























































































































































































































































































































































































































South Carb/z’nd

. . - e - James A. Timmerman, Jr., Ph.D.
WZ /d / gfe _ @59 M anrine Executive Director
' Larry D. Cartee '

Resources Department © Asst. Executive Director

Equal Opportunity Agency

July 18, 1989

Mr. Robert Ferrell

Env. Program Administrator

S. C. Department of Highways
and Public Transpertation

P. 0. Box 191

Columbia, S. C. 29202

"RE: Proposed Widening Improvements - SC Rt. 802
. (Beaufort County)

Dear Mr. Ferrell:

Personnel from the South Carolina Wildlife and Marine Resources
Department have reviewed the proposed project and evaluated its
impact on fisheries habitat, water quality, recreation, and other
factors related to the conservation of wildlife and fisheries
resources.

It is our opinion that the proposed project will not substan-
tially alter the quality of the environment and we, therefore, do
not offer any objections to this work as indicated in recent
correspondence received from State Clearing House.

(4

James A. Timmerman, Jrf
Executive Director

JATjr/k1h

_cc: Mr. Danny Cromer
(State Clearing House)
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U.S. Department ' ~ Soun W'Sm" Ottice . 1835 Assembly Street

of Transportation Suite 758
: Columbia. South Carohna 29201

Federal Highway . ‘
Administration - February 17, 1989

IN REPLY REFER TO: -

HB-SC

Dr. George Vogt L e o

State Historic Preservation Offlcer : T = g

South Carolina Department of Archives ' 307 OCrameg s
and History LT

1430 Senate Street

Post Office Box 11669

Columbia, South Carolina 29211

Dear Dr. Vogt:

Subject: F.A.P. F-004(71), Archaeological Investigation of the
Battery Creek Bridge Replacement, Beaufort County

This request for Section 106 Consultation concerns the
replacement of the existing Battery Creek Bridge near Port Royal
in Beaufort County. The firm of Brockington and Associates
conducted the investigation.

2$BUG55)

One archaeologlcal 51teAwas identified within the project
boundary and was not considered to be eligible for the National
Register of Historic Places. It has been recommended that this
Site area be carefully covered with fill and that the operation
be monitored by a SCDHPT staff archaeologist.

There is section of the project (shown on pg. 22 of the report)
where the archaeological study has not been completed. Access to
this 900 foot section has been denied by the property owner and
will be investigated after the right-of-entry or right-of-way is
acquired. All future approvals will be conditional upon the
completion of the archaeological investigation.and no work will
begin on the contract until the Section 106 Consultation process
has been completed and_all environmental clearances have been
obtained.

(more)
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Mr. Bob Ferrell, Environmental Program Administrator, has
indicated that a SCDHPT Staff Archaeologist will perform the

investigation when permission to go onto the property is
obtained.

The above conclusion was reached with the understanding that the
Federal procedures for the protection of historic properties
under 36 CFR 800 require that the Federal agency official in

-charge of a Federally funded or licensed project consult with the

appropriate State Historic Preservation Officer and that these
procedures do not relieve the Division Administrator, -as the
Federal agency official, of the final responsibility for reaching
an opinion as to whether or not historic values have been

~adequately taken into account in allowing the project to proceed.

It is also understood that your opinion, as State Historic
Preservation Officer, 1is not definite, either by law or by
established procedures. Furthermore, in reaching a conclusion,
it is the Federal Highway Administration's responsibility under
36 CFR 800 to consult other experts, as we may consider
appropriate. '

'We do not believe that there is any need, under 36 CFR 800, for

us to consult further with you on this action. If you agree,
please so indicate by completing the endorsement  and returning it
to this office.

A

Sincerely yours,

Robert J. Probst
Division Administrator

&/ ﬁ/ ﬂuz., V-
By W. H. Rice, Jr.
District Engineer

Enclosure

I concur in the above determination.

Signed: ' . - Date: 4/17 /gc]
7 ./

GeofJe V¢ t, State Historic
“{¢?¢ Preservation Officer
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Ashiey Corporate Centar

4 Exacutive Placs North
30¢ :

Jrieston, S.C. 29405

) 744.5838
felex (BO3) 744-5847

C. Hayes, it
man

H. Wayre Beam, PR.D,
Exacutive Director

June 28, 1989

Mr. Robert B, Ferrell

Fnvironmental Program Administrator

3. C. Department of Highways and
Pulzlic Transportation

P. 0. Box 191

Coiumbis, SC 29202

Re: S. C, Department of
. Highways and Public
Transportation ‘
Envirormental Assessment,
Improvements to Battery
Creek Bridge and
Approaches ~

Dear Mr. Ferrell:

The staff of the South Carolina Coastal Council has reviewed
the information sent to us by Mr. Danny. Cromer for  the above
referenced project. Because there will be alteration of the
critical area, namely the marshes and waters of Battery Creek, a
permit will be needed from this agency prior to construction., I
have Included a copy of the policies of the Coastal Zome Management
Program relative to roads and highways. Section II.B.(1)(d) relates
to .storm water management, and those policies will be enforced,
4mong others, as a condition to the needed permits. If you have any
questions about this, please contact me at your earliest convenience.

Sincerely,

—H-aR Bl

H. Stephen Snyder
Director of Planning
and Certification .

sHA -

JHA: 0365058

enclosure

cc: Or. H. Wayne Beam

Mr. Christopher L. Brooks

Mr., Steve Moore
Mr, John Cooler
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B. ROADS AND HICHWAYS (including bri\dges and transit facilities)

Policies

1) In the cecastal zone, Councii review and certification of relevant State and
Federal pemmit applications and zomments on road or highway proposals will be
basad an the folicwing policies:

a) Road and highwav routes shall be aligned to avoid salt, hrackish and
frsshwater wetlands wherever feasible. Where they cannot be avcided,
bridging of these wetlands and all navigable waterways, rather than
£i11ing to create roadheds, will be required wherever feasible. The
yse of existing £i11 areas.or embankments for widening or improvement
proiects will be required wherever feasible. Whenever feasible,
median and right-of-wav widths shall be limited where they wil] impact
salt, brackish, and freshwater wetlands.

%) Road structures throngh salt, brackish or freshwater wetlands or water

bodies must be designed so as not to cause substantial changes in

natural waterflow and circulation. _

¢) Bridges over navigable water bodies must provide adequate Clearance

for commercial or pleasure craft, where approoriate. : .

Care should be taken in design of roads to minimize direct drainage of

roadway runoff into adjacent water bodies. Inclusion of techniques

for filtering rumoff water, such as grass ditching or vegetative
nyffere must be considered. During construction and in later
maintenance, roadwav embankments should be stabilized to minimize
erosion and water qualitv degradation due to sedimentation problems.

Road, highwav and bridging projects in wetland or water areas are

strengiv encouraged to inciude provision for piacement of other

utilities, such as cabies or transmizsion lines, in their design to
reduce the need for future disruption of adjacent wetlands or
waterways. , : ' _

Construction of private roadwayvs for private access shall he aligned

to avaid salt, brackish and freshwater wetlands wherever feasible,

and, »here applicable, must provide bridges, culverts or other means
to maintain circulation and water flow. When practicable, pemeable.
surfaces such as gravel or sheil should be used rather than pavement.

g} When applicable to highway projects that require spoil disposal areas,
the poticies for dredge material disposal (Activities Subject to
Management, VIII {B)) shall apply-to tHat Portion of the project

“pronosal.

h) Road or hridge projects involving the expenditure of public funds to
provide access to previously undeveloped barrier islands will not be
approved 1mless an-overwhelming public interest can be demonstrated,
for example, provision of access to '3 public recreation area or other

. public facility.

i) where feasible, new rnads and bridges in the coastal zone should be
designed to accommodate bicycle and foot paths and fishing catwalks
and platforms.

j} The Coasta! Council will cooperate and coordinate with the S.C..
Department of Highways and Public Transportation in development and
implementaticn of State policy and long-term planning for

d

]
4

¢
~ A

P
e

-

transportation in the coastal zone, through such mechanism as the
State Highway Action Plan.
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2Y In critical areas »f the coastal zeme, it is Council policy that:
a} In the nlanning of major i ancoortaulon routes and airports, these
projects shov'.  bhe sited for- location inland from the critical areas;
h) The lacatiorn -. @ design of public and private transportation projects
mist avoid the ritical areas to the maximum extent feasible. Where
cnastal waters ,nd tidelands cannct he avoided, bridging rather than
f311ing of these areas Wwill be required to the maximm extent
feasihle; _
Where wetlands will ke destroved, their vajue as wetlands will be
assessed hv the Counci! and weighed against puhlic need for their
destraction; _
3} To the maximum extent feasible, transportation structures must be
designed so as not to alter the natural waterflow and circulation
regimes or create excessive shoaling »r ercsion. Where applicable,
adegnate ¢learance for commercial and pleasure craft must he provided;
wWhere feasihle, maximm care shall he taken to prevent the direct
drainage of runcff water from transportation routes and associated
facilities from entering adjacent water bodies;
£} Where appropriate, hridges and approaches should be designed to
provide for the enhiancement of public access by the utilization of
Fishermen catwalks, boat launching ramps, and other structural
features;
™Miring the planning of a mlti-lane widening or improvement project,
it is preferable t¢ folinw the existing alignment in wetland areas.
Fxisting causeway and Fill areas must he utilized wherever possibie.
The degree to which anv existing causeway through wetlands can be
widened must he reasonanly propcrtionate to the expected traffi¢c load
of the causewav in the near future and the size and use of the area
heing provided access. The width of medians of divided highways must
he reduced as much As possihle wherever thev cross wetland areas;
h)  Rmadwav embankments and fi11 areas shall be stabilized bv utilizing
appropriate ernsion devices and/or techrmiques in order to minimize
"erosion and water guality degradation probhlems. Culverts shall be
required, where appropriate, in order to maintain normal tidal
infinence and minimize disruption of drainage patterns;
The Conncil will require applicants for transportation project pemmits
te consider the accommodation of other public utilities in facitity
design, thus avoiding unnecessary future alteration such as that
caused Bv the laving of ¢ables or transmission lines in wetlands
adiacent to an existing roadway;
i) New road or bridge projects involving the expenditure .of public funds
to prov1d° access to praV1ou<1y undeveloped harrier islands will not
be approved unless an overriding public interest can be demonstrated.

&3
et

)

L

e

[
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The Council recommends that the following policies be con<1dered for road
and highway projects in the coa%\al zone: :

a) FErcouraging comprehensive study of the potentxal for secondary growth
inducement from new road and highway construction;

h)  Study of mass transit alternatives to.road or highway conqtructlon in
urban areas.

c) FEncouraging project deszions and route alignments which consider the
impacts on locally-designated "Scenic Highways' and on other aesthetic
consideraticas, for example, enhancement and protection of scenic ’
vista and preqervat-on of unique tree canopies and other natural
areas.
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United States Department of the Interior

OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECT REVIEW '
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240

L7619 (762)
ER 89/0423

JUL 311989

Mr. Robert J. Probst
Division Administrator

‘Federal Highway Administration

1835 Assembly Street, Suite 758
Columbia, South Carolina 29201

Dear Mr. Probst:
This is in response to the request for the Department of the
Interior's camments on the draft Section 4 (f) evaluation for State

Route 802, Parris Island and Port Royal, Beaufort County, South
Carolina. 4 '

SECTION 4 (f) STATEMENT COMMENTS

We concur that there is no feasible and prudént alternative to

- avoid taking the State Route 281 Park and a small portion of the

Battery Creek boat ramp property for highway use. We also concur
with the selection of Alternative 4-modified, as the preferred
alternative.

However, we cannot concur that all possible planning has been done
to minimize harm. Recreation lands and facilities thereon which
will be displaced for highway purposes should be replaced as part
of the cost of the highway project. It appears that the remaining
portion of the State Route 281 Park will not be of sufficient size
for Beaufort County to operate and maintain as a viable public
park. Therefore, the entire parcel should be reverted and
replaced. In addition, appropriate 1landscaping needs to be
provided at the boat ramp property.

- SECTION 6(f) (3) OF THE LAND AND WATER CONSERVATION FUND ACT

COMMENTS

The Section 4 (f) evaluation appropriately recognizes that Section
6 (£) (3) is applicable to the State Route 281 Park and that
replacement land of equal or greater value must be provided. The
evaluation also correctly recognizes that the Section 4 (f). issue
must be resolved before a Section 6(f) conversion request is to be
considered by the National Park Service. We compliment the South

Carolina Department of Highways and Public Transportation on the

coordination of this project with the South Carolina State Liaison
Officer for the Land and Water Conservation Fund.
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FEDERAL PROPERTY AND ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES ACT COMMENTS.

The Section 4 (f) evaluation appropriately recognizes that both the
State Route 281 Park and the Battery Creek boat ramp were conveyed
to Beaufort County for public park and recreational purposes under
the provisions of the Federal Property and Administrative Services
Act of 1949, as amended. : ' :

In order for any portion of these properties to be utilized for
highway purposes, those portions affected by this project must
revert to the Federal Government for further disposition. Once
the property has been reverted, the General Services Administration
will screen the property to determine if there is a current Federal
need. At such time, the Federal Highway Administration could
request assignment of the property on behalf of the South Carolina’
Department of Highways and Publjc Transportation for highway
purposes.

FISH AND WILDLIFE COORDINATION ACT COMMENTS ‘ -

It is most likely that the project will require permit(s) for the
filling of wetlands. We expressed concerns for wetland
encroachment in our June 12, 1985, letter commenting on the
environmental assessment/Section 4 (f) statement for this project.
The preferred alternative will result in the permanent loss of 6.4
acres of marsh, which is an approximately 60 per cent greater loss
than the 3.8-acre 1loss reported in the earlier envirommental
assessment. ' ‘

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service advises that it will probably
make recammendations on the Corps of Engineers public notice for
a Section 10/404 permit concerning wetland encroachment. In
addition a detailed mitigation plan which would compensate for
unavoidable wetland losses associated with the project will be
required.

SUMMARY COMMENTS

‘The Department of the Interior will offer no objection to Section

4 (f) approval providing appropriate steps which we have recommended
to minimize harm to recreation lands are adequately addressed in
the final Section 4 (f) evaluation. ‘ :

We appreciate the opportunity to provide these comments.

Sincerely,

Jonathan P. Deason
‘Director
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RON ATKINSON
- CHAIRMAN

WILLIAM M. BOWEN
VICE CHAIRMAN

GORDCN F. CRAIGHEAD, JR.
GARY 8. FORDHAM

WILLARD W. GREENWOCD
JOSEPH N. KLINE

JOEL A. MARTIN

. WILLIAM L. McBRIDE

J. PATRICK VANDERHOOF

MICHAEL G. O'NEILL

. COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR

SUZANNE M. RAINEY
CLERK TO COUNCIL

COUNCIL MEMBERS

COUNTY COUNCIL OF BEAUFORT COUNTY

ARTHUR HORNE COUNTY OFFICE BUILDING
POSTOFFICE DRAWER 1228
BEAUFORT, SCUTH CAROLINA 29901 (803) 525-7100

December 15, 1987

Mr. Herman P. Synder

State Highway Engineer

South Carolina Department of Highways
and Public Transportation

Post Office Box 191

Columbia, South Carolina 29202

RE: Battery Creek Bridge Replacement Project/
© Beaufort County Highway 281 Park

Dear Mr., Synder:

As you are aware, the Beaufort County Council hnhas been
working with officials at the United States Depariment of
Interior and the South Carolina Department . of - Parks,
Recreation and Tourism in an attempt to locat2 a *ract of
real property to replace the Highway 281 park locaiad near
the Parris Island gate in Port Royal, South Carolina.
Approximately two weeks .ago, the Executive Director,
Beaufort County Recreation and Parks, and State and Federal
officials met to physically view the Highway 281 park and
possible alternative sites. : ..

Based upon the suggestions of the department officials, the
County Recreation and Parks Executive Director submitted
various proposed replacement sites for Council's aporoval at
Tast night's meeting. Council formally opined that two of
the proposed sites were acceptable - and, accordingly,
instructed me (the County Administrator) and two County
Councilmen to negotiate a contract price and secure one of
the properties.

At this point in time, Council has done all it can do in
regard to converting the Highway 281 park  (which 1
understand is termed a "6-F" process) into other than
recreational property. It is my understanding that the
United States Department of Interior will entertain (and
approve) Council's request to convert the park property
after a 4-F study has been completed by your department. It
is not clear to me how long this study will take or when
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Mr. Hérman P. Synder
December 15, 1987
Page 2

Council can expect your department to fund the purchase of
the replacement site; such information is needed by Council.-
to negotiate a purchase price for the replacement site and
an appropriate closing date. Please forward information in
this regard as soon as possible so the replacement site can
be secured. ' :

It is my understanding that your department has already - -
commenced the necessary 4-F study in regard to the Highway .

281 park and has instructed its design consultants to
prepare bridge replacement plans utilizing this park
property. It is further my understanding that your
department has formally requested approval from the Federal
Highway Administration to Tlocate the new bridge and/or
roadway across portions of the Highway 281 park. It would
thus appear that matters are progressing towards the desired
end. Again, for its part, Council has completed all the
requisite park conversion (6-F) steps: it has formally
requested conversion of the Highway 281 park; it has
commissioned an appraisal of the Highway 281 park in
accordance with the appropriate regulations; it has
evaluated numerous alternative park sites; it has met with
officials from the Department of Interior and the South
Carolina Department of Parks, Recreation and Tourism; and it
has identified appropriate replacement sites. Further,
Council -is prepared to secure -one of the approved
replacement sites  and submit it ‘to the Department of
Interior for approval, once your department has indicated
when compensation monies can be expected. :

I think it would be useful for representatives of Council,
the State Highway Department, the United States Department
of Interior, and the South Carolina Department of Parks,
Recreation and Tourism to communicate and work together in
the coming weeks. As you are aware, the Town of Port Royal,
Council, the South Carolina Coastal Council, and the owners
of real property in the vicinity of the. Highway 281 park
support your. department's willingness to shift the new
bridge in a southerly direction towards the Highway 281
park. This shift would save the much-used County BSoat
Landing, preserve the integrity of wetlands and preclude
undesired impact on a condominium complex and a dry storage
marina.
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Mr. Herman P. Synder
December 15, 1987

| Page 3

Please let me know how Council or any other of these
individuals or entities can assist 1in obtaining approval
from the Federal Highway Adm1n1strat10n. I Took forward to
hearing from you :

‘dﬁinistrator
MGO'N:ch

cc: The Honorable James M. Waddell, Jr.
Mr. Ronald R. Carter
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"Open Eouse" Public Hearing Format for the Combination Location and Design
Public Hearing on Improvements to S.C. Route 802 Including Replacment
of  the Bridge Over Battery Creek in Beaufort, South Carolina

Location:

+3
b
®

. Bandouts:

Displays:

Personnel:

Process:

Attendance:

Comments:

Shell Point Elementary School on the Savannah Highway in Beaufort,
South Carolina adjacent to the project. The cafeteria provided
wall space for displays and areas for several tables and chairs
for written and verbal comments and handouts.

The "open house" hearing was held on Tuesday, January 13, 1987
from 4:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.

A booklet (see Attachment A-1) was presented to each attendée at
the hearing. The booklet contained information welcoming those
attending; explaining the new format; a project descriptiom; and
urging those in attendance to comment. The booklet also contained
a copy of "Highways and You" and a comment form.

Two large scale colored sets of plans were displayed indicating a
detailed description of the project. Two tables were used for
comment forms and boxes for the responses. An area was arranged

- for recording equipment for verbal comments. A table denoted

"Environmental" contained the environmental statement. Four

large posters were prominently displayed indicating the three

ways to comment: (1) place your comment forms in the designated
boxes, (2) have your comments recorded and (3) mail in your comments.

Those actively participating in the public hearing from the SCDHPT
included Edward Sielicki and Roy Tolson from Engineering; Rom
Simpson from Right of Way; Julie Brock and Blanche Sproul from the
Environmental Section; and.Charlie Chewning and Roger Dyar from the
District Office in Charleston and several local highway personnel.
Four representatives from Michael Baker and Associates, consulting -
firm on the project, were in attendance and available to answer '
questions. ’

The attendees were greeted and given a booklet and the new hearing
format was briefly explained; they were then urged to comment and
directed to the appropriate person to have their questions answered.
Departmental personnel were easily identified by yelldw name tags.
The displays were constantly manned and if any attendee appeared

to have questions personnel sought them out to discuss the project
or direct them to someone who could answer their questions. As
everyone left, they were asked if they had any further questioms or
comments and-urged to comment. They were also thanked for attending.

Approximatély 30 persons were in attendance aﬁ the public hearing,
of this number 20 were white females, ten were black male; and

- 5 were black females (see sign-in sheets A-2 thru A-5).

Five people had their comments recorded (see Appendix B-1 through

B~6 for this tramscript). Twenty-five written comments were received
at the hearing and 16 written comments have been mailed in since
the hearing. These comments and responses are attached as Appendix C
and D respectively. A summary of these comments is attached as
Appendix E. ' ’
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Critique:

One person commented as to the "open house" format and was not
in favor of it. Several ‘attendees commented as to the format
being vastly superior to the formal type hearing.
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APPENDIX C

SUMMARY OF PUBLIC COMMENT



Public Hearing Comments on the January 13, 1987 Combination Location ané Design
Public Hearing on Improvements to S.C. Route 802 and the Battery Creek Bridge
Replacement in Beaufort County Utilizing the "Open House" Hearing Format

Name

Carl Eversole
Colder Battey
Sushuaben Patel

James Palmer

Pat Harvey

D. G. Blanchard

Benjamin H. Thomas

H. 0. Chapman

Charles Tremann

Luby Meados

John & Dolly Lambert

Tvpe Comment

comment form rec'd at
" the heatring

"

comment form rec'd at
public hearing

For or Against and Why

For - relocate entrance to
USMC base

Not For As Presented - move off-
ramps to other side

For - not affecting his property
so project looks good

For In Most Ways ~ very unsafe
bridge - cloverleaf could be
changed - place boat ramp beside
the old bridge - use old bridge
as a fishing pier

Supports New Bridge -~ plan looks
too extravagant and could be

"toned down - use money for other

needs

For - a study should be done on
currents and alterations in the
bottom contour

For - looks great - construct a new
boat ramp in the near vicinity

For with changes - save the boat
ramp by using the tennis court -
remove the causeway and use
concrete piers

For - concerned. about effects on
the main flow of Battery Creek
For with major reservations -
need to remove the solid earthern
causeway because it is blocking
the natural tidal drainage of
Battery Creek

(1) Use tennis courts rather than
boat ramps; (2) if S-256 is taken
out convert r-o-w back to property
owners; (3) build entrance in front
of restaurant at Shell Point Plaza
(4) connect S-488 and 5-628 with.

a road as private road is being used



George W.. Goldsmith
Pat Basnett

Denise Davidson

Bruce Jackson

June Berry

Virginia M. Saad
James & Mary Ann Hodges

Silas Gfeen‘

Scott Price
Lowita Huckaby

William H. Whitten

" George Aitken

"

comment form rec'd at
public hearing

For - needed for safety and
congestion - move the loop to
other side of the road at the
tennis courts

Against as it stands - need the
new bridge but no cloverleaf -
only needone extra heavy duty
lane for Parris Island traffic -
leave boat ramp

For - use undeveloped area for
entrance to Battery - ex;end the
seawall to eliminate erosion

For - project is long overdue -
need more of an opening in the
causeway - damming effect of the
causeway aggravates erosion of
the channel bottom and shoreline
properties at a rate of 1% to 2
horizontal feet per year

For - dredge and cut present
causeway or the current will eat
away at the banks and piers

For - as long as the entrance to
the Battery is shifted south of
the existing parking area to.
eliminate traffic noise

For - study to ascertain possibility
of traffic lights -~ consider
installation of county wide sewer
system at same.time

For - good for the community

Wanted a copy of Env. Assessment

1"t " ” "

For - except for present
configuration-owns two mini-
warehouses that would be displaced
and plans to build more on the
property that would be taken -
needs plan sheet and needs to
discuss plans personally



Bernie Edstrom

Marshéll Dlxoﬁ
(Beaufort-Jasper Water
Authority) |

Skip Johnson

B. Alan Coxwell and
Cynthia J. Allison

Henry Teneycl

Colden R. Battey, Jr.

Jesse L. Altman
(Chief of Police of
Beaufort)

Kathryne Jenness

personal letter rec'd

at hearing

personal request

mailed in comment
form

malled in comment
form

personal letter

personal letter

mailed in comment
form

For - generally - relocate the
cloverleaf to save the boat ramp -
widen on north side instead of
south side - Patriots Gate
development on 48 acre site at
intersection of 287 & 802 should
not be impaired

Request permission to hang a

20 inch water main on the new
bridge and hangers on the bridge
for a 12 inch sewage force main -
have a 10 inch subaqueous water
main on southeast side of the
existing Battery Creek bridge

and would hate for anything to
happen to this water main during
construction

Wanted a copy of Env. Assessment

Concerned about (1) relocating the
entrance to the Battery Apts. (2)
relodating traffic away from the
boat landing or build another boat
landing site (3) removing the
causeway to ease erosion problems
For - This public presentation is
vastly superior to the formal
“taking of testimony" - should
have shown an elevation diagram in -
the booklet of the new bridge at
high tide - some Lenora Drive
residents have concerns about
retention or removal of the existing
causeway

Requested a copy of Env. Assessment

For - this project is the number
one priority for Beaufort county -
its time we addressed the present
and future needs of the motoring
public - continue to press forward
for the realization of the project
and its benefits

For - need parking spaces at the
Battery - consider allowing the

" parking lot to remain



Edwin W. Pike, Jr.

Jammi Shelton

Henry Robinson .

(Mayor of Port Royal)

Randolph C. Berkeley

Susan Davis

Laurance H. Davis

James N. McDill, Jr.

Arthur P, Verhaegie

Pam Carothers

(Beaufort Co. Rec. Comm)

Colonel J. B. Hicks, Jr.

(UsMeC)

mailed in comment

fofm

mailed in comment
form

personal letter

personal letter

personal request

mailed in comment
form

personal letter

personal letter

personal letter

personal letter

Against - design is unacceptable -
move interchange - ask legal advice
about Bureau of Qutdoor Recreation
funded lands -~ area residents support
new bridge but not the elaborate
interchange

For - with some concerns - néed
bicycle lane on bridge - use old
bridge for recreation purposes -

-osprey nest is endangered - avoid
" the boat ramp if at all possible

For the bridge replacement - need
to save the boat ramp and a
$2,000,000 development in this
vicinity - it would be a great
economic¢ loss to the community if
this development was lost

For new bridge but concerned about
ecological damage especially to
wetlands '

Requested Copy of E.A.

Against - interference with ‘a-
development site - interchange is
too much for the area -~ need to
consider alternates

Need to consider other alternates to
avoid boat ramp and development
property :

For the bridge - against widening
of 802 where it would take his
property instead of taking it off
undeveloped property on the other’
side. '

Cooperate with Départmenc regarding
biker safety and designated paths

Work with SCDHPT in any way possible
in construction of the new bridge





