
ENVIRONMENTAL RE-EVALUATION FORM
FHWA South Carolina

State File # Project ID RouteFed Project # County

Page 1 of 3Form Updated: 10/20/2015

Project Name/Description

EIS EA CE (non Programmatic) PCE (No FHWA Approval Required)1.   DOCUMENT TYPE:

4.   PROJECT DEVELOPMENT STAGE:

6.   DESCRIPTION OF CURRENT PROJECT/DESIGN CHANGES:

5.   HAS DESIGN OR ROW CHANGED SINCE THE LAST APPROVAL?: 
       (if "NO" then Go To Item 7) 

A. Other Actions Associated with the Project:

Section 4(f) Evaluation

Section 106 Compliance

Wetland Finding/Section 404 Compliance

T & E Species Biological Assessment

Final Design

ROW

Construction

Other, Specify

None

2.  DOCUMENT APPROVAL DATE:

3.  DATE(S) OF PRIOR RE-EVALUATIONS:

YES NO

30711 US 1 over I-20P030711 Lexington

US 1 Bridge Replacement over I-20 and Interchange Improvements. The purpose of the project is to correct structural deficiencies at the 
US 1 bridge over I-20 and to improve operations of the interchange. The goals of the project include improving loop capacity, safety, 
and improving overall operation of the interstate, interchange, and crossing.

07/02/2019

N/A

The selected design reduces the project footprint by constructing an overpass bridge connecting Cedar Rd. to Dooley Rd. This has 
decreased the required ROW acquisition, displacements/relocations, and stream and wetlands impacts.   
 
See Attachment.



Environmental Re-evaluation Form:
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7.   HAVE THERE BEEN SIGNIFICANT CHANGES IN THE AFFECTED  

       ENVIRONMENT OR HAVE THE ENVIRONMENTAL STUDIES BEEN  

       UPDATED SINCE THE LAST PROJECT APPROVAL?: (If "NO" to both 

       Items 5 and 7, Go To Item 10)

8.   APPROVED DOCUMENT(S) RE-EVALUATION:

YES NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

YES NO

YES NO

YES NO

YES NO

YES NO

YES NO

YES NO

A. REVIEW OF EFFECTS: (Complete this section if "YES" to either Item 5 or Item 7)

SOCIAL ENVIRONMENT                                              CHANGE   REMARKS 

NATURAL ENVIRONMENT                                              CHANGE   REMARKS 

PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT                                              CHANGE   REMARKS 

1.  Land Use               

2.  Community              

3.  Relocations              

4.  Churches/Institutions       

5.  Title VI/E.O. 12898     

6.  Economic       

7.  Controversy       

8.  Other; Specify       

1.  Wetlands      

2.  Water Quality      

3.  Wild/Scenic Rivers  

4.  Farmland                      

5.  T & E Species                      

6.  Floodplains      

2.  Air Quality      

3.  Energy/Mineral Resources 

4.  Construction/Utilities     

5.  UST's                              

6.  Hazardous Waste Sites  

7.  Other; Specify      

1.  Noise                       

7.  Other; Specify      

YES

YES

YES

YES

YES

YES

YES

YES

YES

YES

YES

YES

YES

YES

YES

Reduced to 1 commercial relocation.

Reduced stream & wetlands impacts.

Detailed Noise Analysis Completed.



Environmental Re-evaluation Form:
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CULTURAL ENVIRONMENT                    CHANGE REMARKS 

PERMITS       CHANGE REMARKS 

2. Archaeological Resources

1. Historic Sites

7. Other; Specify

1. U.S. Coast Guard

2. Forest Service/USACE/USFWS Land

3. Section 404

4. Other; Specify

Have the required permits been obtained? 

If "YES" what is the expiration date? 

*If permits have expired, permits will need updated and attached to re-evaluation.

YES NO

YES NO

YES NO

YES NO

YES NO

YES NO

YES NO

YES

A public hearing/public information meeting was held for the project on:

The change(s) in project design and/or effects require(s) an additional 
public hearing/public information meeting.  The meeting is scheduled for:

There have been no changes in project design or environmental effects which would require a public hearing [or additional 
public hearing if one has already been held] or public information meeting.

Based on the analysis contained in this re-evaluation, it has been determined that the change in project design and/or 
environmental effects would not significantly alter the conclusions reached in the approved environmental document and/or 
previous re-evaluation(s).

There have been no changes in the design/ROW of this project nor have there been changes in project effects or the affected 
environment.  Therefore,  the conclusions reached in the approved environmental document and/or previous  
re-evaluation(s) remain valid.

NO

9. NEED FOR PUBLIC INVOLVMENT:

10. FINDINGS/CONCLUSIONS:

For Non Programmatic CEs:

Prepared By:

Concurred (FHWA):

Date

Date

2/9/21Will McGoldrick Digitally signed by Will McGoldrick 
Date: 2021.02.09 14:53:10 -05'00'

2/11/2021



NEPA ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS FORM

The Environmental Commitment Contractor Responsible measures listed below are to be included in the contract and must be implemented. It is 
the responsibility of the Program Manager to make sure the Environmental Commitment SCDOT Responsible measures are adhered to. If there are 
questions regarding the commitments listed  please contact:

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS FOR THE PROJECT

Project ID : P030711 District : District 3County : Lexington

Project Name: US 1 (Augusta Road) Bridge Replacement over I-20 and Interchange Improvements

Date: 12/11/2020

Displacements

The SCDOT will acquire all new right-of-way and process any relocations in compliance with the Uniform Relocation 
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition policies Ace of 1970, as amended (42 U.S. C. 4601 et seq.). The purpose of these 
regulations is to ensure that owners of real property to be acquired for Federal and federally-assisted projects are treated 
fairly and consistently, to encourage and expedite acquisition by agreements with such owner, to minimize litigation and 
relieve congestion in the courts, and to promote public confidence in Federal and federally-assisted land acquisition 
programs. 

NEPA Doc Ref: Page 6 Responsibility: SCDOT

Cultural Resources

The contractor and subcontractors must notify their workers to watch for the presence of any prehistoric or historic 
remains, including but not limited to arrowheads, pottery, ceramics,flakes, bones, graves, gravestones, or brick 
concentrations during the construction phase of the project, if any such remains are encountered, the Resident 
Construction Engineer (RCE) will be immediately notified and all work in the vicinity of the discovered materials and site 
work shall cease until the SCDOT Archaeologist directs otherwise.

NEPA Doc Ref: Page 8 Responsibility: CONTRACTOR

Water Quality

The contractor will be required to minimize possible water quality impacts through implementation of BMPs, reflecting 
policies contained in 23 CFR 650B and the Department's Supplemental Specification on Erosion Control Measures (latest 
edition) and Supplemental Technical Specifications on Seeding (latest edition).  Other measures including seeding, silt 
fences, sediment basins, etc. as appropriate will be implemented during construction to minimize impacts to water quality. 

NEPA Doc Ref: Page 9 Responsibility: CONTRACTOR

CONTACT NAME: Brad Reynolds PHONE #: 803-737-1440

Total # of 
Commitments:

9Doc Type: RE-Eval

Special Provision

Special Provision

Special Provision



Project ID : P030711

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS FOR THE PROJECT

SCDOT  
NEPA ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS  

FORM

Stormwater

Stormwater control measures, both during construction and post-construction, are required for SCDOT projects with land 
disturbance and/or constructed in the vicinity of 303(d), TMDL, ORW, tidal, and other sensitive waters in accordance with 
the SCDOT's MS4 Permit. The selected contractor would be required to minimize potential stormwater impacts through 
implementation of construction best management practices, reflecting policies contained in 23 CFR 650 B and SCDOT's 
Supplemental Specifications on Seed and Erosion Control Measures (latest edition).

NEPA Doc Ref: Page 9 Responsibility: SCDOT

Non-Standard Commitment

Because the Busbee Property Cemetery (located on parcels TMS 004498-01-021, -022) has been identified within the PSA, a 30
meter buffer will be established around the resource and impacts to the resource will be avoided. The buffer for the cemetery will
be marked on all project plans and orange barrier fence will be installed at the appropriate buffer limits in the field and maintained
during construction. 

Unique Cultural Resource

NEPA Doc Ref: Page 8 Responsibility: CONTRACTOR

Non-Standard Commitment

Based on preliminary design, it is anticipated that the proposed project will require a Department of the Army Section 404 Permit
from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE). The Contractor, with oversight from the SCDOT, will be responsible for preparing
the permit application and the SCDOT will be responsible for submitting the permit application to USACE. In addition, mitigation
will be required for impacts to waters of the U.S. The Contractor, in coordination with the SCDOT, will be responsible for obtaining
suitable mitigation for the project in consultation with the USACE and other resource/regulatory agencies. The SCDOT/Contractor 
will provide the USACE with information regarding any proposed demolition activities during the Section 404 Permitting Process.

404 Wetland Permit

NEPA Doc Ref: Page 10 Responsibility: CONTRACTOR

Special Provision

Special Provision

Special Provision



Project ID : P030711

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS FOR THE PROJECT

SCDOT  
NEPA ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS  

FORM

Non-Standard Commitment

The federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act, 16 USC § 703-711, states that it is unlawful to pursue, hunt, take, capture or kill; attempt to 
take, capture or kill; possess,offer to or sell, barter, purchase, deliver or cause to be shipped, exported, imported, transported, carried 
or received any migratory bird, part, nest, egg or product, manufactured or not. The South Carolina Department of Transportation 
(SCDOT) will comply with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918 in regard to the avoidance of taking of 
individual migratory birds and the destruction of their active nests. 
The Contractor will notify the Resident Construction Engineer (RCE) at least four (4) weeks prior to construction/demolition/ 
maintenance of bridges and box culverts. The RCE will coordinate with SCDOT Environmental Services Office (ESO), Compliance 
Division, to determine if there are any active birds using the structure. SCDOT will be responsible for the removal/management of 
any active bird nests.

Migratory Birds

NEPA Doc Ref: Page 11

USTs/Hazardous Materials

If avoidance of hazardous materials is not a viable alternative and soils that appear to be contaminated are encountered 
during construction, the South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental Control (SCDHEC) will be informed. 
Hazardous materials will be tested and removed and/or treated in accordance with the United States Environmental 
Protection Agency and the SCDHEC requirements, if necessary. 

NEPA Doc Ref: Page 12

Non-Standard Commitment

A Detailed Noise Analysis will be completed upon determination of a preferred alternative. In addition to parameters utilized in the
Preliminary Noise Analysis, receiver and roadway elevations, terrain features, rows of existing structures, and distinctive ground
zones may be used to more precisely assess existing and future noise levels and determine impacts.  
  
SCDOT will inform local planning officials of future, generalized noise levels expected to occur in the project vicinity after FHWA has
made a final decision on the Environmental document (SCDOT Responsibility). 

Noise

NEPA Doc Ref: Re-Evaluation Summary

Responsibility: CONTRACTOR

Responsibility: CONTRACTOR

Responsibility: CONTRACTOR

Special Provision

Special Provision

Special Provision



US 1 (Augusta Road) Bridge Replacement over I-20 and Interchange Improvements 
Non-programmatic Categorical Exclusion Re-Evaluation 

Summary 
Following the approval of this project’s Non-Programmatic Categorical Exclusion (NPCE) on July 2, 2019, 
a design-build contract was awarded in May 2020 for its final design and construction. The selected 
contractor proposed a design (Superior-JMT Design) with some different components than the four 
evaluated in the NPCE. Similarities include replacing the US 1 bridge on a north offset, I-20 on and off 
ramps, a new directional ramp from southbound US 1 to I-20, and adjustments to side roads.  

This design differs with use of: 
A bridge over US-1 to connecting S-1065 (Cedar Road / Dooley Road). Traffic on these roads will
enter a roundabout to either continue through-access or access a new traffic light at US-1.
S-1831 (Monroe Lane) is moved to directly across US 1 from S-1745 (Brickyard Road).
The US 1 northbound ramp to I-20 eastbound will be freeflow.
The US 1 to I-20 westbound loop ramp was replaced with a new directional ramp with alternate
merge signing.

This design reduces sideroad modifications and the overall project footprint. The Superior-JMT Design 
also reduced impacts to streams, wetlands, businesses, and residences compared to the four concepts in 
the NPCE (Table 1). The maps in Appendix A display the original four alternates and an overview of the 
new alternate with features from some of the alternatives evaluated in the NPCE. Impacts to jurisdictional 
streams and wetlands have been reduced by maintaining approximately the same footprint of Cedar and 
Brickyard Roads. Wetland impacts have been reduced to less than 0.05 acres of temporary impact to 
Wetland D. Stream impacts have also been reduced to 212 linear feet.  The contractor’s design concept 
eliminates the need for residential displacements and reduces the commercial property displacements to 
one hotel along the eastbound lanes of I-20 (Table 2).  

A Detailed Noise Analysis (Appendix B) using the Federal Highway Administration Traffic Noise Model, 
version 2.5 (Analysis) was completed for the Superior-JMT Design. The Analysis used traffic-related sound 
levels for the existing (2019), no-build (2041), and build (2041) conditions. Inputs to the model include 
existing and future roadway alignments and posted travel speeds to more precisely assess existing and 
future noise levels and determine impacts. In comparison to the Preliminary noise analysis, fewer 
receivers were modeled as the footprint of the project was smaller than those previously analyzed. This 
resulted in a renumbering of the receivers in the model. The Analysis anticipates that construction of this 
project would result in two impacts by approaching and/or exceeding the Noise abatement criteria and 
none by substantial increase. Both of these receivers were anticipated to be Impacted or Displaced in all 
alternates initially evaluated in the  (Table 3).  The proposed project in the design year (2041) 
would result in a 0.4-2.9 decibel increase in traffic generated noise. Existing noise levels range from 57.3 
to 69.5 dBA. The predicted No-Build noise levels will range from 58.9 to 71.1 dBA. The predicted Build 
noise levels will range from 57.3 to 70.0 dBA. Noise abatement for the impacted sites was considered and 
was determined to not be Feasible to construct (Table 4). Following approval of this environmental 
document, a copy of the Detailed Noise Analysis will be provided to the Lexington County Planning 
Commission. 



 
 

Table 1: Alternatives Impacts Matrix 
 Alternative 1 Alternative 2 Alternative 3A Alternative 4 Superior-JMT 

Design 
US-1 Centerline Direction North North North South North 

Total Tracts Impacted 56 55 46 43 32 
Property 

Displacements 
Residential 5 5 4 2 0 
Commercial 6 5 5 7 1  

Stream Impacts (Approx.) 735 LF 500 LF 505 LF 325 LF 212 LF 
Wetland Impacts (Approx.) 1.51 Ac. 1.46 Ac. 1.62 Ac. 0.36 Ac. <0.05 Ac. 

 

Table 2: Displacements/Relocations 

Alternative Number No. of Business 
Displacements 

No. of Residential 
Displacements 

No. of Personal 
Property Moves 

No. of ODAs 
(Billboards) 

1 6 5 1 1 
2 5 5 1 1 

3A 5 4 0 1 
4 7 2 0 1 

Superior-JMT Design 1 0 0 1 

 

Table 3: Preliminary / Detailed Analysis Comparison 
Receiver # Alternate 

(Preliminary) Detailed 1 2 3A 4 Superior-JMT 
(40) 22 Displaced Displaced Displaced Impacted Impacted 
(37) 30 Impacted Impacted Impacted Impacted Impacted 

 

Table 4: Noise Impacts Summary 
Impacted 
Receiver # 

# of Receptors 
Represented Property Identification Is Abatement Feasible & Reasonable  Approximate cost 

of abatement 
22 1 Isolated area along western side 

of Cedar Rd.  
Not Feasible due to absence of impacted 

receivers in surrounding area 
N/A 

30 1 Northeast quadrant of 
intersection of Cedar Rd. and US 1 

Not Feasible due to absence of impacted 
receivers in surrounding area 

N/A 



 

 

APPENDIX A 

 

ALTERNATIVES AND RELOCATION 
INFORMATION 
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RRELOCATION IMPACT STUDY 
US Route 1 over I-20 

19 | P a g e  
 

 
 
Address: 4920 Augusta Road, Lexington, SC 

Tract 36  
 
TMS #:   004498-02-014 
 
Type:   Business (WoodSpring Suites Hotel – 121 guest rooms/4 story) 

1.92 acres 
 
Owner: Columbia Valued Partners, III, LLC 
 
Notes:  Separate owner and tenant.  Will require much work between agent, owner and  

tenant to develop a relocation plan.  Possible additional residential relocations for 
tenant occupants.  Impacted by All Alternates. 
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