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RIGHT OF WAY AND EASEMENT LINES SHOWN ON THESE

PLANS ARE FOR ASSISTANCE IN INTERPRETING THE PLANS.

THEY ARE NOT OFFICIAL.  FOR OFFICIAL FEE RIGHT OF WAY 

AND EASEMENT INFORMATION,  SEE APPROPRIATE RIGHT OF 

WAY PLATS.

BCS2005-03

ALL STORMWATER MANAGEMENT FACILITIES CONSTRUCTED

FOR CONTRACT NO.                                   SHALL BE INSPECTED

AND MAINTAINED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE STATE HIGHWAY

ADMINISTRATIONS BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES (BMP)

INSPECTION AND REMEDIATION PROGRAM.

SEDIMENT AND EROSION CONTROL REGULATIONS WILL BE 

STRICTLY ENFORCED DURING CONSTRUCTION.

FOLLOWING INITIAL SOIL DISTURBANCE OR REDISTURBANCE, 

PERMANENT OR TEMPORARY STABILIZATION SHALL BE 

COMPLETED WITHIN SEVEN (7) CALENDER DAYS AS TO THE 

SURFACE OF ALL PERIMETER CONTROLS, DIKES, SWALES, 

DITCHES, PERIMETER SLOPES, AND ALL SLOPES GREATER 

THAN 3 HORIZONTAL TO 1 VERTICAL (3:1), AND FOURTEEN 

DAYS (14) AS TO ALL OTHER DISTURBED OR GRADED AREAS 

ON THE PROJECT SITE.

THE STATE HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION SHALL ONLY BE 

RESPONSIBLE FOR THE COMPLETENESS OF DOCUMENTS 

OBTAINED DIRECTLY FROM THE STATE HIGHWAY 

ADMINISTRATION’S CASHIER’S OFFICE.  FAILURE TO ATTACH 

ADDENDA MAY CAUSE THE BID TO BE IRREGULAR.

THE LOCATION OF UTILITIES SHOWN ON THE PLANS ARE 

FOR INFORMATION AND GUIDANCE ONLY.  NO GUARANTEE IS 

MADE OF THE ACCURACY OF SAID LOCATIONS.

STANDARD STABILIZATION NOTE :

OWNERS /   DEVELOPERS CERTIFICATION :

CHIEF,  HIGHWAY DESIGN DIVISION

I  /   WE HEREBY CERTIFY THAT ANY CLEARING, GRADING,

CONSTRUCTION AND/OR DEVELOPMENT WILL BE DONE

PURSUANT TO THIS PLAN,  AND THAT ANY RESPONSIBLE

PERSONNEL INVOLVED IN THE CONSTRUCTION PROJECT

WILL HAVE A CERTIFICATE OF ATTENDANCE AT A MARYLAND 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT APPROVED TRAINING 

PROGRAM FOR THE CONTROL OF SEDIMENT AND EROSION 

BEFORE BEGINNING THE PROJECT.  I HEREBY AUTHORIZE 

THE RIGHT OF ENTRY FOR PERIODIC ON-SITE EVALUATION 

BY STATE OF MARYLAND,  DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT, 

COMPLIANCE INSPECTORS.

May 13, 2010

DEPUTY ADMINISTRATOR /   CHIEF ENGINEER FOR PLANNING, 

  ENGINEERING, REAL ESTATE AND ENVIRONMENT

ALL WORK ON THIS PROJECT SHALL CONFORM TO: 

THE MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, STATE 

HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATIONS SPECIFICATIONS ENTITLED STANDARD 

SPECIFICATIONS FOR CONSTRUCTION AND MATERIALS DATED 

JULY 2008 REVISIONS THEREOF OR ADDITIONS THERETO; 

THE SPECIAL PROVISIONS INCLUDED IN THE INVITATION FOR 

BIDS BOOK; THE ADMINISTRATIONS BOOK OF STANDARDS FOR 

HIGHWAYS AND INCIDENTAL STRUCTURES AND THE LATEST 

MANUAL ON UNIFORM TRAFFIC CONTROL DEVICES (MUTCD)

Preliminary Investigation
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My telephone number /toll-free number is 1.866.462.0020 

Maryland Relay Service for Impaired Hearing or Speech 1.800.735.2258 Statewide Toll Free 
 

Street Address:  707 North Calvert Street, C-102 • Baltimore, Maryland 21202 • Phone 410.545.0300 • www.marylandroads.com 

April 8, 2010 
 
Mr. Tod Ericson 
Maryland DNR Forest Service 
2 South Bond Street 
Bel Air, Maryland 21014 
 
Subject: ICC Community Stewardship Project 
  MO-E  (SHA Contract AX3775660) 
  Lake Frank Trail – Rock Creek Regional Park  
  Montgomery County, Maryland 
 
Dear Mr. Ericson, 
 
The State Highway Administration (SHA) requests approval of the attached Forest Stand Delineation 
(FSD) under the Forest Conservation Act (FCP), in conjunction with an ICC Community Stewardship 
project for a trail connector within Rock Creek Regional Park.  The project is located within the Lower 
Rock Creek Watershed on Maryland National Capitol Park and Planning Commission (M-NCPPC) 
property and is adjacent to Lake Bernard Frank, in Montgomery County.  Pending approval of the FSD, a 
future application will be made to the DNR for Forest Conservation Plan (FCP) approval under the FCA. 
 
This project will provide a Community Stewardship trail amenity in conjunction with the construction of the 
ICC and will provide connectivity within Rock Creek Regional Park.  The following items are enclosed with 
this submittal: 
 

 Project Location Map (2 copies) 

 Signed Forest Conservation Application (2 copies) 

 Forest Stand Delineation (2 copies) 
 
If you have any questions or comments about this matter, please contact Mr. Rob Shreeve at (410) 545-
8644, (800) 446-5962, RShreeve@sha.state.md.us or Mr. Warren Gray at (410) 891-9533, 
WGray@iccproject.com.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Robert E. Shreeve 
ICC Environmental Manager 
 
cc: Marian Honeczy, MDNR 
 Bob Michael, MdTA 
 Patricia McManus, M-NCPPC 
 Michele Floam, ICC Team 
 Warren Gray, ICC Team 
 Joanna Hiebler, ICC Team 
 Romaine Kesecker, ICC Team 
 Mr. Chuck Weinkam, ICC Team 



Project Name
Location
Description

* * *EFFECTM FEBRUARY 1, 2001***
FOREST CONSERVATION APPLICATION

Su¡mit A.U lpnlica

MO-E Lake Frank Trail

ICC Communitv Stewardship Proiect - Rock Creek Trail lmprovements

PROJECT #

PotomacWatershed name
County

Applicant Name
Firm Name
Address

City
Phone #

Subwatershed #
Municipality

Rock Creek
Silver Sprinq

Maryland Grid coordinates centroid: 39'1023 N ft North 77'1 194 W fr F.ast
(circle one)
Grid 84, 85
parcet g 800 Block #

North American Datum y ear : lg2l ßÐtggl
ADC: year 2008 paqe 5165
Tax Map # GS562 Cri¿ *

Lot#

Firm Name
Address

City
Phone #

Net Tract Area 1.9 1".
Area of Existing Forest
Area of Existing NTW forest
Total Area in Sensitive Areas

Forested Stream Buffers (50 ft. wide minimum) @N
Buffer Area Forested 0.QJ 4c-tength

Steep slopes
Threatened and Endangered species

Dominant & CoDominant Forest Species

"".@.* (circle)

(print) @"r.. Forester, eualitied prof. (circle)

À¡
0ao
0 ,rn

District/Accoun'#
Liber 3322 Forio 3322

By signing below, the applicant certifies that he or she has the legal right to implement proposed planting,
maintenance and/or a long-term protection agreement. further certifìes that the property subject
to a long-term protection agrg3l4g¡tás not unde_r federal, state or local p{ggra4q.
Applicant's

Robert E. owner:ON (circle one)

MD Zip Code 21202

Indicate ¡f@r agent is to be the contact (Circle)
Agent Name Vvaffen (:ifav

ICC Team

"lgytllq . . stare MD Zip code 20705
ø10\785-7220

FOREST STAND DELINEATION INFORMATION

Total Tract Area 1.90 lo.
Area withÍn 100 year floodplain
Area remaining in agriculture
Other u Ac.

0 an.

1.90

Baltimore State
410-545-8644

An

FSD Prepared by Romaine Kesecker
pg. I of2

PROJECT#



March 27, 2009

Mr. Bruce M. Grey
Maryland Department of Transportation
State Highway Administration
707 North Calvert Street
Baltimore, MD 21202

RE: Environmental Review for North Branch Rock Creek Sites and NW-47 and NW-
69, Intercounty Connector (ICC) Mitigation, Montgomery County, Maryland.

Dear Mr. Grey:

For NB-7, NB-1, NB-2C, NB-16, NB-11, NW-47 and NW-69, the Wildlife and Heritage Service has
determined that there are no State or Federal records for rare, threatened or endangered species within
the boundaries of the project site as delineated. As a result, we have no specific comments or
requirements pertaining to protection measures at this time. This statement should not be interpreted
however as meaning that rare, threatened or endangered species are not in fact present. If appropriate
habitat is available, certain species could be present without documentation because adequate surveys
have not been conducted.

For NB-3 and MO-E, the Wildlife and Heritage Service’s database indicates that there are records for
the following RT&E species occurring within close proximity to both of these sites:

Scientific Name Common Name State Status
Melica mutica Narrow Melicgrass Threatened
Calystegia spithamea Low Bindweed Rare
Castanea dentata American Chestnut Rare
Iris cristata Crested Iris Endangered

These species could potentially occur on the project site itself, if the appropriate habitat is present.
Habitat for Narrow Melicgrass is described as: Dry woods and road banks (Radford et al 1968); dry
open woods and thickets (Fernald 1950); rocky woods (Terrell 1970); floodplain or upland rocky
woods (MDNHP). Habitat for Low Bindweed is described as: Fields, roadsides and calcareous slopes
(Fernald 1950); dry, rocky, or sandy soil, fields and open woods (Gleason & Cronquist 1991). Habitat
for American Chestnut is described as: Rich woods (Radford et al 1968); dry, rich, usually acid,
gravelly or rocky ground, often of uplands (Hough 1983). Habitat for Crested Iris is described as:
Rich wooded slopes (Radford et al 1968); rich woods, wooded bottoms and ravines or bluffs (Fernald
1950); rocky woods, floodplain forests (MDNHP).



Page 2

If the appropriate habitat for any of the above state-listed species is found to occur within this project’s
limits-of-disturbance then we may request surveys for those species be conducted during the
appropriate time of year when the species is most identifiable, and following our rare plant survey
protocol. Though not required, we would also encourage you to consider the above species that are
not state-listed when surveys are conducted.

Thank you for allowing us the opportunity to review this project. If you should have any further
questions regarding this information, please contact me at (410) 260-8573.

Sincerely,

Lori A. Byrne,
Environmental Review Coordinator
Wildlife and Heritage Service
MD Dept. of Natural Resources

ER# 2009.0116.mo
Cc: G. Golden, DNR

D. Brinker, DNR
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Lake Frank Trail
Rock Creek Trail Improvements

1. This photo-visualization depicts addition of1. This photo visualization depicts addition of 
evergreen trees at 6-feet to 8-feet height (at time of 
planting) for purposes of providing adjacent 
neighbors year-round vegetation.  Proposed g y g p
locations will be verified in the field, but generally 
occur where the existing berm is less than 6-feet in 
height and in open areas next to the proposed trail.

2. Proposed evergreen tree planting will consist of 
Eastern Red Cedar and American Holly.  Both are 
native species and exist in the park currently.p p y



PHOTO MAPPHOTO MAP

THIS MAP SHOWS THE 
ENTIRE AREA ALONG LAKE 

TERRACE.

PHOTO LOCATIONS ARE 
NUMBERED AND 

REFERENCED AND SHOW 
DIRECTION OF THE PICTURE



Photo Locations 1 2 and 3Photo Locations 1, 2 and 3

The Planting Areas shown are proposed to be planted with Eastern RedThe Planting Areas shown are proposed to be planted with Eastern Red 
Cedar to provide additional vegetative screening to the adjacent 
properties.  The following pictures depict how this may be visualized.



Picture 1:  Current view to Lorek and Johnson properties.  This open area in the 
foreground will allow for screen plantings to be installed – see next picture.



Picture 1:  View to Lorek and Johnson properties with proposed Eastern Red 
Cedar plantings.



Picture 1: View to Lorek and Johnson properties with Mature Eastern Red Cedar 
trees in 10+ years.



Picture 2:  Current view to Lorek property and homes on cul-de-sac.



Picture 2:  View to Lorek property and homes on cul-de-sac with proposed 
plantings consisting of Eastern Red Cedar and / or American Holly.



Picture 3:  Current view to Johnson and Weiler property.  



Picture 3:  View to Johnson and Weiler property – with proposed plantings of 
Eastern Red Cedar.



Photo Locations 4 and 5Photo Locations 4 and 5

An additional planting area is located as shown and would be plantedAn additional planting area is located as shown and would be planted 
with Eastern Red Cedar. The existing berm begins to increase in height in 
this area. The following pictures depict how this may be visualized. 



Picture 4:  Current view, looking south near Johnson and Weiler property.  The 
open area to the left would be utilized for planting – see next picture.



Picture 4: Looking south near Johnson and Weiler properties with proposed 
Eastern Red Cedar plantings.



Picture 4:  looking south near Johnson and Weiler property with proposed 
plantings at maturity in 10+ years.



Photo Locations 5 6 and 7Photo Locations 5, 6 and 7

The existing berm is very high in these areas and provides very effective 
screening.  No plantings are proposed in this general area.



Picture 5:  current view looking south near Weiler and Kane properties with 
existing Berm - over 10 feet in height and providing excellent screening.



Picture 6:  Current view near Lefelar and Hanson properties with existing 
Berm - over 10 feet in height and providing excellent screening.



Picture 7:  Current view near Hanson and Jenson properties, looking south, with 
existing berm tapering in height going downhill to stream.



Photo Locations 8 9 and 10Photo Locations 8, 9, and 10

In the locations where the existing berm is less than six feet in height 
plantings are proposed to supplement the forest cover.  These locations 

ill b fi ld l t d t i i th l t l ti S th f ll iwill be field selected to maximize the plant locations.  See the following 
pictures  for how this may be visualized.



Picture 8:  Current view near Hanson and Jenson properties, looking north, 
with existing berm. 



Picture 8:  Near Hanson and Jenson properties, looking north, with   
proposed Holly plantings in select locations where berm height decreases.



Picture 8:  Near Hanson and Jenson properties with existing berm -
proposed mature Holly plantings in 10+ years.



Picture 9:  Current view near Jenson property with existing berm decreasing 
in height.



Picture 9:  Near Jenson property with proposed Holly plantings where berm 
height decreases.



Picture 10:  Current view near Jenson property where berm height decreases.



Picture 10:  Near Jenson property with proposed Holly plantings 



Picture 10A:  looking south from Picture Location 10 with berm to left. 



Picture 11:  Current view of berm with forest near Lorek and Johnson properties.



Picture 12:  Near the stream- the distances to the Randle, Castellon & Seifert  
properties is great with substantial forest to screen views.  No plantings are 
proposed in this area.



Picture 12A: looking south of  Picture Location 12 - forested condition with no 
planting required.



Lake Frank Trail
Rock Creek Trail Improvements

The ICC Team also considered the following in preparation of 
this concept:this concept:

• The plant species indicated will best tolerate the forest   
condition, deer browse, and soil conditions.

• A wooden screen fence placed within the forest or on the 
berm is not necessary with the planting, and would be a long-
term maintenance issue.   The plantings would provide a p g p
superior appearance and longevity of screening.

Thank you for your consideration.
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Maryland Department 0f Transportation

RE-EVALUATION CONSTJLTATION

To:

Attention:

From:

Date:

Subject:

Purpose:
The purpose ofthis document is to:

o Document an Environmental Re-Evaluation Consultation that describes the proposed

changes to the Intercounty Connector (ICC) Community Stewardship (CS) Project at

Rock Creek Regional Park (Site No. 33), and

r Supplement the information in ttLe 2006 Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS)
and the 2006 Record of Decision (ROD).

Proposed Aclion:

o Replace CS project Site No. 33 with the construction of a new trail connection between

the existing Rock C¡eek trail and the Lake Frank trail system (Altemative 5), the "People's
Choice" Trail.

o Altemative 5 consists of a 2,545 linear feet, 1 O-foot wide asphalt hial with a pedestrian

bridge over Rock Creek.

My telephoDe Dumber/toll-free number is _
Maryland Relay Semicefot Inpaired Hearíng or Speech: 1.800.735.2258 Stâtewide Toll Free

Mr. Nelson Castellanos
Division Administrator
Federal Highway Administration

Daniel W. Johnson
Environmental Program Manager

Ms. Melinda Peters, Director NNSÞt-'-
Office of the Intercounty Connector

November 18,2008

lntercounty Connector
Environmental Summary for
Community Stewardship Project Substitution
Post ROD Refinement

6
StreetAddrcss:707NorthcalveÍSheet.Baltimore,MarylandZl202.Phonei4l0.545.0300'www.mâryland¡oads.com



Inr"rcoun^, Connecto¡ pÌoiect Envhonmental Summsrlt - CS Pnjecl Substítulìon Post- ROD Rertnemenl

Bøckground:

Lake Fra¡k is located within the Rock Creek Regional Park and is owned by the Maryland -
National Capital Park and Planning Commission (l\4-NCPPC) (Figure 1).

The ICC FEIS and ROD documented the CS package approved by the lnteragency Working
Group (IAWG). The FEIS described the proposal at Site No. 33 (f igure 2) as:

" Lake Frank was once open to vehicle nffic. Asphalt roads and parking lots exist around
the lake. These roads and parking lots would be removed (approximately 6.87 acres) and
replaced with approximately 5,500 linear feet of 8-10 foot wide asphalt traí|. Turf dnd tree
pløntings would be added as a buffer. "

The ROD described the proposal at Site No. 33 as:

"Lake Frank was once open to vehicle trffic. Asphalt roads and parking lots exist around
rhe lølce. These roads and parking lors would be removed (approximately 6.87 acres) and
replaced with approximately 10,000 linear feet of 8-10 foot wide asphalt trdil. Turf and tree
plantings would be added as a buffer. "

Alier the ROD was published in 2006, M-NCPPC began preparing the Upper Rock Creek Trail
Corridor Plan. As part of that process, M-NCPPC prepared and presented to the local residents a
proposed redesign of this CS project that would link the Rock Creek trail to the Lake Flank trail
system.

On April 23,2007, the M-NCPPC submitted a request that a substitution be considered for Site

No. 33 (Attachment 4). They provided four Altemative routes for the trail with the overall goal

ofconnecting Lake Fra¡k to the existing Rock Creek Trail.

On May 2,2007, a Post ROD Re-evaluation was approved by FHWA to clarify commitrnents

that may have been misstated in the ROD. In the re-evaluation it was determined that the

commitment as stated in the FEIS as 5,500 linear feet was correct (The ROD had documented
the DEIS path length instead of the corrected FEIS path length). The clarifications were

coordinated with the ICC Interagency Working Group (IAWG) on October 4, 2006, and March
12,2007. No comments on this issue were received.

In May 2007 an intemal field meeting was conducted by M-NCPPC to review Site No. 33 as

proposed in the FEIS and the four requested M-NCPPC Altematives. Based on that meeting, the

ICC Project Team prepared conceptual designs and preliminary cost estimates for the four
M-NCPPC Altematives.

In October 2007 the Altematives were presented at a public meeting workshop. At this
workshop a citizen provided a comment on Altemative 1 that described an existing 'People's
Choice' trail (dirt trail) running to the southeast from the Lake Frank dam, rvhich he thought
corurected to the Rock Creek Trail at a reasonable grade and might provide a better toute for
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connection than would Altemative 1, as presented. This new proposed route was named

Altemative 5 (Figure 3).

The M-NCPPC Plarning Board indicated their preference for Altemative 5 during ICC Status

Report No. 14 on May 1, 2008. M-NCPPC field reviewed Altemative 5 a¡d in a letter dated

June 12, 2008 formally requested a modification to the ICC CS package by substituting Site No.
33 with Altemative 5.

The ICC Project Team evaluated Altemative 5 based on the same ranking criteria used during
the assessment of the CS projects during the FEIS/ROD process. Site No. 33 and the proposed

Altemative 5 both have an average ranking criteria score of nirc (9).

Ranking Criteria Site 33

Score

Ält.5
Score

À, Environmental Benefit - refers to how the site would benefit the communþ or

watershed, provide tangible results, and link the project with other ES projects.

t0 10Site 33 removed pavement for \ryater quality and vegetative buffer

Alt. 5 meets MNCPPC'S top priority of connectivity to Rock Creek Trail. This
converts an existing "peoples choice" trail into a lo-foot wide hard surface and meets

M-NCPPC's goals to increase Parkland utilization by "Linking the Lakes", and

helDins to unifr the Resional Park.

B, Other Resources Impacted - refers to whether the enhancements at tle sites would

have adverse impacts on the environment as a result ofconstruction. Sites that would

require creating a substantial amount of impewious surfaces in Special Protection Areas

(SPAs) were given a low ranking.

10 8

Site 33 removed over 6 acres ofpavement with minimal environmental impact. No
SWM is needed.

Alt. 5 utilizes an existing 'people's choice' trail that minimizes environmental impact
with selective tree removal, but little to no forest impacts. Requires a pedestrian

bridge over Rock Creek with associated minor floodplain impacts mitigated by the

upstream dam, and the stream corridor is heavily forested. SWM will be required as

total new impervious surfaced added exceeds 0.5 acres, with water quality treatment
also needed. The next phase of design will determine type, size and location for
SWM facilities, the potential for use ofpewious pavement, and an option fo offset the

new trail pavement by removal of associated amormt of existing pavement in the

C. Severity of Need - refers to how much public benefit or suppoÍ the project would

have. This criterion is a measure ofhow immediate the need is for the project and

whether fhe project is consistent with local goals and priorities.
8 t0

a

a

Site 33 provided visual and aesthetic improvements with water quality

Alt. 5 provides enhanced public benefit for trail connectivity rmifies the regional park
and meets master Dlandns soals.

D. Feasibility - refers to the extent of additional studies, engineering, and Right-of-Way
(ROW) acquisition that wor d need to be completed before the project is constructed. t0 10

Site 33 was feasible for desþ, access, ald is within parkland
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Ranking Criteria Site 33
Score

Alt. 5
Score

. Alt. 5 is feasible as well for design, access, and is within parkJand

E, Cost - considered the benefit to cost ratio. High costs r ere not prohibitive for any of
the projects.

8 9

Site 33 cost estimate per the ROD -$2,216,400

Alt. 5 cost estimate - Total Construction Cost -$1,116,670
F. Relevânce to the ICC Corridor - considered the proxirnity of each site to the Icc
project and its relevance to the existing needs ofeach corridor. Those sites not located

within the selected plaming areas or watershed borurdaries for the study area r ere either

removed from consideration or given a low ranking.

8 8

Äverage Score I 9

This proposed substitution was presented to the IAWG on September 3, 2008. Comments were

received from the M-NCPPC, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE), and the Montgomery

County Department of Transportation (MCDOT). On September 15, 2008 the M-NCPPC

reiterated their support for the replacement of Site 33 with the new Altemative 5

(Attachment 1). The ACOE had one comment fegarding the need for a pedestdan bridge, and

the requirement for any jurisdictional wetlands or intermittent and perennial streams to be

spanned (Attachment 3). All jurisdiction wetlands and streams will be spanned to avoid and-/or

minimize impacts, wherever possible.

The MCDOT stated their concul'rence with the replacement of the site (Attachment 2).

However, Altemative 5 would cost less than Site No. 33. The MCDOT expressed the desire for
any additional money not spent on the Lake Frank Trail project to be put towards site 32,

another Icc cS project. once all the cs projects proposed in the RoD are completed, sHA will
examine the total budgetary excess or overage.

Communìty Stewardshíp Proiect RemovaUSubstitution:

Site 33
CS Sit" No. 33 was proposed to include the removal of approximately 6.87 acres of existing

pavement and the construction of an 8- to10-foot wide by 5,500 linear-foot trail with turf grass

and tree planting areas added as a buffer (Figure 2).

Alternative 5
¿læ.nuti.r" S, the "People's Choice" trail, includes a l0-foot wÃe 2,545 lhear-foot asphalt

paved trail with a 50-foot long pedestrian bridge over Rock Creek. Four cross culverts would

ãlso be installed aJong the trail to maintain existing drainage pattems across the trail and within
the watershed. Stormwater management would be povided to treat the additional impervious

area. The proposed route utilizes an established community trail that effectively adheres to the

natural contours of the area and therefore would require minimal tree clearing and disturbance to

existing vegetation in order to install the facility (X'igure 3)'
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This ES add¡essos only the substitution of Alternative 5 for Site 33. A more detailed ES will be

prepared for Altemative 5 at the 60Vo desip stage. No additional envi¡onmental impaots are

anticipated to occur with this substitution.

Findíngs:
The cl substitution described above was evaluated to detennine if it would ¡esult in sígnificant

environmental impac-ts that were not considered in the ICC FEIS a¡rd ROD. I¡ coúclusion, there

is no new information o¡ set of circumstances relevant to environmental conce¡ns of the

proposed action ot its impacts that would result in signiflcant impacts not identified in the FEIS

õt nOO. Based on thesJfi¡dings, the FEIS remains valid and adequate and a supplemental EIS

is not required. Moreover, ihe proposed substitutions do not represent a substantial change to the

project; iherefore, a revised ROD or other supplemental documentation is not warranted.

Ms. Michele Floam, ICC Team
Mr. Warren Gray, ICC Team
Mr. Joseph Kresslein, SFIA-EPLD
Ms. Heathe¡ Lowe, SI{A-EPLD
Ms. Jen¡ifer Martin, SIIA-EPLD
M¡. Robert Miohael, MdTA
Ms. Melinda Peters, SIIA-PPD
Mr. Robe¡t Shreeve, SHA-OHD
Ms. Betsy Weinkam, ICC Team
lvfr. Chuck Weinkam, ICC Team
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