


















































































From: Epperly, Randy T
To: Romano, Joe; Hark, Ben L; Cummings, Traci L
Subject: FW: Scoping- Beckley Z-Way Beaver to S, Eisenhower Drive, Raleigh County , West Virginia
Date: Monday, May 08, 2017 12:06:10 PM

FYI
 

From: Okorn, Barbara [mailto:Okorn.Barbara@epa.gov] 
Sent: Monday, May 8, 2017 11:26 AM
To: Epperly, Randy T <Randy.T.Epperly@wv.gov>
Subject: Scoping- Beckley Z-Way Beaver to S, Eisenhower Drive, Raleigh County , West Virginia
 
Mr. Epperly,
 

EPA has reviewed your letter dated April 7, 2017 regarding the roadway construction from
US 19 and WV 307 to Interstate 64 at the South Eisenhower Drive Interchange.  The proposed
new road will include three-lanes in each direction and a continuous turning lane.  We
understand that the study is being done in compliance with the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA) and CEQ regulations implementing NEPA.  Please find below recommendations for
the scope of analysis for the proposed study. 

 
The NEPA document should include a clear and robust justification of the underlying
purpose and need for the proposed action.  The purpose and need statement is
important because it helps explain why the proposed action is being undertaken and
what objectives the project intends to achieve. The purpose of the proposed action is
typically the specific objective of the activity.  The need should explain the underlying
problem for why the project is necessary. 
Alternatives analysis should include the suite of other activities or solutions that were
considered and the rationale for not carrying these alternatives forward for detailed
study. 
The document should describe potential impacts to the natural and human
environment.  Existing resources should be identified and EPA encourages that adverse
impacts to natural resources, especially wetlands and other aquatic resources, be
avoided and minimized.  
A robust narrative fully describing any aquatic resources and functions should be
included in the NEPA document. We suggest at a minimum, a narrative should be
provided that includes: a discussion of hydrology, including sources and direction of
flow; the vegetative communities in the impact area, including size of trees (dbh),
percent canopy cover, understory and other components such as woody debris and
snags, and presence of invasive species; soil type(s); and an assessment of expected
functions based on the HGM type, ecological community, and surrounding landuse.
Photos should be included.   Some information on resources may be gained from public
websites including:
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EnviroMapper :  https://www.epa.gov/waterdata/waters-watershed-assessment-
tracking-environmental-results-system
Envirofacts : https://www3.epa.gov/enviro/
NEPAssist : https://www.epa.gov/nepa/nepassist
303(d) Listed Impaired Waters:  https://www.epa.gov/exposure-assessment-
models/303d-listed-impaired-waters
Stormwater ponds, best management practices (BMPs) and construction staging areas
should not be located in wetlands and streams.  Stormwater management alternatives
that address the existing and new construction should be considered.
EPA suggests coordinating with other appropriate federal, state and local resource
agencies on possible impacts to wetlands, streams, historic resources and/or rare,
threatened and endangered species.  As needed, assessment of aquatic resources
functions should be provided.  We would be pleased to coordinate with VDOT and the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers on this work.
An evaluation of air quality and community impacts, including noise, light and possible
traffic impacts, should be included in the document.  General conformity status should
be included in the document. 
The NEPA document should include an analysis of any hazardous sites or materials, and
the status of any ongoing or past remediation efforts in the project area.  This includes
any groundwater contamination.
We recommend the NEPA document include consideration of extreme weather events
in particular in association with resiliency design.  
Environmental Justice (EJ) should also be evaluated, including the identification of
potential communities of concern, and meaningful and timely community involvement,
public outreach, and access to information. Please consider application of a tool
developed by EPA to help users to identify areas with EJ population:
https://www.epa.gov/ejscreen. Additionally please refer to “Promising Practices for EJ
Methodologies in NEPA Reviews document for EJ analysis in NEPA reviews”:
https://www.epa.gov/environmentaljustice/ej-iwg-promising-practices-ej-
methodologies-nepa-reviews.  Our regional expert on EJ would be pleased to discuss
methodology for identification of EJ communities at your convenience.
Consideration should be given to potential impacts to at-risk populations, as well as
consideration to sensitive subpopulations, possibly including elderly, children and
others.  It is recommended community impacts be avoided, minimized and mitigated, to
the greatest extent possible.
The document should address potential indirect and cumulative effects in the project
areas; analysis may aid in the identification of resources that are likely to be adversely
affected by multiple projects, and sensitive resources that could require additional
avoidance or mitigation measures.  It is suggested that a secondary and cumulative
effects analysis begin with defining the geographic and temporal limits of the study; this
is generally broader than the study area of the project.   The cumulative impact analysis
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should evaluate impacts to environmental resources that have the potential to be
impacted by the project (i.e. wetlands, surface water, etc)

 
1 The Watershed Assessment, Tracking & Environmental Results System (WATERS) unites
water quality information previously available only from several independent and
unconnected databases
2 Includes enforcement and compliance information
3 NEPAssist is a tool that facilitates the environmental review process and project planning in
relation to environmental considerations. The web-based application draws environmental
data dynamically from EPA Geographic Information System databases and web services and
provides immediate screening of environmental assessment indicators for a user-defined area
of interest.  These features contribute to a streamlined review process that potentially raises
important environmental issues at the earlier stages of project development.
 
Thank you for coordinating with EPA on this project.  We look forward to working with you as
more information becomes available.   Please let me know if you have any questions on the
recommended topics above.  Please provide a copy of the EA to EPA when it is available for
review.
 
Sincerely,
Barb
Barbara Okorn
USEPA Region III (3EA30)
1650 Arch Street
Phila, PA 19103
Phone (215) 814-3330
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 United States Department of the Interior 
 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
 

 West Virginia Field Office 
90 Vance Drive 

Elkins, West Virginia  26241 

 

 
 

Concurrence Form for Myotid Bat Survey Reports 
 

Contact Name: _________________________________________________________________   
 
Email Address or Fax Number: ____________________________________________________ 
 
FWS File #: __________All future correspondence should clearly reference this FWS File #. 
 
Project: _______________________________________________________________________ 
 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) has reviewed the report on the bat mist net survey 
conducted in the proposed project area and submitted on __________________. The survey 
followed the protocol outlined in the current Range-wide Indiana Bat Summer Survey Guidelines. 
These Guidelines are acceptable to address the endangered Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis) and the 
threatened northern long-eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis) (NLEB). These comments are provided 
pursuant to the Endangered Species Act (ESA) (87 Stat. 884, as amended; l6 U.S.C. l53l  
et seq.) The survey covered _____ acres/kilometers of potential bat habitat and was conducted at 
_____ net sites from __________ to __________. No Indiana bats were captured.  
 
_____ NLEB were captured and _____ were tracked during this survey. 
 
Surveys are considered current for 5 years (the summer they are completed and the following four 
summer seasons). In this case, the survey will expire on May 15, ________. If a significant 
amendment is proposed to change or expand this project, or if timber will be removed after that date, 
a new survey may be necessary and the Service should be contacted.  
 
The area was surveyed for caves and abandoned mine portals and ____ were found in the project 
area. Of these, ____ were found to be suitable for bat hibernacula based on Phase I cave/portal 
surveys. Entrance surveys were conducted from ____________ to _____________. No federally 
listed bats were captured.  
 
Based on the information provided to us, the Service has concluded that no Indiana bats or NLEB 
are expected to be adversely affected by the project. This letter provides technical assistance only 
and does not serve as a completed section 7 consultation document. If there is a Federal nexus for 
the project (e.g., Federal funding provided, Federal permits required to construct), no tree clearing or 
any project construction activities on any portion of the parcel should occur until consultation under 
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section 7 of the ESA, between the Service and the Federal action agency, is completed. Section 7 
consultation is not complete until the Federal action agency submits a determination of effects to this 
office, the Service concurs with the Federal action agency's determination. If there is no Federal 
nexus associated with this project, then no further coordination with this office is required. 
 
Should project plans change or amendments be proposed that we have not considered in your 
proposed action, or if additional information on listed and proposed species becomes available, or if 
new species become listed or critical habitat is designated, this determination may be reconsidered.  
 
If you have any questions regarding these comments, please contact the biologist listed below at 
(304) 636-6586 or at the letterhead address. 
 
 
_____________________________________________  Date:  _____________ 
Biologist 

 
_____________________________________________  Date:  _____________ 
Field Supervisor 
 
 
 

04/24/2018

04/24/2018



From: Elizabeth Stout <elizabeth_stout@fws.gov> 
Sent: Tuesday, August 7, 2018 9:56 AM
To: Cummings, Traci L <Traci.L.Cummings@wv.gov>
Cc: Epperly, Randy T <Randy.T.Epperly@wv.gov>; Burke, Sydney T <Sydney.T.Burke@wv.gov>
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] RE: Beaver to S. Eisenhower Dr. FWS

I concur that no other listed species need to be addressed for this project.

On Mon, Aug 6, 2018 at 3:35 PM Cummings, Traci L <Traci.L.Cummings@wv.gov> wrote:

Liz,

  The above scoping letter was submitted to your office on 4-7-17.  What we need for our environmental document is a
concurrence that we have considered all the potential RTE species that we need too.  When we screened the project it hit the
Gray bat buffer and portal assessments were completed no portals passed the phase 1 assessments so no portal surveys were
completed.  The project had over 17 acres of clearing and mist nets were performed last summer with no endangered bats
being captured.  Are there any other species that we need to take into account for our section 7 clearance?

Traci L. Cummings
Natural Resources Program Manager 
WVDOH-Environmental Section 
304-558-9678 office
304-541-7509 cell
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Epperly, Randy T

From: Epperly, Randy T

Sent: Thursday, April 26, 2018 4:30 PM

To: 'Jay Toth'

Subject: RE: WVDOT Beckley Z-Way Project Beaver-S. Eisenhower Drive

I believe we are anticipating a COE individual permit for this project. 

 

From: Jay Toth <jay.toth@sni.org>  

Sent: Thursday, April 26, 2018 4:18 PM 

To: Epperly, Randy T <Randy.T.Epperly@wv.gov> 

Subject: RE: WVDOT Beckley Z-Way Project Beaver-S. Eisenhower Drive 

 

It may require COE approvals for the creek crossings. 

 

Ok let me know if you need my help on anything. 

Thanks 

JAY 

 

From: Epperly, Randy T [mailto:Randy.T.Epperly@wv.gov]  

Sent: Thursday, April 26, 2018 3:52 PM 

To: Jay Toth <jay.toth@sni.org> 

Subject: RE: WVDOT Beckley Z-Way Project Beaver-S. Eisenhower Drive 

 

It is approximately 2 miles of roadway on a new location.   It is within the Beaver Creek, Little Beaver Creek, and Piney 

Creek watersheds but only crosses Little Beaver Creek.  

   

From: Jay Toth <jay.toth@sni.org>  

Sent: Thursday, April 26, 2018 3:08 PM 

To: Epperly, Randy T <Randy.T.Epperly@wv.gov> 

Subject: RE: WVDOT Beckley Z-Way Project Beaver-S. Eisenhower Drive  

   

Looks to cover a large area.  I cannot tell by the map, if there are any water ways crossing the ROW.  

   

JAY  

   

From: Epperly, Randy T [mailto:Randy.T.Epperly@wv.gov]  

Sent: Thursday, April 26, 2018 2:59 PM 

To: Jay Toth <jay.toth@sni.org> 

Subject: WVDOT Beckley Z-Way Project Beaver-S. Eisenhower Drive  

   

Jay,  

   

Attached is a letter regarding the Beckley Z-Way, Beaver to S. Eisenhower Drive Project in Raleigh County, WV.    The 

project is being processed as an Environmental Assessment.   Please let me know if you have any comments, questions, 

or concerns.    Thank you.  
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Randy Epperly  

WV Division of Highways  

Engineering Division  

Environmental Section  

304-558-9385  
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