concurrence with the determination of adverse effect provided by the Advisory
Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) in 1999 for all resources listed in or eligible for the National
Register within the project’s area of potential effects (APE), including these historic districts.

Because the proposed project will result in adverse effects, we request you evaluate alternatives or
modifications to the proposed project to avoid, minimize, or mitigate the adverse effects it will have to
historic properties and then inform our office of those alternatives or modifications. As instructed in 36
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Mr. Hark

FR# 91-246-Multi-380
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CFR 800.6(a), it is also your office’s responsibility to notify the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation (ACHP) of our current assessment of adverse effect. We will provide additional comments
upon receipt of the requested information; however, we reserve the right to request additional
information. As noted in our earlier review letters, we are available to discuss these comments or
participate in a site visit.

Consulting Parties/Public Comments

Federal regulations in 36 CFR §§ 800.2(c—d), 800.3(e-1), and 800.6(a)(4) all stress the importance of
involving the general public, local government representatives, and organizations that have a
demonstrated interest in historic preservation or the undertaking in the Section 106 review process. If
you have already completed this aspect of the requirements under Section 106, please provide written
documentation along with any comments you have received, or any that you receive in the future, to this
office. If you have not already done so, please consider forwarding a copy of the submitted information
for the above-mentioned project to any individuals living near or within a line-of-sight of the proposed
project site and to the Preservation Alliance of West Virginia to request their comments or opinions on
the matter. Please forward any comments regarding cultural resources that you receive to this office. If
you receive no comments within thirty (30) days, please indicate that in writing to this office.

We appreciate the opportunity to be of service. Ifyou have questions regarding our comments or the
Section 106 process, please contact Benjamin M. Riggle, Structural Historian, at (304) 558-0240.

Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

SMP/BMR



Correspondence 5: June 5, 2019

WEST VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Division of Highways

1900 Kanawha Boulevard East ¢ Building Five e Room 110
Charleston, West Virginia 25305-0430 « (304) 558-3505
Byrd E. White, ITI
Secretary of Transportation

Jimmy Wriston, P. E.
Deputy Secretary/
Acting Commissioner

June 5, 2019

Ms. Susan Pierce

Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
Division of Culture and History

1900 Kanawha Blvd East

Charleston, WV 25305

State Project: X316-H/125.16
Federal Project: NHPP-0484(1 17)
Appalachian Corridor H, Wardensville to Virginia State Line
Hardy County

Dear Ms. Pierce:

We appreciated your timely review and comments on the Appalachian Highway Corridor H
Wardensville to Stateline Project’s Criteria of Effect Report. Below, please find our responses to your
comment requesting or suggesting additional materials and/or actions by WVDOH relative to the Section
106 Process for this project.

SHPO Comment 1:

“Because the proposed project will result in adverse effects, we request you evaluate alternatives or
modifications to the proposed project to avoid, minimize, or mitigate the adverse effects it will have to
historic properties and then inform our office of those alternatives or modifications.”

WVDOH Response 1:
1. In its 1996 Final Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), WVDOH identified Alternative 3A as the

selected alignment in the Wardensville to Stateline Project. Subsequently, FHWA identified
Alternative 3A as the Preferred Alternative in its Record of Decision (ROD). In 1999, it was
determined that Alternative 3A would have an adverse effect on any property designated as eligible for
or listed in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) that exists within the Wardensville to
Stateline Project.

2. In accordance with the Corridor H Section 106 Programmatic Agreement (PA), in 2000 the WVDOH
conducted additional and extensive engineering analyses to determine the feasibility of alternative
alignments that would avoid or minimize the adverse effects on historic properties identified in the
Wardensville to Stateline Project. Those additional engineering analyses were presented in a Cultural
Resources Avoidance Feasibility Report (Attachment 1) and included:

a. areconsideration of the three (3) alignments in the Wardensville APE that were initially analyzed
in the 1994 Alignment Selection Draft EIS and the 1996 Final EIS, including Preferred Alternative
3A;



b. the development and detailed analysis of seven (7) new minimization alignments for Preferred
Alternative 3A that would potentially avoid or minimize adverse effects to historic resources that
were eligible for listing on the NRHP;

c. the adoption of Minimization Alignment B1 (later labeled B4), which included a “depressed
alignment” section west of the Anderson Ridge cut that lowered the roadway below the current
ground level, by 20 to 50 feet in some areas;

d. the development of detailed graphics and engineering drawings depicting Minimization Alignment
B1’s location both horizontally and vertically relative to each of the individual historic properties as
well as the two historic districts for inclusion in the March 2000 Cultural Resource Avoidance
Feasibility (CRAF) Report (see Attachment 1, March 2000 CRAF);

e. the acceptance of the CRAF conclusions by the WVSHPO and the ACHP and the development of a
mitigation plan based on Minimization Alignment B1; and

f.  the acceptance by the WVSHPO and the ACHP of the mitigation plan with the caveat that the
implementation of the accepted plan would not eliminate the project’s adverse effect on any of the
individual historic properties or either of the historic districts (see Attachment 2,- WVSHPO
Comment Letter June 15, 2000).

3. In the Spring of 2018, WVDOH re-initiated studies to complete a formal re-evaluation of the 1996
NEPA documentation as required by FHWA regulations (23 CFR 771).

4. One of the issues requiring additional research was the relationship between groundwater resources
and the Preferred Alternative with Minimization Alignment B1 (see Attachment 3, Re-Evaluation of
2000 CRAF, April 2018). Based on the detailed analysis presented in the 2018 Re-evaluation, WVDOH
has determined that construction of the Minimization Alignment identified in the March 2000 CRAF is
no longer feasible or practicable because construction of the alignment was likely to result in:

a. serious logistical issues and excessive costs incurred during the construction, operation and
maintenance of the proposed mitigation (i.e., depressed highway), and
b. unacceptable environmental impacts such as dewatering livestock ponds and private water wells.

5. Because of these significant issues, WVDOH has concluded that it will need to return to the original
Alignment 3A described in the 1996 FEIS and ROD and that it will conduct no further engineering
analyses of avoidance or minimization alignments. WVDOH has arrived at these decisions because:

alignment modifications to the 1996 Preferred Alternative 3A were thoroughly examined in the
March 2000 CRAF and only Minimization Alignment B1 was carried forward (Attachment 1); and
the April 2018 CRAF Re-Evaluation (Attachment 3) determined that the Minimization Alignment
B1 developed and adopted by WVDOH in 2000 was no longer feasible or practicable.

6. Therefore, based on the discussions above and associated attachments, there are no additional
alternatives or modifications to the proposed project to evaluate that would avoid, minimize, or
mitigate the adverse effects the project will have to historic properties.

SHPO Comment 2:
“As instructed in 36 CFR 800.6(a) It is also DOH’s responsibility to notify the ACHP of our current

assessment of adverse effect.”

WVDOH Response 2:

The Corridor H Programmatic Agreement (PA) specifies the agencies and process regarding
consultation and submission of Section 106 analyses and documents. WVDOH will continue to follow the
processes contained within the PA.

SHPO Comment 3:
“Federal regulations in 36 CFR 800.2(c-d), 800.3(e-f), and 800.6(a)(4) all stress the importance of
involving the general public, local government representatives, and organizations that have a demonstrated




interest in historic preservation or the undertaking in the Section 106 review process. If you have already
completed this aspect of the requirements under Section 106, please provide written documentation along
with any comments you have received, or any that you receive in the future, to this office.”

WVDOH Response 3:

In compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act and Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act, WWDOH held an informational workshop and public meeting on May 15, 2018 at the
Wardensville War Memorial Building for the general public. Flyers announcing that meeting were posted
in government offices and businesses in Wardensville and a press release was sent to local/regional media
outlets. Based on the sign-in sheet, slightly over 100 people attended. Public comments were solicited on
comment sheets completed at the meeting as well as via e-mail. Attachment 4 includes copies of the
meeting announcement flyer and public notice, the sign-in sheet, and comments received.

SHPO Comment 4:

“If you have not already done so, please consider forwarding a copy of the submitted information
for the above-mentioned project to any individuals living near or within a line-of-sight of the proposed
project site and to the Preservation Alliance of West Virginia to request their comments or opinions on the
matter. Please forward any comments regarding cultural resources that You receive to this office. If you
receive no comments within thirty (30) days, please indicate that in writing to this office.”

WVDOH Response 4:

1. WVDOH believes that given the small-town nature of Wardensville as well as the intense public
interest in Corridor H over the last 20+ years that there is no lack of public knowledge or
understanding of this project. Also, because the project will cut through Anderson Ridge, individuals
living “near or within a line-of-sight of the proposed project site” would include the entire population
of Wardensville and its immediate area. Additionally, sharing the “submitted information” for this
project would include thousands of pages per household. Since the beginning of the Corridor H Project
in the early 1990°s, WVDOH has sent information (e.g., NEPA documents, maps, reports, etc.) to
individuals upon request. We will continue that practice.

2. The Corridor H PA and the FHWA’s ROD identify those groups and individuals that are required to
be included within the Section 106 consulting process. WVDOH will notify those groups and
individuals identified in those two documents.

3. WVDOH will continue to coordinate with your office as requested.

We hope that this adequately addresses your comments of April 27, 2019 on the Wardensville to
Stateline Criteria of Effect Report.

Should you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at 304-558-9487 or email
Sondra.L.Mullins@wv.gov.

Very truly yours,

Bn 2 Hord

Ben L. Hark
Environmental Section Head
Engineering Division

BH:s

Attachments

bee: DDE(SM)



Correspondence 6: June 12, 2019

The Culture Center

1900 Kanawha Blvd., E.

Charleston, WV 25305-0300

WEST Randall Reid-Smith, Commissioner
VIRGINIA Phone 304.558.0220  www.wvculture.org

Division of . Fax 304.558.2779 ¢ TDD 304.558.3562
Culture and History ——— EEOUAA Enploye

June 12,2019

Mr. Ben Hark

Environmental Section Head
WV Division of Highways

1334 Smith Street

Charleston, West Virginia 25301

RE:  Appalachian Corridor H: Wardensville to VA Line
State Project No. X316-H /125.16 Federal Project No. NHPP-0484(117)
FR#: 91-246-Multi-381

Dear Mr. Hark:

We have reviewed the additional information submitted for the above-mentioned project to determine its
effects to cultural resources. As required by Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of
1966, as amended, and its implementing regulations, 36 CFR 800: “Protection of Historic Properties,”
we submit our comments.

Architectural Resources:

Thank you for providing responses to our comments regarding the assessment of adverse effect for this
proposed project made in our letter dated April 26, 2019 (FR#: 91-246-Multi-380). It is our opinion that
the West Virginia Division of Highways (WVDOH) has made a good-faith effort to avoid and/or
minimize the adverse effects resulting from this proposed project by analyzing numerous alternative
routes and construction techniques.

In March 2000, WVDOH produced a Cultural Resources Avoidance F easibility Report (CRAF) and
determined that Minimization Alignment B1 would result in the least adverse effect to the National
Register listed and eligible resources within the Area of Potential Effects (APE). The effects of the
newly constructed road would be minimized by constructing it with a “depressed alignment” to obscure
the road’s visibility with vegetative screening to further minimize the effects. However, in the Spring of
2018, WVDOH re-initiated studies of the proposed project and developed a new CRAF to reevaluate
cultural resources avoidance. In the 2018 CRAF , WVDOH determined that the “depressed alignment”
was no longer practical because of serious logistical issues, excessive costs, and unacceptable
environmental impacts including potential impacts to residential and agricultural water supplies.
Therefore, WVDOH has concluded that the original preferred alignment, Alignment 3A as described in
the 1996 Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) and Record of Decision (ROD), will be used and
no further engineering analyses will be made to avoid or minimize the project’s effects.

We are sympathetic to WVDOH’s situation and agree that no further engineering analyses of potential
route changes are required. While we agree the “depressed alignment” is not feasible, the updated
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CRAF, completed in May 2018, does not provide any details regarding mitigation strategies to address
the unavoidable adverse effects resulting from the preferred alignment. We believe additional mitigation
measures, outside of a direct engineering redesign, can be developed to mitigate these adverse effects.
For example, the installation of interpretive signage documenting the project area’s historic resources at
rest areas and/or scenic overlooks or strategically planted vegetative screening, while not as effective as
with the “depressed alignment” could still be used as mitigation measures. Please provide our office
details of any proposed mitigation plan to address the adverse effects. We will provide additional
comments upon receipt of the requested information; however, we reserve the right to request additional
information. As noted in our earlier review letters, we are available to discuss these comments or
participate in a site visit.

Consulting Parties/Public Comments

Thank you for providing the summary of how WVDOH has fulfilled the provisions detailed in federal
regulations in 36 CFR §§ 800.2(c—d), 800.3(e—f), and 800.6(a)(4) regarding involving the general public,
local government representatives, and organizations that have a demonstrated interest in historic
preservation or the undertaking in the Section 106 review process. The public meeting, held on May 15,
2018, was well attended and the majority of the comments received were in support of the project with
the primary concerns being the intersections with the secondary roads and the integrity of the local water
table. We appreciate WVDOH’s efforts to fulfill these requirements under Section 106 during this
process. Please continue to forward to our office any further correspondence or comments regarding
cultural resources to our office.

We appreciate the opportunity to be of service. If you have questions regarding our comments or the
Section 106 process, please contact Benjamin M. Riggle, Structural Historian, at (304) 558-0240.

Sincergly,

SuSan M. Pierce
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

SMP/BMR



		2024-01-02T12:47:31-0500
	Travis Long, Director




