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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. 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 Environmental Services Office ComplianceDivision, 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 Bird Treaty Act

NEPA Doc Ref: Chapter 3, Section 3.13 Responsibility: CONTRACTOR

Non-Standard Commitment

Potential borrow areas to be used for fill dirt for the project will be field reviewed and assessed for the presence of any 

jurisdictional features, and BMPs will be applied prior to disturbance to avoid and/or minimize erosion and runoff of sediments.

Borrow Pits

NEPA Doc Ref: Chapter 3, Section 3.13 Responsibility: CONTRACTOR
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Construction operations will be scheduled for off-peak traffic hours when reasonable/feasible.
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A traffic maintenance plan will be developed prior to construction initiation to minimize interference to traffic flow from 

construction equipment and activities.
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Non-Standard Commitment

After SCDOT acquisition, wetland delineations will be performed on Parcels 270, 187 and 316; archaeological investigations will be conducted on Parcels 187 and 

316. 
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Introduction 

FHWA approved a Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) and Record of Decisions (ROD) for the 

Carolina Crossroads Project on May 2, 2019. Since that time the project has progressed towards 

construction that will occur in five (5) phases.  The phases of construction are proposed to overlap or be 

performed consecutively with little or no time between phases and the overall construction time of all 

phases of work is anticipated to be less than 10 years. The 5 proposed phases are shown in Figure 1.  

Proposed Design Changes 

During detailed design and constructability reviews, the development of right of way plans, and right of 

way acquisition for construction of Phases 1 and 2 of the Carolina Crossroads Project, several design 

changes have been proposed to the Refined Recommended Preferred Alternative (RPA) described in the 

FEIS/ROD. These changes are described below. 

As a result of these changes, SCDOT has re-evaluated the social, environmental and economic impacts 

documented in the FEIS/ROD. 

I-26 Westbound Ramp onto I-126 Eastbound and Colonial Life Blvd.

The proposed ramp alignment at the above location proposed in the RPA created a physical overlap 

between the ramp bridge and the existing I-26 Mainline Bridge over the Saluda River.  Since the project 

is now being constructed in phases through multiple construction contracts and this ramp is constructed 

as part of the first phase, this physical conflict between the bridges must be resolved to allow the 

existing bridge to remain in service during construction and in the interim period between construction 

phases.  To resolve this conflict, the ramp has been shifted away from the mainline approximately 20 

feet.  This change is just to the ramp geometry and does not change the operational function of the 

proposed exit from I-26 Westbound.  The change occurs within the right of way proposed for the 

Refined RPA.  See Figure 2. 

As a result of this design change, the traffic noise analysis was updated to account for the ramp shifting 

closer to the Rivers Edge neighborhood by approximately 22 feet. The noise analysis concluded that the 

overall number of impacted receivers in the area did not change. The noise barrier analysis still found 

that a noise barrier at this location was not reasonable. See the Noise Analysis Update memo in 

Appendix A. 

No other studies documented in the FEIS/ROD required updating as a result of this design change. No 

change of impacts presented in the FEIS/ROD are anticipated at this location. 
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I-126 WB Exits to Colonial Life Blvd. and I-26 EB 

The Refined RPA included a five-lane approach along I-126 Westbound to the Colonial Life Blvd. exit with 

the exit to Colonial Life Blvd. being a tapered exit and all five through lanes extending through the exit.  

Beyond the Colonial Life Blvd. exit, the outside lane would become an “Exit Only” lane for the exit to I-26 

Eastbound.  During the design development, it was discovered that undesirable roadway design 

exceptions for lane and/or shoulder width would be required to allow for the five through lanes beyond 

the tapered exit to Colonial Life Blvd.  The design was subsequently modified to retain the existing 

approach to the Colonial Life Blvd. parallel exit with four through lanes and immediately following the 

exit to Colonial Life Blvd., a deceleration lane for the exit to I-26 Eastbound is developed.  This change 

was incorporated into the project traffic models and it was determined that this change will not 

adversely impact the I-126 westbound mainline operations during both the morning and afternoon peak 

hours. The change occurs within the originally proposed footprint of the roadway and within the right of 

way proposed for the Refined RPA.  See Figure 3. 

No environmental studies were updated based on this design change. No change of impacts 

documented in the FEIS/ROD are anticipated at this location. 

Saluda River Access Road relocation 

SCDOT is currently in the process of purchasing right of way for the project. During the negotiation 

process with Dominion Energy for the purchase of right-of-way along I-126 near the I-126/I-26 

interchange, adjacent to the Saluda River, Dominion Energy identified an existing access/service road 

along the Saluda River that they currently used for maintenance of transmission lines and access for 

both the Saluda Riverwalk and Saluda River boat ramp.   Emergency services also use the access road for 

emergency response to the trail and the boat ramp, which provides access for river rescues. The current 

design would require the elimination of the existing access road. SCDOT will be required to re-establish 

this access road within the proposed right of way acquired for the Carolina Crossroads project.  The 

relocated roadway is expected to be reconstructed along the right of way line, adjacent to I-126 and the 

interchange ramps.  The road was designed to avoid impacts to the Saluda Canal, which is an historic 

resource. See Figure 4. The proposed relocation of the access would increase impacts for Wetlands 25 

and 26 by a total of 0.24 acres of fill and 0.19 acres of clearing and Tributaries 45 and 46 by a total of 53 

linear feet.  However, the overall wetland and stream impacts included in the USACE Individual Permit 

(IP) are lower than the impacts documented in the FEIS/ROD, as noted in Table 1. 

Table 1: Wetland and Stream Impact Comparison 

                                                       FEIS                           Permit                                                  Reduction 

Wetlands Fill (acres) 6.88 Fill: 2.76 2.35 

Clearing: 1.77 

Ponds (acres) 0.01 0.0 0.1 

Streams Linear feet 16,251 8,136 3,282 

Morphologic change: 2,538 

Stream relocation: 2,295 
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Right of way changes based on Design Refinements 

The changes to right-of-way are based on design refinements during development of right of way plans 

including, but not limited to: 

▪ minor changes to roadway design/alignments  

▪ allowance for adequate drainage ditches along the roadway  

▪ allowance for detention basins  

▪ allowance for outfall and inlet improvements/protection at pipe crossings  

These design refinements caused additional right of way requirements in construction Phases 1 and 2 

for the Refined RPA.  See Figures 5.1 – 5.7. 

These areas of additional right of way were reviewed to determine if they were within the previously 

surveyed project study area (PSA) for the FEIS/ROD. In three (3) locations encompassing five (5) parcels, 

the additional right of way extended beyond the PSA, on Parcels 404, 187/316 and 269/270, as shown in 

the above-referenced figures. These locations were field reviewed for jurisdiction features (streams, 

wetlands) and cultural resources.  

Initial Archaeological and Wetlands Survey: Parcels 269, 404, 187, 270, and 316 

On July 7, 2020, investigators conducted archaeological and wetland surveys of Parcels 269 and 404. Due 

to ongoing right of way negotiations, shovel testing and delineation was not conducted at this time on 

Parcels 187, 270, and 316; these parcels were visually inspected during the current investigations. Once 

SCDOT acquires the properties and/or provides property owner notification, additional surveys will be 

completed based on recommendations below. The locations of Parcels 269, 270, 404, 187, and 316 are 

presented in Figures 5.1-5.7. The investigations are summarized below. 

Parcel 269 is located in a paved and partially wooded area between two abandoned nightclubs adjacent 

to Longcreek Drive, approximately 630 feet northeast of the intersection of Longcreek Drive and US 176. 

The portion of the parcel that is outside of the original archaeological study area is approximately 0.2 

acres. The area is largely paved and the only wooded area is a heavily disturbed strip between the two 

parking lots of the nightclubs. No shovel tests were excavated at Parcel 269 and no further survey is 

recommended at this location. No wetlands were observed within this parcel. 

 

 
View of Parcel 269, facing northwest. 
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Parcel 270 is located in a wooded area behind an abandoned nightclub adjacent to Longcreek Drive, 

approximately 630 feet northeast of the intersection of Longcreek Drive and US 176. The portion of the 

parcel that is outside of the original archaeological study area is approximately 0.43 acres. The area is 

wooded and is generally very low and wet. It appears to be an area where people dispose of used tires 

and other debris. Due to ongoing right of way negotiations, no shovel tests were excavated at Parcel 270. 

Due to heavy ground disturbance and the preponderance of wetlands, it is recommended that no 

archaeological investigations are necessary on this portion of Parcel 270.  

 

The area has numerous depressional areas and braided channels that appear to accept runoff from the 

hotel parking lot on Garner Drive as well as from a channel that emanates from underneath a concrete 

block wall. The area is highly disturbed with numerous manmade features such as a concrete block wall, 

and buried pipes. It is recommended that a delineation be performed after acquisition. As currently 

proposed, the design would not impact wetlands on this parcel; however, if the design-build  

contractor proposed an alternate design that did impact wetlands at this location, those impacts would 

be documented in a re-evaluation and USACE Individual Permit (IP) modification. 

 

 

View of Parcel 270, facing south.  
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View of Parcel 270, facing west 

 

View of Parcel 270, facing north 
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Parcel 404 is located in a wooded area behind a residence on Arrowwood Road, approximately 860 feet 

northwest of the intersection of Arrowwood Road and Colonial Life Boulevard. The portion of the parcel 

that is outside of the original archaeological study area is approximately 0.06 acres. The area is covered 

in dense undergrowth. Investigators excavated two shovel tests spaced 30 meters (100 feet) apart to 

cover the area. The two shovel tests generally exposed a 10YR4/2 dark grayish brown sandy loam from 

0-20 cm below surface (bs), over a 10YR5/6 yellowish brown loamy sand from 20-50 cm bs, underlain by 

a compact 10YR7/6 yellow sand subsoil at 50-70+ cm bs. The fill from these tests was sifted through ¼-

inch mesh hardware cloth. We recovered no cultural materials from the investigations at Parcel 404. No 

further archaeological survey is recommended at this location. No wetlands were observed within this 

parcel. 

 

View of Parcel 404, facing northwest. 

Parcels 187 and 316 are adjacent to each other and are located in a wooded area in a residential 

neighborhood, to the west of the intersection of Chippewa Drive and Chicopee Drive. The portion of the 

parcels that is outside of the original archaeological study area is approximately 0.3 acres. Due to 

ongoing ROW negotiations, no shovel tests were excavated at Parcels 187 and 316. It is recommended 

that archaeological investigations be conducted in the uplands portions of Parcels 187 and 316. The area 

is heavily wooded and includes a stream and associated wetlands in the central portion, with uplands to 

the east and west. This system appears to be part of Wetland 15. It is recommended that a delineation 

be performed after acquisition. 
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As currently proposed, the design would not impact wetlands on this parcel; however, if the design-

build contractor proposed an alternate design that did impact wetlands at this location, those impacts 

would be documented in a re-evaluation and USACE Individual Permit (IP) modification. 

 

View of Parcels 187 and 316, facing west. 

 

View of Parcels 187 and 316, facing north. 
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Revision to FEIS Environmental Commitments 

The proposed I-26 Westbound Ramp onto I-126 Eastbound and Colonial Life Blvd. is located between 

and immediately adjacent to both CSX railroad right of way and the Saluda Canal Historic District. The 

Environmental Commitment in the FEIS/ROD proposed a 25-foot buffer along the canal during 

construction activities.  

During detailed design and constructability reviews and right of way acquisition for construction Phase 1 

of the Carolina Crossroads Project, issues were identified in the vicinity of the Saluda Canal Historic 

District. The proposed ramp is at the northern end of the Saluda Canal and will not overlap the mapped 

limits of the canal. However, the currently proposed 25-foot buffer extends underneath the proposed I-

26 Ramp C and presents constructability issues for equipment access during the construction of the 

project. Generally, the condition of the canal is very poor in this area adjacent to the proposed ramp due 

to erosion and siltation from two drainages in this area. 

SCDOT has reduced right of way widths in the vicinity of the canal at this location to avoid impacts to the 

canal during construction and any future maintenance activities along the right of way. 

SCDOT proposes to revise the commitment of a 25-foot buffer for a distance of approximately 700 feet 

along the proposed ramp to allow room for temporary construction access and equipment.  The 

following mitigation will be implemented instead:  

▪ Prior to construction activities orange protective fencing will be installed along the edge of boundary 

of the Saluda Canal Historic District in areas that will maintain the original buffer as well as those 

areas where the buffer has been requested to be reduced between the two drainages and for a 

length to the south of the southernmost drainage.  

▪ Prior to construction activities silt fencing will be installed along the edge of SCDOT right of way to 

prevent runoff. 

▪ For areas along the identified Saluda Canal located along the I-26 Ramp C beginning Station 5412+50 

and ending Station 5419+50 clearing will be allowable to the right of way but grubbing will be 

limited to within a distance of 5-feet inside of the right of way. Grubbing activities within the 5-foot 

buffer will require approval from SCDOT prior to occurring.  

▪ During land clearing activities prior to construction, an archaeologist will be present at all times to 

ensure that these activities undertaken close to the fencing do not damage the canal.  

▪ During construction, an archaeologist will visit the construction site twice a week to ensure that no 

activities have crossed over the protective fencing. Any observations during these visits will be 

recorded in an inspection log that will be made available to the SHPO.  

▪ As soon as an inadvertent impact is discovered, such as a previously unidentified cultural resource, 

archaeological feature, or artifact, construction in that area will stop immediately until an onsite 

consultation with SCDOT archaeologists and SHPO can determine the best strategies for avoiding, 

minimizing, or mitigating adverse effects upon the resource. 

See SHPO coordination memo, figure, SHPO concurrence letter and tribal notification in Appendix B. 
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Noise Analysis Update Memo 
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Memo 
Date: Monday, June 08, 2020 

Project: Carolina Crossroads 

To: Chad Long, SCDOT 

David Kelly, SCDOT 

Shane Belcher, FHWA 

From: Ben Copenhaver 

Subject: Noise Analysis Updates due to bridge shift 

Introduction 

Updates to the design of the Recommended Preferred Alternative (RPA) involved shifting a 

bridge approximately 22’ closer to residences in NSA X. The design updates also involved shifts 

to connecting collector/distributor ramps, as well as refinements of grading in the area. The 

grading refinements include adding a vertical wall where the proposed roadway grade is either 

above or below the existing ground elevation. 

Build-case and barrier noise models for the area were updated, rerun, and reanalyzed. 

Updated Impact Results 

A comparison between build case results in the original and updated model is shown in the 

table below. Impacts are highlighted in red (levels in excess of the impact threshold of 66 dBA). 

Only receptors in the northern portion of NSA X (the area nearest the design updates) are 

included. 

Receptor 

Original Build 

Level (dBA) 

Updated Build 

Level (dBA) Change 

 X40 71.1 69.7 -1.4 

 X41 65.6 65.4 -0.2 

 X42 67.6 65.9 -1.7 

 X43 67.3 66.4 -0.9 

 X44 67.4 67.4 0 

 X45 65.8 66.6 0.8 

 X46 61.1 59.7 -1.4 

 X47 66.8 68.6 1.8 

 X48 67.5 69.3 1.8 

 X49 60.7 59.8 -0.9 

 X50 69.3 70.3 1.0 

 X51 69.6 70.1 0.5 

 X52 59.7 58.8 -0.9 
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Receptor 

Original Build 

Level (dBA) 

Updated Build 

Level (dBA) Change 

 X53 69.2 69.7 0.5 

 X54 69.3 69.7 0.4 

 X55 73.6 74.1 0.5 

 X56 68.2 68.5 0.3 

 X57 60.0 59.4 -0.6 

 X58 60.6 59.5 -1.1 

 X59 69.2 69.6 0.4 

 X60 71.9 72.5 0.6 

 X61 60.0 60.1 0.1 

 X62 70.9 71.4 0.5 

 X63 60.9 60.7 -0.2 

 X64 59.9 59.9 0 

 X65 70.7 71.6 0.9 

 X66 59.4 59.3 -0.1 

 X67 62.2 62.3 0.1 

 X68 61.0 60.9 -0.1 

 X69 68.6 69.6 1.0 

 X70 62.8 62.8 0 

 X71 63.6 63.6 0 

 X72 58.6 58.5 -0.1 

 X73 66.5 66.9 0.4 

 X74 61.5 61.6 0.1 

 X75 60.5 60.5 0 

 X76 61.6 61.6 0 

 X77 65.0 65.3 0.3 

 X78 62.7 62.8 0.1 

 X79 63.7 63.7 0 

 X80 56.0 56.0 0 

 

The largest increase in build noise levels was 1.8 dB, and the largest decrease was 1.7 dB. Two 

receptors changed impact status: X42 changed from impacted to non-impacted, and X45 

changed from non-impacted to impacted. Therefore, the overall number of noise impacts in the 

project remains the same. The updated impact information is shown in Figure 1 below. 
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Figure 1. Updated Impacts in northern half of NSA X 
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Updated Barrier Analysis 

Previously, the barrier investigated to shield impacted receptors in NSA X was found to be not 

reasonable, as it could not meet the SCDOT reasonableness criteria of providing at least 8 dB 

of noise reduction to at least 80% of benefited receptors. The barrier model was updated to 

account for the design changes in this area. Updated results of the barrier analysis are below. 

Barrier X – Impacted Receivers X1, X8, X11-X12, X14, X17, X21, X23, X27-X28, X31-X32, X35, X39-X40, X43-

X45, X47-X48, X50-X51, X53-X56, X59-X60, X62, X65, X69, X731 

Barrier X is a 5,697 foot long noise wall whose height is 25 feet. 

Feasibility: 

Acoustic Feasibility: SCDOT noise policy states that a noise reduction of at least 5 dBA must be 

achieved for 75 percent of the impacted receivers. This was achieved for 28 of the 33 impacted 

receivers (85%). This meets the SCDOT allowable percentage (75%) per impacted receiver. A 

total of 32 receivers (including impacted and non-impacted) achieved 5 dBA of noise reduction. 

Engineering Feasibility: No known issues at this time. 

Reasonableness: 

Noise Reduction Design Goal: SCDOT noise policy states that a noise reduction of at least 

8 dBA must be achieved for 80 percent of the benefited receivers in the first two building 

rows. Of the 32 benefited receivers in the first two rows, there were 16 that achieved the 

8 dBA reduction (50%). This does not meet the SCDOT allowable percentage (80%) of the 

benefited receivers. 

Cost Effectiveness: The cost effectiveness analysis is not applicable since the noise reduction 

design goal was not met.  

Conclusion: Based on the above results of the detailed analysis, this abatement feature is 

feasible but not reasonable, and is not proposed as part of this project.  

Conclusions 

Due to design changes in the vicinity of NSA X, the noise analysis in that area was updated, 

including the build model and the barrier analysis. No change greater than 2 dB was observed. 

One receptor changed impact status from non-impacted to impacted, and one receptor changed 

impact status from impacted to non-impacted. The barrier status remains not reasonable. 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
1 Receiver X1 represents a retirement home patio with 2 equivalent dwelling units. 
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MEMORANDUM 

July 8, 2020 

 

To:   Elizabeth Johnson, SCDAH 

Keely Lewis, SCDAH 

 

From:  Tracy Martin, SCDOT 

 Will McGoldrick, SCDOT 

 Josh Fletcher, HDR 

 

Re: Carolina Crossroads Project:  SAC 2015-01080 

Justification for reduction of construction buffer at the northern end of the Saluda Canal 

SCDOT PIN P027662 

 

The South Carolina Department of Transportation (SCDOT) is currently in the process of purchasing right 

of way (ROW) parcels for the proposed Carolina Crossroads project. During a review of ROW and project 

design, it was identified that the proximity of the proposed ramp near the northern end of the Saluda 

Canal would create constructability issues for SCDOT’s design/build contractor.   

 

The proposed ramp is at the northern end of the Saluda Canal Historic District and will not overlap the 

mapped limits of the canal. While the ROW for the proposed ramp is approximately 60 feet wide (to the 

west of the proposed ramp), in areas where the proposed ramp is closer to the canal, the ROW has been 

reduced in order to not overlap the canal; at one location along eastern edge of the canal, the ROW is 

approximately 14 feet from the edge of the ramp.  

 

In this northern end of the Saluda Canal, two drainages enter the canal from the east. These drainages are 

approximately 350 feet apart. Generally, the condition of the canal is very poor in the area between these 

two drainages. The banks of the canal are difficult to discern and were largely mapped using the 

georeferenced route from an historic map of the Saluda Canal, LiDAR imagery, and mid-20th century aerial 

photographs. In this area, the width of the canal ranges from approximately 40-50 feet with either no 

depth or only mild, uneven depressions of a couple of feet, whereas in more intact and deeply incised 

portions of the canal to the south of the southern drainage, the canal is a fairly uniform 30 feet wide with 

well-defined banks, with a depth of up to approximately six feet and three noted occurrences of intact 

stonework sections.  

 

As noted in the cultural resources survey report, “No sign of the canal head or entrance from the Saluda 

River was discovered, nor was any trace of the dam described as being near the head of the canal found, 

and it is probable that these entities were the victim of floods and erosion, or, in the case of the dam, 

possible dismantlement.” (Sipe et al. 2018: 54). In addition to periodic flooding of the Saluda River in this 

section of the canal that is closest to the river, it is believed that the two drainages that empty into the 

canal have caused a great deal of erosion and silting in of the canal. There is an approximately 45-foot 

long section of aligned stones on the western bank of the canal in the area between the two drainages. 

There are no intact features on the eastern bank of the canal in this area. An intact alignment of stones is 

present on the eastern bank of the canal just south of the southern drainage that cuts into the canal but 

this alignment will not be impacted by the proposed construction. 

 

Prior to any construction activities, protective fencing will be installed along the edge of the previously 

proposed 25-foot buffer along the majority of the canal. It is requested that the buffer for the Saluda 
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Canal Historic District be reduced in the area between the two drainages, and for a length to the south of 

the southern drainage, to allow room for temporary construction access and equipment. In those areas, 

the protective fencing will be installed along the proposed ROW along the edge of the canal. During 

timbering/landclearing activities prior to construction, an archaeologist will be present to ensure that 

these activities undertaken close to the fencing do not damage the canal. During construction, an 

archaeologist will visit the construction site twice a week to ensure that no activities have crossed over 

the protective fencing. Any observations during these visits will be recorded in an inspection log that will 

be made available to the SHPO.  

 

ec:   Brian Klauk, Program Manager, Carolina Crossroads Project  

 

 

Reference Cited 

Sipe, Ryan, David Adair, Michael Miller, Bill Jurgelski, and Tracy Martin. 2018. A Cultural Resource Survey 

of the Proposed Improvements to the Carolina Crossroads Corridor. Carolina Crossroads. I-20/26/126 

Corridor Improvements. Lexington and Richland Counties, South Carolina. Prepared for SCDOT and FHWA. 

Prepared by Edwards-Pitman Environmental, Inc. 

 

  



28 

 

 

Figure 1. Example of the canal, south of southern drainage. 
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Figure 2. Northern drainage.  
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Figure 3. Southern drainage. 
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Figure 4. Portion of the canal between the two drainages. 
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Figure 5. Portion of the canal between the two drainages. 
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Figure 6. Alignment of stones on the western edge of canal, in the portion between the 
two drainages. 
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Figure 7. Stacked stone feature near right of way, to the south of the southern drainage. 
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July 8, 2020 

 
 
 
Ms. Elizabeth Johnson 
Director, Historical Services, D-SHPO 
State Historic Preservation Office  
SC Department of Archives & History  
8301 Parklane Road  
Columbia, SC 29223 
 

RE: Carolina Crossroads Project:  SAC 2015-01080 Justification for reduction of 
construction buffer at the northern end of the Saluda Canal, Lexington and Richland 
Counties, South Carolina. 

   
Dear Ms. Johnson: 
 

The South Carolina Department of Transportation (SCDOT) is currently in the process of 
purchasing right-of-way (ROW) parcels for the proposed Carolina Crossroads project. During a 
review of ROW and project design, it was identified that the proximity of the proposed I-26 Ramp 
C near the northern end of the Saluda Canal Historic District would create constructability issues 
for SCDOT’s design/build contractor. 

 
 Proposed Ramp C is at the northern end of the Saluda Canal Historic District and will not 

overlap the mapped limits of the actual canal. However, the ROW will overlap the buffer created as 
the boundary for the Saluda Canal Historic District. The ROW for the proposed ramp is 
approximately 60 feet wide (to the west of the proposed ramp). In areas where the proposed ramp 
is closer to the canal, the ROW has been reduced in order to not overlap the canal. At one location 
along eastern edge of the canal, the ROW is approximately 14 feet from the edge of the ramp.  

 
The northern end of the Saluda Canal has been impacted by two drainages that enter the 

canal from the east and are approximately 350 feet apart. In addition to periodic flooding of the 
Saluda River in this section of the canal that is closest to the river, it is also believed that the two 
drainages that empty into the canal have caused a great deal of erosion and silting in of the canal 
itself. This has left the banks of the canal in this area somewhat difficult to discern. This portion 
was largely mapped using the georeferenced route from an historic map of the Saluda Canal, 
LiDAR imagery, and mid-twentieth century aerial photographs. In this area, the width of the canal 
ranges from approximately 40- to 50-feet and features very little to no depth, whereas in more 
intact and deeply incised portions of the canal to the south of the southern drainage, the canal is a 
fairly uniform 30-feet wide with well-defined banks, with a depth of up to approximately 6-feet 
and three noted occurrences of intact stonework sections.  

 
There is an approximately 45-foot long section of aligned stones on the western bank of the 

canal in the area between the two drainages. There are no intact features on the eastern bank of the 
canal in this area. An intact alignment of stones is present on the eastern bank of the canal just 
south of the southern drainage that cuts into the canal but this alignment will not be impacted by 
the proposed construction. 

 



It is requested that the proposed ROW be allowed to cross over the buffer for the Saluda 
Canal Historic District for a distance of approximately 60-feet north of the northern drainage, the 
350-feet between the northern and southern drainages, and approximately 260-feet south of the 
southern drainage.  

 
In order to protect the boundary of the canal and the features associated with it, the 

following will be added to the contract as commitments: 
 

a. Prior to construction activities orange protective fencing will be installed along the 
edge of boundary of the Saluda Canal Historic District in areas that will maintain the 
original buffer as well as those areas where the buffer has been requested to be reduced 
between the two drainages and for a length to the south of the southernmost drainage. 

 
b. Prior to construction activities silt fencing will be installed along the edge of SCDOT 

ROW to prevent runoff. 
 
c. For areas along the identified Saluda Canal located along the I-26 Ramp C beginning 

Station 5412+50 and ending Station 5419+50 clearing will be allowable to the ROW 
but grubbing will be limited to within a distance of 5-feet inside of the ROW. 
Grubbing activities within the 5-foot buffer will require approval from SCDOT prior to 
occurring. 

 
d. During land clearing activities prior to construction, an archaeologist will be present to 

ensure that these activities undertaken close to the fencing do not damage the canal. 
 
e. During construction, an archaeologist will visit the construction site twice a week to 

ensure that no activities have crossed over the protective fencing. Any observations 
during these visits will be recorded in an inspection log that will be made available to 
the SHPO. 

 
f. As soon as an inadvertent impact is discovered, such as a previously unidentified 

cultural resource, archaeological feature, or artifact, construction in that area will stop 
immediately until an onsite consultation with SCDOT archaeologists and SHPO can 
determine the best strategies for avoiding, minimizing, or mitigating adverse effects 
upon the resource. 

Based on the results of the background research and field investigations, SCDOT therefore 
recommends that the proposed project would have no adverse effect upon the Saluda Canal or the 
Saluda Canal Historic District.  
 

Per the terms of the Section 106 Programmatic Agreement executed on October 6, 2017, 
the Department is providing this information on behalf of the Federal Highway Administration. It 
is requested that you review the enclosed material, and, if appropriate, indicate your concurrence in 
the Department’s findings. Please respond within 30 days if you have any objections or if you have 
need of additional information.       

 





1

Pearson, Jennifer

From: Martin, Tracy <MartinT@scdot.org>

Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 10:25 AM

To: Pearson, Jennifer

Subject: Fwd: P027662 Carolina Crossroads Change Notification/update

Attachments: 27662-Concurrence letter and attachments - SHPO signed July-9-2020.pdf; 

ATT00001.htm

CAUTION: [EXTERNAL] This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments 

unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

 
 

Sent from my iPhone 

 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Martin, Tracy" <MartinT@scdot.org> 

Date: July 10, 2020 at 3:39:00 PM EDT 

To: "Section106@mcn-nsn.gov" <Section106@mcn-nsn.gov>, "elizabeth-toombs@cherokee.org" 

<elizabeth-toombs@cherokee.org> 

Cc: "Belcher, Jeffery - FHWA" <Jeffrey.Belcher@dot.gov>, "McGoldrick, Will" <McGoldriWR@scdot.org> 

Subject: P027662 Carolina Crossroads Change Notification/update 

  
All, 

  

Per the original concurrence letters for the Carolina Crossroads I-20, I-26, and I-126 Corridor 

Improvements Project a stipulation was made for notification upon changes or updates to the project. 

Please see the attached letter for the proposed effects inside the Saluda Canal Historic District 

boundary. We’ve coordinated with SHPO on these revisions and received their concurrence. Please let 

me know if you have any questions. 

  

Thanks, 

  

Tracy Martin 

Chief Archaeologist 

SC Department of Transportation 
955 Park Street, Columbia SC, 29201 
Office 803-737-6371 / Cell 803-206-1223 

The linked image cannot be displayed.  The file may have been moved, renamed, or deleted. Verify that the link points to the correct file and location.

 
  




