
Attachments 

Attachment A- Cultural Resources Field Report 

Attachment B- Natural Resources Tech Memo 

Attachment C- 

Attachment D- 

Attachment E- Public Involvement



Attachment A- Cultural Resources Field Report 







 

                                                      
 
 
 
 
 
August 21, 2023 
 
Attention: Rebecca Shepherd 
SCDOT  
P.O. Box 191 
Columbia, SC 29202 
 
Re.  THPO #      TCNS #             Project Description        

2023-66-22  
Phase I Cultural Resources Survey of Proposed Improvements to the S-998 Bridge over 
Wildcat Creek, York Co., SC 

   
 
Dear Ms. Shepherd, 
 
The Catawba have no immediate concerns with regard to traditional cultural properties, 
sacred sites or Native American archaeological sites within the boundaries of the 
proposed project areas.  However, the Catawba are to be notified if Native American 
artifacts and / or human remains are located during the ground disturbance phase 
of this project.  
 
If you have questions please contact Caitlin Rogers at 803-328-7369, or e-mail 
Caitlin.Rogers@catawba.com. 
 
Sincerely,  

Wenonah G. Haire 
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Catawba Indian Nation 
Tribal Historic Preservation Office 
1536 Tom Steven Road 
Rock Hill, South Carolina 29730 
 
Office 803-328-2427 
Fax     803-328-5791 



CULTURAL RESOURCE FIELD REPORT
SCDOT ENVIRONMENTAL SECTION

TITLE: Phase I Cultural Resources Survey of Proposed Improvements to the S-998 Bridge over Wildcat Creek

DATE OF RESEARCH ARCHAEOLOGIST:

ARCHITECTURAL HISTORIAN:

COUNTY: PROJECT

F. A. No.: File No. PIN

DESCRIPTION

LOCATION: 

USGS QUADRANGLE: DATE: SCALE:

UTM: ZONE: EASTING: NORTHING:

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING:

NEAREST RIVER/STREAM AND DISTANCE:

SOIL TYPE:



Table 1. Soils Mapped in the Project Area

Map 
Unit

Map Name Drainage Class Notes
Acres in 
Project Area

Percent of 
Project Area

REFERENCE FOR SOILS INFORMATION:

GROUND SURFACE VISIBILITY 0% 1-25% 26-50% 51-75% 76-100% 

CURRENT VEGETATION:

INVESTIGATION:
BACKGROUND RESEARCH



SURVEY RESULTS

ARCHAEOLOGY

ARCHITECTURAL SURVEY

South Carolina State
Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) Survey Manual: South Carolina Statewide Survey of Historic Places



Table 2. Newly Recorded Architectural Resources



The Nazareth Baptist Church may have been significant under Criterion A for its association with local African 
American history, particularly given the development of a school for African American students at this location. 
However, neither the historic church building nor the school building are extant. The larger portion of the cemetery, 
which is adjacent to the church, dates to the 1960s and is not associated with this potential early twentieth century 
period of significance. The older section does retain this association but does not rise to a level of importance that 
would warrant inclusion in the NRHP for it. It appears as a remnant of a larger complex with significance rather than 
conveying the significance of the early twentieth century Nazareth Baptist Church on its own. The cemetery is also 
associated with the Reverend Thomas Samuel Gilmore and was considered under Criterion B. However, Gilmore, 
were he to rise to this level of importance, is more appropriately represented by the NRHP-listed Mount Prospect 
Baptist Church, where he preached for 50 years. The cemetery was considered under Criterion C but lacks the 
architectural distinction necessary. Most stones are modern in appearance, there are few unique or high style examples, 
and the cemetery as a whole lacks cohesion or a noteworthy landscape design. The Nazareth Baptist Cemetery is 
recommended not eligible under Criteria A, B, or C. The cemetery was also assessed under Criterion D as an 
archaeological site. The cemetery was created sometime after 1903 when the land was donated to the church. The 
newer portion of the cemetery was begun in the 1960s and the cemetery remains active and maintained. As an active 
cemetery it is recommended as not eligible under Criterion D. However, cemeteries are protected by several state 
codes of law (South Carolina Code 27-43-10, Removal of Abandoned Cemeteries; 27-43-20, Removal to Plot 
Agreeable to Governing Body and Relatives; 27-43-30, Supervision of Removal Work; and 16-17-600, Destruction 
of Graves and Graveyards). 

REMARKS AND RECOMMENDATIONS: 

The Nazareth Baptist Church cemetery was the only resources recorded during this survey. It is recommended as not 
eligible for the NRHP under all four criteria. However, the cemetery is protected by state law. There is potential for 
unmarked graves, particularly in the old portion of the cemetery. If there are improvements that extend outside of the 
existing ROW, remote sensing is recommended.  

SIGNATURE:      DATE: May 30, 2023 



BIBLIOGRAPHY

Find A Grave

Carolana



























Attachment B- Natural Resources Tech  Memo  





























United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

South Carolina Ecological Services Field Office
176 Croghan Spur Road, Suite 200
Charleston, South Carolina 29407

July 17, 2023
Mr. Will McGoldrick
Environmental Services Office
SCDOT
955 Park St Rm 506
Columbia SC 29202-0191

Re: S-998 (Robertson Road) Bridge Replacement over Wildcat Creek, 
York County, South Carolina
FWS Project Code: 2023-0100365

Dear Mr. McGoldrick:

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) has reviewed the above referenced project pursuant 
to section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended, 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq. (ESA).  
The following comments do not address all Service concerns for fish and wildlife resources and do 
not preclude separate review and comments by the Service as afforded by other applicable 
environmental legislation. 

SCDOT has determined that the proposed project will have no effect on northern long-eared bat 
(Myotis septentrionalis), Carolina heelsplitter (Lasmigona decorate), dwarf-flowered heartleaf 
(Hexastylis naniflora), and little amphianthus (Amphianthus pusillus).  There is no requirement to 
request concurrence with a no effect determination; however, the Service acknowledges this 
determination and has no additional comments or concerns regarding these species. SCDOT has
also not been able to make a determination for Schweinitz's sunflower (Helianthus schweinitzii) 
for this project because the site assessment was before the survey window for the species.  

SCDOT has committed to a final survey during the appropriate survey window and based on those 
finding make an appropriate effects determination for the species.  Therefore, the Service finds 
that SCDOT is in compliance with Section 7 and once the survey for Schweinitz's sunflower a 
updated Biological Evaluation should be submitted to our office and we can conclude consultation 
at that time. 

Please note that obligations under section 7 of the ESA must be reconsidered if: (1) new 
information reveals impacts of this identified action that may affect listed species or critical habitat 
in a manner not previously considered; (2) this action is subsequently modified in a manner, which 
was not considered in this assessment; or (3) a new species is listed or critical habitat is 
determined that may be affected by the identified action. 
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The Service recommends that you contact the South Carolina Department of Natural Resources 
regarding potential impacts to State protected species. If you need further assistance, please 
contact: Melanie Olds via email at melanie_olds@fws.gov.

Sincerely, 
 
 

William J. Pearson
Acting Field Supervisor 
South Carolina Ecological Services Field Office 



























































Attachment - Bridge Replacement Scoping Risk Assessment Form



COUNTY: DATE:

ROAD #: STREAM CROSSING:

Purpose & Need for the Project:

I. FEMA Acknowledgement

Is this project located in a regulated FEMA Floodway? Yes No

Panel Number: Effective Date: (See Attached)

II. FEMA Floodmap Investigation

FEMA Flood Profile Sheet Number  illustrates the existing 100 year flood:
Passes under the existing low chord elevation.
Is in contact with the existing low chord elevation.
Overtops the existing bridge finished grade elevation.

III. No Rise/CLOMR Preliminary Determination

Preliminary assessment indicates this project may be constructed to meet the 
"No-Rise" requirements. A detailed hydraulic analysis will be performed to verify 
this assessment.

Justification:

Preliminary assessmnet indicates this project may require a CLOMR/LOMR. 
Impacts will be determined by a detailed hydraulic analysis.

Justification:

BRIDGE SCOPE AND RISK ASSESSMENT FORM

Page 1 of 4



IV. Preliminary Bridge Assessment

A. Locate Existing Plans
a. Bridge Plans Yes File No. Sheet No. (See Attached)

No

b. Road Plans Yes File No. Sheet No. (See Attached)
No

B. Historical Highwater Data
a. USGS Gage Yes Gage No. Results:

No

b. SCDOT/USGS Documented Highwater Elevations
Yes Results:
No

c. Existing Plans Yes See Above
No

V. Field Review

A. Existing Bridge
Length: ft. Width: ft. Max. span Length: ft.

Alignment: Tangent Curved

Bridge Skewed: Yes No Angle:

End Abutment Type:

Riprap on End Fills: Yes No Condition:

Superstructure Type:
Substructure Type:

Utilities Present: Yes No
Describe:

Debris Accumulation on Bridge: Percent Blocked Horizontally: %
Percent Blocked Vertically: %

Hydraulic Problems: Yes No
Describe:

BRIDGE SCOPE AND RISK ASSESSMENT FORM
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V. Field Review (cont.)

B. Hydraulic Features
a. Scour Present: Yes No Location:

b. Distance from F.G. to Normal Water Elevation: ft.
c. Distance from Low Steel to Normal Water Elev.: ft.
d. Distance from F.G. to High Water Elevation: ft.
e. Distance from Low Steel to High Water Elev.: ft.

f. Channel Banks Stable: Yes No
Describe:

g. Soil Type:

h. Exposed Rock: Yes No Location:

i. Give Description and Location of any structures or other property that could be 
damaged due to additional backwater.

C. Existing Roadway Geometry

a. Can the existing roadway be closed for an On-Alignment Bridge Replacement
Yes No

Describe:

If "yes", does the existing vertical and horizontal curves meet the proposed 
design speed criteria?

If "No", will the proposed bridge be:
Staged Constructed
Replaced on New Alignment

BRIDGE SCOPE AND RISK ASSESSMENT FORM
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VI. Field Review (cont.)

A. Proposed Bridge Recommendation: 

Length: ft. Width: ft. Elevation: ft.

Span Arangement:

Notes:

Performed By:

BRIDGE SCOPE AND RISK ASSESSMENT FORM

BRIDGE SITE DIAGRAM: (Show North Arrow and Direction of Flow)

Page 4 of 4
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Attachment - Floodplain Checklist
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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. 

I. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

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:

B. Are there any floodplain(s) regulated by FEMA located in the project area?
Yes No

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

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

The purpose of the project is to correct the load restriction placed on the bridge and 
restore all components to good condition. The existing bridge is posted for load 
restrictions and has one or more components in poor condition. 

The purpose of the project is to correct the load restriction placed on the bridge and 
restore all components to good condition. Roadway improvements are limited to those 
associated with accommodating the new structure. The project crosses Wildcat Creek 
which is shown on the Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) Panel 45091C0314F.  Wildcat 
Creek is within a designated as a Special Flood Hazard Area Zone A 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. 

The roadway grade will be raised to accommodate the larger bridge structure. 
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E. If applicable, please discuss the practicability of alternatives to any longitudinal 
encroachments. 

 

        
 
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? 

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

 
 

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

 

 
d. Were any measures used to restore and preserve the natural and beneficial 

floodplain values impacted by the action? 
 

 
 
 
 

Minor longitudinal encroachments are expected based on the revised roadway profile 
The bridge will be constructed on existing alignment to reduce longitudinal impacts. 

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

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

A similar bridge size will be used and constructed on the existing alignment. 

Not Applicable 
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G. Please discuss the practicability of alternatives to any significant encroachments or any 
support of incompatible floodplain development. 

 
 

 
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. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
__________________________                      ____21 June 2023______ 
 
SCDOT Hydraulic Engineer                                             Date     
 
 

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 

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 



Attachment E – Public Invovlement 



Meeting Summary:  
Project:    SCDOT Closed and Load Restricted Bridge Projects-                                                    
                  Package 20 
Subject:   Public Information Meeting 
Date:        Thursday, July 20, 2023 6:00 p.m. – 8:00 p.m. (S-292) 
                  Thursday, July 27, 2023 5:00 p.m. – 7:00 p.m. (S-998) 
Location: Springdale Recreation Center (S-292) 
                  Legion Collegiate Academy (S-998) 

 

Package 20 Overview: 
The South Carolina Department of Transportation (SCDOT) proposes to replace seven bridges in Package 
20. The projects include replacing the existing bridge structures and constructing the roadway to meet 
current design and safety standards. The proposed facilities are comprised of two and four lane 
roadways with 12-foot travel lanes and paved shoulders. The seven proposed bridges are shown below 
(bridges with in-person public meetings are bolded): 

S-46-998 (Robertson Road) WILDCAT CREEK 
S-29-292 (Plantation Road) BEAR CREEK 
S-46-1086 (Dacusville Rd) BEAVERDAM CREEK 

S-130 (Rudolph Sikes Road)  THOMPSON CREEK 
S-20 (Camp Welfare Road) HOGFORK BRANCH/BIG WATEREE CREEK 

S-296 (Old Creek Road) BLACKWELL MILL STREAM 
S-531 (Henry Funderburk Road) IRIS HILLS CREEK 

 
The purpose of these projects is to replace the bridges to correct the load restriction placed on them as 
well as restore all bridge components to good condition. The proposed work involves replacing the 
current bridges with a new bridge on existing or shifted alignments.  

Public Information Meeting Overview: 
On July 20, 2023, SCDOT held a public information meeting regarding proposed improvements to the S-
292 (Plantation Road) bridge over Bear Creek. The meeting was held from 6:00 PM until 8:00 PM at 
Springdale Recreation Center, located at 260 S. Plantation Rd., Lancaster, SC 29720 in Lancaster County. 
 
On July 27, 2023 SCDOT held a public information meeting regarding proposed improvements to the S-
998 (Robertson Rd) bridge over Wildcat Creek from 5:00 PM until 7:00 PM. The meeting was held from 
at Legion Collegiate Academy located at 3090 Long Meadow Road Rock Hill, SC 29730 in York County.  
 
The meetings were open to the public and provided an opportunity for the public to submit formal 
comments and ask project-related questions to SCDOT and consultants.  
 
The comment period for the projects began July 5 and ended on August 11, 2023. Information about the 
projects, including meeting displays, was available on the website throughout the duration of the 
comment period. A comment form was also available. The project website can be accessed at: 
https://scdotgis.online/CLRB_2022_Package20. 



Meeting Outreach: 
Leading up to the two public meetings and comment periods for all 7 bridges, the project team executed 
several outreach strategies to maximize public participation. The outreach activities completed are listed 
in the table below.  

Bridge Project Outreach Type Number of 
Recipients 

Type of Recipients Date Sent 

All Package 20 
Bridges 

Postcard 581 General Public 
Mailed via Every 
Door Direct Mail 
(EDDM) Service  
Sent to all postal 
routes surrounding 
the project areas. 

July 1, 2023 

S-998 over 
Wildcat Creek

Road Signs N/A General Traveling 
Public; Posted on 
both entrances of 
each bridge and 
adjacent 
intersections to 
alert regular bridge 
users of the public 
meeting and 
comment period. 

Early July 
Placement 

Public Information Meeting Results: S-998 Wildcat Creek 
Total Attendees In person attendance: 4 
Comments Received Website Comments: 0; In-person Comments: 0 

Demographic Forms: 0 
Total Comments Received 0 

Sign in sheets for each meeting can be found in Appendix A. Comment forms for each meeting, as well 
as a table of online comments, can be found in Appendix B. 

Meeting Content 
The meeting was comprised of four meeting display boards (welcome board, project overview, a project 
plan view, and a map of the proposed detour) and a project information handout. Meeting outreach 
included sending the surrounding community postcards via EDDM and placing yard sign on either end of 
the bridge and nearby intersections in early July. A comment station was available for in-person project 
comments and demographic forms. Information about the bridge was made available on the project 
website for the entire comment period. Comments could be submitted via the in-person comment form, 
website comment form, email, mail, or phone. Display board content can be found in Appendix C. 
Meeting photos can be found in Appendix D. 



Bridge Replacement Package 20 
Design-Build Projects 
Counties: Chesterfield, Fairfield, Lancaster and York

Scan QR code to visit 
project web page. 

Comments for S-998 proposed bridge replacement will 
be accepted until Aug. 11, 2023.

S-998 Wildcat Creek Project Area
Project Description
SCDOT proposes to replace seven existing bridge 
structures in Chesterfield, Fairfield, Lancaster and York 
counties. This card is to let you know about the bridge 
replacement near your residence or business. Public 
meeting information can be found on the reverse side of 
this card. Please visit the website for more details about 
the project and other sites. Insert Project Map Here

Share Your Feedback

Estimated Project Schedule 
• Construction start: Early 2024
• Construction duration: ~24 Months

Project Manager
Michael Pitts, PE 
Phone: 803-737-2566
Email: pittsME@scdot.org

PROJECT LOCATION

mailto:pittsME@scdot.org


SCDOT Environmental Services Offices 
PO Box 191
Columbia, SC 29202

PLACE
STAMP
HERE

SCDOT is hosting an in-person public meeting for the Design-Build 
bridge replacement projects (Package 20). 

Attend a Public Meeting for S-998 over Wildcat Creek
Location: Legion Collegiate Academy (3090 Long Meadow Rd)
Date: 7/27/23 5-7 PM
Comment Period: 7/5/23 - 8/11/23

Contact Us!
803-737-2566
PittsME@scdot.org

www.scdotgis.online/CLRB_2022_Package20

You’re Invited!

mailto:PittsME@scdot.org
http://www.scdotgis.online/CLRB_2022_Package20


S-998 Wildcat Creek Sign-In Sheets



S-998 Wildcat Creek Yard Sign 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



S-998 Wildcat Creek Meeting Boards 

 

 



 

 



 

S-998 Wildcat Creek Meeting Handout 

 



 

 



S-998 Wildcat Creek Meeting Photos 
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