


PCE Processing Form Continued:

Part 3 - Thresholds Continued

5. Results in capacity expansion of a roadway by adding through lanes [] Yes No
6. Involves construction that would result in *major traffic disruptions [] Yes No
7. Involves *changes in access control requiring FHWA approval [] Yes No
8. An adverse effect determination under Section 106 of the National Historic

Preservation Act. [] Yes No
9. Use of Section 4(f) property that cannot be documented with a FHWA de minimis

determination or a programmatic Section 4(f) other than the programmatic [] Yes No

evaluation for the use of historic bridges

Yes X| No

10. Any use of a Section 6(f) property L
11. Requires an Individual USACE 404 Permit [] Yes No
12. Requires an Individual U.S. Coast Guard Permit. [] Yes No
13. Work encroaching in a regulatory floodway, adversely affecting the base floodplain [] Yes No

(100 yr.) pursuant to E.O. 11988 and 23 CFR Part 650 Subpart A
14. Construction in, across, or adjacent to a river designated as a National Wild and

Scenic River [] Yes No
15. Involves an increase of 15 dBA or greater on any noise receptor or abatement measures [] Yes No

are found to be feasible and reasonable due to noise impacts
16. May affect and is likely to adversely affect a Federally listed species or designated [] Yes No

critical habitat or projects with impacts subject to the BGEPA
17. Involves acquisition of land for hardship, protective purposes, or early acquisition [] Yes No
18. Does not meet the latest Conformity Determination for air quality

non-attainment areas (if applicable). [] Yes No
19. Any known or potential major hazardous waste sites within the right-of-way. [] Yes No
20. Is not included in or is inconsistent with the STIP and/or TIP [] Yes No

Part 3 Continued - Additional criteria to be completed for disposal of excess right-of-way PCE

1. 1s the parcel part of a SCDOT environmental mitigation effort or could it be used for environmental [] Yes [] No
mitigation?
2.1s there a formal plan to use this parcel for a future transportation project (is it part of an approved LRTP)? [] Yes [] No

Form Updated: 5-02-2022
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PCE Processing Form Continued:

Part 4 - Threshold Definitions

Unusual Circumstances (23 CFR Part 771.117) - Unusual circumstances are defined as:

a. Significant environmental impacts;

b. Substantial controversy on environmental grounds;

c. Significant impact on properties protected by Section 4(f) of the DOT ACT or Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act; or

d. Inconsistencies with any Federal, State, or local law, requirement, or administrative determination relating to the environmental aspects
of the action.

Minor Amount of Right-of-Way (ROW):

A minor amount of ROW is defined as less than 3 acres per linear mile for linear projects or less than 10 acres of impacts for non-linear
projects (eg: intersections, bridges), and no removal of major property improvements. Examples of major improvements include
residential and business structures, or the removal of other features which would change the functional utility of the property. Removal
of minor improvements, such as fencing, landscaping, sprinkler systems, and mailboxes would be allowed.

Major Traffic Disruptions:

A major traffic disruption is defined as an action that would result in: a) adverse effects to through-traffic businesses or schools, b)
substantial change in environmental impacts, or c) public controversy associated with the use of the temporary road, detour, or ramp
closure.

Changes in Access Control:

Requires approval from FHWA for changes in access control on the Interstate system (eg: Interchange Modification Reports or Interchange
Justification Reports).

Environmental Commitments: (Check all that apply)

USTs/Hazardous Materials General Permit Right of Way

Water Quaility [ ] Individual Permit Floodplains

Migratory Bird Treaty Act [ ] Essential Fish Habitat [ ] Lead Based Paint

Stormwater Cultural Resources

|:| Coast Guard Permit Exclusion |:| Noise Non-Standard Commitment (see below)

Part of CLRB 2022-1 DB Package 16
Impacts to jurisdictional waters will be less than thresholds outlined in the USACE approved GP for SCDOT projects. A Public Information Meeting was held for the US 123
and SC 124 bridges on November 10, 2022 from 5 - 7 PM at Tremont Church of God. Please see Attachment E for the Meeting Summary and comments received.

Relevant field studies and environmental reviews have been completed to determine that the project meets the criteria set
forth in the Programmatic Categorical Exclusion Agreement signed by FHWA-SC and SCDOT. It is understood that any
additions/deletions to the project may void environmentally processing the project as presently classified; consequently, any
engineering changes must be bought to the attention of SCDOT Environmental Services Office immediately. A copy of this
form is included in the project file and one (1) copy has been provided to FHWA.

Approved By: Date

) Does the project contain additional
Primavera: Yes []No NEPAStartDate: |Sep 27,2022 commitments?: (if Yes attach to form) Yes [] No

Form Updated: 5-02-2022 Page3of 3
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ProjectID : [pp41233

SCDOT

NEPA ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS

FORM

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS FOR THE PROJECT

Stormwater

NEPA Doc Ref:

Responsibility:

CONTRACTOR

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).

[ ] Special Provision

General Permit

NEPA Doc Ref:

Responsibility:

CONTRACTOR

Impacts to jurisdictional waters will be permitted under a Department of the Army Section 404 permit from the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers. Based on preliminary design, it is anticipated that the proposed project would be permitted under

SCDOT's General Permit (GP).

USACE and other resource agencies.

The required mitigation for this project will be determined through consultation with the

[ ] Special Provision

Cultural Resources

NEPA Doc Ref:

Responsibility:

CONTRACTOR

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.

[ ] Special Provision




ProjectID: [pp41233

SCDOT

NEPA ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS

FORM

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS FOR THE PROJECT

Floodplains

NEPA Doc Ref:

Responsibility:

CONTRACTOR

The Engineer of Record will send a set of final plans and request for floodplain management compliance to the local

County Floodplain Administrator.

[ ] Special Provision

Non-Standard Commitment

NEPA Doc Ref:

PCE Attachment F

Responsibility:

CONTRACTOR

Hazardous Waste/UST Phase 2 Testing

Soil testing is recommended for one site within the Project Study Area: Parcel ID #19.
Please refer to Attachment F - Phase 1 Limited Environmental Records Review for additional information and recommendations.

[ ] Special Provision

NEPA Doc Ref:

Page: XX Paragraph: XX

Responsibility:

[ ] Special Provision




Attachment A — Cultural Resources Project Screening Form
Attachment B — Natural Resources Tech Memo

Attachment C — Bridge Replacement Scoping Risk Assessment Form
Attachment D - Floodplain Checklist

Attachment E — Public Information Meeting Summary & Comments

Attachment F — Phase | Limited Environmental Records Review



Attachment A — Cultural Resources Project Screening Form



SCCoT Cultural Resources Project Screening Form

File Number: PIN: 41233 Route: US123 County:  Pickens

Project Name:

Cultural Resources Survey of the US 123 over Georges Creek Bridge Replacement Project

Type 1: Resurfacing, installation of fencing, signs, pavement markings, Project Type
traffic signals, passenger shelters, railroad warning devices, installation of )
rumble strips, and landscaping

Type 2: Bridge replacements on alignment, construction of
bicycle/pedestrian facilities, and intersection improvements

Type 3: Projects that do not fall into Type 1 and Type 2 categories (e.g. road
widening)

Comments

This project replaces the bridge carrying US 123 (Calhoun Memorial Highway) over Georges Creek. The
archaeological area of potential effect (APE) is 75 feet from the road centerline (150 feet total) and 1,500 feet
from either end of the bridge. The architectural APE extends 300 feet outside of the archaeological APE. HDR
conducted background research using ArchSite and the National Register of Historic Places files at the SC
Department of Archives and History. HDR conducted a cultural resources field survey on October 10, 2022 and
created a short form report detailing the project. The survey consisted of a pedestrian reconnaissance of the
entire archaeological APE augmented by the excavation of shovel test pits (STPs). A total of 60 STP locations
were investigated. Thirty-eight STPs were not excavated due to slope, wetlands, manicured lawn, fenced
pasture, or ground disturbance. The remaining 22 STPs were excavated but produced no cultural resources. No
archaeological sites were identified within the archaeological APE. SHPO Site No. 0206 is the only historic
resource recorded. It is a Minimal Traditional structure built in the late 1940s, originally as a residence and
later used as a commercial building. The resource is recommended not eligible for the National Register of
Historic Places (NRHP). The bridge to be replaced is a 5-span T-beam structure built in 1948 (Bridge No.
000000000003537). The structure is 200 feet long with a width between the curbs of 25.8 feet and a cast-in-
place concrete deck. The bridge is a very common type built from a standardized and SCDOT bult hundreds of
T-beam bridges from the 1920s-1950s. The bridge is recorded in the South Carolina Historic Bridge Survey.
Although it is over 50 years of age, it was not recorded or formally evaluated for inclusion on the NRHP
because it qualifies for streamlined review under the Federal Highway Administration’s Program Comment on

Post-1945 Bridges. No historic properties will be affected by this project. No additional cultural resources
investigations are recommended.

Effect Determination: No Historic Properties Affected

*SHPO consultation is required for all Type 3 projects and any project with a No Adverse or Adverse Effect
Determination.

This screening form was developed to satisfy documentation requirements for Type | and Type |l projects under
a Programmatic Agreement between the Federal Highway Administration, the South Carolina State Historic

Preservation Office, the US Army Corps of Engineers, and the South Carolina Department of Transportation. For
Type | and Type Il projects that have no effect on historic properties, the completion of this screening form with

supporting documentation (e.g. ArchSite Map) provides evidence of FHWA and SCDOT's compliance with Section
106 of the National Historic Preservation Act.

Prepared by:  Tracy Martin Review Date: 1/6/2023



LEGEND
O Negative STP

¢ Unexcavated STP
O Architectural Resource

Gregory Creek Bridge
D Archaeological APE
# 1 Architectural APE

DATE:

. Project ID:
Pickens County
NOVEMBER 4, 2022 US123 Bridge

0 30 60 90120 Meters
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Attachment B — Natural Resources Tech Memo



Attachment C — Bridge Replacement Scoping Risk Assessment Form
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Attachment D - Floodplain Checklist



South Carolina Department of Transportation
Location and Hydraulic Design of Encroachments on Floodplains Checklist

23 CFR 650, this regulation shall apply to all encroachments and to all actions which affect base

floodplains, except for repairs made with emergency funds. Note: These studies shall be
summarized in the environmental review documents prepared pursuant to 23 CFR 771.

|.  PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The South Carolina Department of Transportation (SCDOT) proposes to replace the load
restricted bridge crossing of Georges Creek along U.S. Route 123 (Calhoun Memorial
Hwy) in Pickens County.

The proposed improvement would replace the bridge and include associated roadway
improvements to accommodate the proposed bridge.

A. Narrative Describing Purpose and Need for Project
a. Relevant Project History:
b. General Project Description and Nature of Work (attach Location and Project
Map):
c. Major Issues and Concerns:

The primary purpose of the project is to replace the bridge to correct the load restriction
placed on it and restore all bridge components to good condition. Roadway
improvements are limited to those associated with accommodating the new structure.

The project crosses Georges Creek which is shown on the Flood Insurance Rate Map
(FIRM) Panel 45077C033D. Georges Creek is designated as a Special Flood Hazard
Area Zone AE without an established floodway in the vicinity of the project. The project
is not expected to be a significant or longitudinal encroachment as defined under 23 CFR
650A, nor is it expected to have an appreciable environmental impact on the base flood
elevation. In addition, the project would be developed to comply with all appropriate
floodplain regulations and guidelines.

B. Are there any floodplain(s) regulated by FEMA located in the project area?
YeslX] No[_]




C. Will the placing of fill occur within a 100-year floodplain?
Yes[X] No[ ]

D. Will the existing profile grade be raised within the floodplain?

The roadway grade will be raised to accommodate the larger bridge structure.

E. If applicable, please discuss the practicability of alternatives to any longitudinal
encroachments.

Minor longitudinal encroachments are expected based on the revised roadway profile.

F. Please include a discussion of the following: commensurate with the significance of the
risk or environmental impact for all alternatives containing encroachments and those
actions which would support base floodplain development:

a. What are the risks associated with implementation of the action?

Risks are minimal; the project will replace the existing bridge with larger bridge
opening. The increased opening will have a negligible impact on the BFE’s along
the floodplain.

b. What are the impacts on the natural and beneficial floodplain values?

The project is not expected to impact the floodplain values, as the hydraulics will
be retained/improved.

c. What measures were used to minimize floodplain impacts associated with the
action?



A similar bridge size will be used.

d. Were any measures used to restore and preserve the natural and beneficial
floodplain values impacted by the action?

Not applicable.

G. Please discuss the practicability of alternatives to any significant encroachments or any
support of incompatible floodplain development.

The impacts are not considered significant encroachments and would not support
incompatible floodplain development. The proposed project will have no significant
impact to base flood elevations along the stream and will not impact the potential for
development within the floodplain.

H. Were local, state, and federal water resources and floodplain management agencies
consulted to determine if the proposed highway action is consistent with existing
watershed and floodplain management programs and to obtain current information on
development and proposed actions in the affected? Please include agency
documentation.

All analysis for the project was performed in accordance with SCDOT, FEMA, and local
regulations.

As the project progresses to final construction plans, the hydraulic modeling will be
updated based on the final bridge layout.

____Thomas Miller 12-8-2022

SCDOT Hydraulic Engineer Date



Attachment E — Public Information Meeting

Summary & Comments



Preferred

Comment Received Request
,W Name Email Address Comment Response au Response
Date Via Response?
Method
At this time, it is SCDOT's goal that the
bridge will remain open during
Will the traffic on Hwy 183 bridge project be re-routed through construction. If temporary closures
Allgood Bridge Road? When the bridge was repaired previously the |become necessary, it is SCDOT policy
Website traffic was re-routed and this put quite a bit of stress on the asphalt |that sighed detour routes would not use
Comment 429 Allgood Bridge Road, |on our road. There are now pot holes on Allgood Bridge Road. local or residential streets.
11/3/2022|Form Kelli Lancaster klancaster426@gmail.com Pickens, SC 29671 Thank you for your response. Yes Email
At this time, it is SCDOT's goal that the
bridge will remain open during
truction. Ift I
i have reviewed the packages for both of the 183 bridges and are construction emp?rary ¢ osure's
. become necessary, it is SCDOT policy
concerned about where traffic will be re routed. IF you guys use .
. . . that signed detour routes would not use
algood bridge road as you did last time wrork was done on the . .
. L . . local or residential streets. The new
bridge, this will again absoulutely destroy algoood bridge road. ) ) o .
. . . bridges will follow a similar alignment to
if you are going to use this as the detour for 2.5 years, that would o .
) . , the existing roadway but may not be in
be a really bad situation to put a lot of folks in. . o
. . . the exact same location as the existing
if on the other hand you plan on leaving 183 open and putting the ) . o
, . L bridges due to the desire to maintain
new bridges along side the old, that would be better, but i did not - o o
. . . traffic on the existing facility and not
see that in any of the documents i have reviewed. detour
What are the plans for traffic along 183 during the contruction time '
freame? will the new bridges go in exactly the same location as the
Website old? Based upon the bridge replacement on Belle Shols road in the
Comment 182 Praters Creek Road, recent past, i hope you do a better and more lasting job on these 2.
11/16/2022|Form David R McJunkin  |mcjunkind@charter.net Pickens, SC 29671 That bridge has already had to have major work done on it Yes Email
While the scope of this project does not
extend down All Good Bridge Road, at
this time, it is SCDOT's goal that the
bridge will remain open during
construction and not detour traffic. If
temporary closures become necessary, it
is SCDOT policy that signed detour routes
would not use local or residential streets.
Concerns about pavement and surface
wear can be directed to the SCDOT
District Maintenance Office at 975
In-Person Breazeale Road, Pickens, SC 29657 or
Meeting The All Good Bridge Road is breaking up in front of my home. (864) 859-0039.
11/15/2022|Form Jim Capaldi hosp@charter.net 846 All Good Bridge Road |Somewhat concerned about the visibility with the turns and hills. N/A
At this time, it is SCDOT's goal that the
bridge will remain open during
construction. If temporary closures
In-Person Been told traffic will not be detoured through All Good Bridge Road, become necessary, it is SCDOT policy
Meeting 920 All Good Bridge Road, |so glad. All Good Bridge Road is dangerous, curvey, with many blind that 5|gned'deto'ur routes would not use
11/15/2022|Form Tammy Bobo tammybobo@gmail.com Pickens spots. local or residential streets. N/A




11/30/2022

Email to
Michael Pitts

Dean Porter

cxporter@charter.net

1379 Allgood Bridge Road

Dear MT. PItts,

| apologize for an individual email versus using the comment function on the SCDOT project website. | did not
realize it was a survey with a once and done setup. | had some additional questions to the one | submitted.
All of these following questions are making the assumption that Allgood Bridge Rd will be the detour route
for the duration of the project.

1.Concerning the SC-183 bridge replacement portion; What additional safeguards are planned for the
intersection of Hwy 183 with Allgood Bridge Rd and Mile Creek roads?

a.This difficult intersection became more so during the temporary closure of Hwy 183 in the summer/fall of
2020. This was when the Twelve Mile Creek bridge was closed for emergent structural upgrades.

b.While westbound 183 traffic was reduced to local traffic only, the offset Mile Creek head-on and assumed
right turning eastbound 183 traffic patterns made the required left turn from Allgood bridge Rd to Hwy 183
more dangerous.

c.Has a temporary 3 or 4 way stop been considered?

2.What actions are planned for the maintaining the condition of Allgood Bridge Rd road during or following
the project?
a.Allgood Bridge Rd took a heavy toll in wear and tear during the ~6 month closure in 2020.

3.What specific actions are being done to minimize the time Hwy 183 will be out of service?

a.During the emergent nature of the Twelve Mile bridge closure in the fall of 2020, road closure signs were
implemented well before repairs could start. This was understandable given the materials and contract
planning needed for an emergent repair. With these repairs being scheduled, it is reasonable to expect road
closure to closely coincide with work start.

4.Are there any plans to work the Twelve Mile and Gregory Creek bridges in parallel?

a.Allgood Bridge Rd road is a secondary road, as you are aware, and not fully designed to handle the
designed volume of Hwy 183 traffic. This was a burden to the residents living on Allgood Bridge Rd and to a
lesser extent the residents/traffic from Amberwood Rd. As Amberwood Road is a popular short cut for
Easley/Greenville traffic that ties back into Hwy 183 at Hillcrest Cemetery/Dillard Memorial Funeral Home.
b.Speaking personally, living on the second longest straightaway and nearest straightway off Hwy 183, the
traffic and safety issues were brutal.(high speeds, little to no yielding to pedestrian/lawnmowers). ~2.5 years
is a long time.

It's not lost on me that a bridge failure is an outcome to be avoided at all costs. | am fully aligned with the
need.

Just looking for contractor accountability to defined milestones, timely and quality repairs, with minimized
construction downtimes.

Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter.

At this time, it is SCDOT's goal that the bridge
will remain open during construction. If
temporary closures become necessary, it is
SCDOT policy that signed detour routes
would not use local or residential streets.
[we need to try and respond to his specific
questions] 1. Based on current traffic
patterns, a 3 or 4 way stop is not warranted
at the SC 183/Allgood Farm Road
intersection. 2. Allgood Farms Road will be
realigned approximately 80 feet east of its
current location to accommodate the slightly
higher and longer new SC 183 bridge
structure. The Allgood Farm Road
intersection may be closed temporarily in
order to tie into the new geometry at SC 183.
3. The new SC 183 bridge will be constructed
adjacent to the existing SC 183 bridge;
therefore, traffic will be maintained on the
existing bridge during construction. 4.The
chosen contractor will determine if both SC
183 bridges are constructed at the same time;
however, it is SCDOT's intent that both
existing SC 183 bridges remain open to traffic
during project construction.




Preferred

Comment Received Via Name Email Address Comment Response Request Response
Date Response?
Method
At this time, it is SCDOT's goal that the
[ live in the Riverdale community between 123/124. When the bridges will remain open during
bridge on 123 was closed for a couple months over the summer | |construction. If temporary closures
have some concerns for a longer closure with the amount of traffic |[become necessary, it is SCDOT policy
going through our community. |am interested in how traffic will [that signed detour routes would not
be routed and if it will be possible to make it not easy to use our use local or residential streets.
neighborhood as a short cut. If there is no way to avoid it is it Questions about signs can be direct to
possible to get a 3 way stop sign at Knollview Dr and Sentell rd. the SCDOT Dilstrict 3 Office at 975
We have tried for years but are always told it doesn’t meet the Breazeale Road, Pickens, SC 29657 or
threshold. | can tell you from walking my kids around the (864) 859-0039.
neighborhood people speed down sentell and if traffic is added this
Website 208 Riverview Drive, will be too dangerous to walk anymore. If you have any questions
11/11/2022 [Comment Form |Jared Davis Ahhjdd@gmail.com Greenville, SC 29611 please let me know. Yes Email
At this time, it is SCDOT's goal that the
bridges will remain open during
We live in Riverdale neighborhood (off of Sentell) and would construction. If temporary closures
request that no detours be routed through the neighborhood become necessary, it is SCDOT policy
(related to bridges on 123 and 124). The community has a two lane |that signed detour routes would not
Martin Bowen road and several children/pedestrians that walk. It would be a use local or residential streets.
In-Person and Kristen 206 Riverview Drive safety concern with an increased traffic volume with the level of
11/10/2022|Meeting Form |Frederickson |dwitrt@yahoo.com Greenville SC 29611 current pedestrian traffic. Thank you. N/A




Comment Request Preferred
Received Via Name Email Address Comment Response 9 Response
Date Response?
Method
At this time, it is SCDOT's goal
The 124/123 Bridge Construction. If lanes or road closures may [that the bridges will remain open
In-p effect traffic on our stretch of road between 123 + 124 | would  |during construction. If
n er‘son ask if some modifications to red lights at 123 + 124 N. Fish Trap  [temporary closures become
11/10/2022| Meeting L . o .
be made to accommodate extra traffic with turn lights to move |necessary, it is SCDOT policy that
Form ) . . . .
traffic safely through intersections. These turn lights would signed detour routes would not
Mr. Jonathan 140 North Fish Trap, [improve safety even now before any bridge work adds traffic to |use local or residential streets.
King jkingsteelerector@gmail.com Easely, SC 29640 our road. Thank you for your time. N/A
In-Person
11/15/2022| Meeting 118 Hidden Cove, Six [l understand that traffic will not be impacted during this period.
Form Tom Smith tsmith4697 @gmail.com Mile, SC 29682 That is a good thing. Thank you for your comment. N/A




Name

Email

Address

Comment

Response

Request Response?

Preferred Response Method

Chip Dunn and

We hope that the project would not take any of our land at S.C. Dunn & Sons.
We also would like to see a turning lane at the flea market to help traffic on

Minimizing additional right of
way and other impacts are
being considered and
prioritized as part of the
project development. At this
time, turn lanes at the flea
market are outside of the
scope of the bridge
replacement project.

Joe Dunn smokin joe@charter.net 1270 Walhalla Highway, Pickens Wednesdays. N/A
At this time, it is SCDOT's
goal that the bridge will
remain open during
construction. If temporary
closures become necessary,
SCDOT would implement a

Daniel & The flea market on Wednesays causes a lot of traffic congestion. At times signed detour route around

Cheryl traffic is stopped in front of our house. We would welcome a detour during the project area.

Dunham cheridan@hive.com 1143 Walhalla Highway, Pickens construction. N/A




Preferred

Comment Received Via Name Email Address Comment Response Request Response
Date Response?
Method
Website The link to the project of 2 Greenville co. bridges, is for All four of the Package 16 bridge
Comment 810 South Holly, Columbia, [Pickens. Please get the one for the right project up. projects are located within
11/14/2022 Form Amy Johnson Ely  [amy@pccesc.net SC 29205 Thanks! Pickens County, SC. No
Thank you for your comment.
| approve and support SCDOT's Closed and Load Restricted
Bridge Package 16 Pickens County Project. The aspect that
Website | love about SCDOT's Closed and Load Restricted Bridge
Comment Package 16 Pickens County Project is that the following
Form bridges: SC-183 over Gregory Creek, SC-183 over Twelve
Mile Creek, SC-124 over Georges Creek, and SC-123 over
4216 Cornell Crossing, Georges Creek will be replaced with bridges that are safer
11/16/2022 Jackson Hurst ghostlightmater@yahoo.com Kennsaw, GA, 30144 and up to current design standards. Yes Email
Thank you for your comment.
You may refer to the project
website for updates to the
Website project timeline as information
Comment Concerning the SC183 bridge project; what is the timeline |is available. https://scdot-
Form for these two bridge replacements? The overall ~2.5 yr environmental-project-site-
timeline given for the CLRB16 project encompasses 4 scdot.hub.arcgis.com/pages/clr
1379 Allgood Bridge Road, bridges as | read it. Just looking for a more detailed b-package-16-br
11/30/2022 Dean Porter cxporter@charter.net Pickens, SC 29671 timeline on the SC183 portion. Yes Email
3668 Calhoun Memorial Thank you for your comment.
In-Person ‘ i
Meeting Form Highway, Greenville, SC
11/10/2022 Brent Lid? hyperformance111@gmail.com 26611 Removing yellow pole at 3668 Calhoun Memorial N/A
In-Person Thanks for info! Glad you are not closing the bridge. Thank you for your comment.
Meeting Form 1427 Wahalla Highway, Pickens County Flea Market has been in business for 50
11/15/2022 Patsy Bailey baileyscountrystore@yahoo.com Pickens, SC 29671 years! N/A
Minimizing additional right of
way and other impacts are
being considered and prioritized
In-Person as part of the proje(‘:t ‘
. development. At this time, turn
Meeting Form
lanes at the flea market are
We hope that the project would not take any of our land  |outside of the scope of the
Chip Dunn and Joe 1270 Walhalla Highway, at S.C. Dunn & Sons. We also would like to see a turning bridge replacement project.
11/15/2022 Dunn smokin joe@charter.net Pickens lane at the flea market to help traffic on Wednesdays. N/A




Attachment F — Phase 1 Limited Environmental

Records Review





