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INFORMATION:

Regular Council Meeting Tuesday, May 7 - No Lunch Work Session - Afternoon and Evening Sessions

Reminder that Council will meet next Tuesday in regularly scheduled sessions at 1:00 P.M. and 7:00 P.M.
The agenda for the meeting was published on Thursday:

http://boarddocs.com/nc/raleigh/board.nsf

Please note there will be a Closed Session immediately following the afternoon session of the Council
meeting.

Reminder: If there is an item you would like to have pulled from the consent agenda for discussion, please
send an e-mail mayorstaff@raleighnc.gov by 11 A.M. on the day of the meeting.

Citrix Parking Deck at 100 South West Street
Staff Resource: Matthew Currier, Transportation, 996-4041, matthew.currier@raleighnc.gov

During the December 4 Council meeting Council requested for staff to reach out and speak with the owner of
the parking deck that is leased by Citrix to inquire about the potential public use of the deck during non-
business hours.

As reviewed for Council in Weekly Report Issues 2019-06 (February 8) and 2019-15 (April 12), staff has reached
out to JMC Holdings, the owner of the property, and spoken with them about this opportunity. Staff has since
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heard back from JMC Holdings, the owner of the property, on this matter. The property owner and Citrix were
not able to come to an agreement to allow public use of the private parking deck during non-business hours.

(No attachment)

New Bern Avenue Bus Rapid Transit Project and BRT-Land Use Policy Framework - Scope Summary
Staff Resource: Mila Vega, Transportation, 996-4123, mila.veqga@raleighnc.qgov
Jason Hardin, Planning, 996-2657, jason.hardin@raleighnc.gov

Council Request

During the April 16 work session, Council requested that staff ensure the WSP Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) Scope of
Work contain several key scope elements related to transit-oriented development (TOD), affordable housing,
potential displacement and economic preservation and development. Staff reviewed the scope and has
ensured that these elements have been included.

New Bern Avenue BRT Design

The City proposes implementing the New Bern Avenue Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) corridor, approximately 6.5
miles, to connect the central business district with WakeMed Raleigh Campus and New Hope Road. The
project includes approximately 4.75 miles of new dedicated transit infrastructure improvements between the
GoRaleigh Station, in downtown Raleigh, and Sunnybrook Road, including transit signal priority (TSP) at
signalized intersections and up to twelve (12) weather-protected BRT stations. All BRT stations will be
designed to include branding, off-board fare payment, level vehicle boarding, real-time bus arrival
information, schedule and route information, and ADA accessibility. The project also includes approximately
1.75 miles of service in general traffic lanes, with potential TSP at signalized intersections, between
Sunnybrook Road and New Hope Road. The terminus at New Hope Road includes a proposed Park and Ride
and transfer facility that is a separately funded project.

WSP has been selected as the Consultant for the project. The scope of work includes five main tasks:
1. Public and Stakeholder Engagement — Provide many different outreach and messaging opportunities to
the public for participation in developing the New Bern Avenue Corridor BRT.

2. Preliminary (30%) Design — Develop preliminary infrastructure design concepts along New Bern
Avenue.

3. National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Evaluation — Prepare the appropriate documentation to
complete the NEPA evaluation process.

4. Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Coordination — Develop FTA Small Starts grant application
materials.

Citywide BRT-Land Use Policy Framework

The project will create a policy foundation and design framework to create a common vision for future land
uses along the City’s BRT corridors. This project will pose two primary questions: 1) Given expected future
growth in the City, what is a reasonable proportion to accommodate along the BRT corridors? 2) What are the
City’s goals for housing affordability along the BRT corridors? The project will include analysis of future growth
and land capacity, the creation of visual examples of different growth scenarios, and a guidebook with policy
recommendations and implementation tools. (Task H, TOD Planning, Pages 31-32)
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Equity is a core consideration of this project and the BRT service and associated TOD is intended to both serve
existing neighborhoods and shape future growth. Maintaining and enhancing affordability, ensuring
accessibility to the service from existing residential areas, and minimizing displacement from rising real estate
values will be issues, along with increasing ridership and providing economic development opportunities. The
project will expressly include strategies and implementation to minimize gentrification and dislocation
resulting from the economic development pressures accompanying transit corridor investments, and instead
seek to strengthen existing businesses and neighborhoods. (Task H, TOD Planning, Pages 31-32)

Key tasks aimed at addressing business and residential displacement include the creation of an inventory of
both subsidized and naturally-occurring affordable housing along all four BRT corridors. It also will include a
business inventory and an assessment of displacement risk to businesses. Finally, the project will include
policy and tools aimed at addressing these and other issues. (Subtask H1.1, TOD Planning, Existing Condition
Analysis, Pages 32-33)

The project includes a robust public engagement strategy. The process will begin with a kickoff in early June
aimed at providing a community orientation to BRT and the land use, housing, and other issues that the plan
will address. The next step will involve multiple hands-on workshops, during which participants will consider
options for accommodating future growth and provide input about affordability and other concerns. Pop-up
events and CAC outreach will take place as well. (Subtask H3 — Public Engagement Support for TOD Planning,
Pages 36-37)

The full scope of services is available for review at the following web link:

https://raleighnc.gov/content/PWksTransit/Documents/WakeCountyBRTScopeofServicesNewBern Final 4.23
.19.pdf

(No attachment)

Weekly Digest of Special Events
Staff Resource: Derrick Remer, Special Events Office, 996-2200, derrick.remer@raleighnc.gov

Included with the Weekly Report packet is the special events digest for the upcoming week.

(Attachment)

Weekly Report 3of 14 May 3, 2019


https://raleighnc.gov/content/PWksTransit/Documents/WakeCountyBRTScopeofServicesNewBern_Final_4.23.19.pdf
https://raleighnc.gov/content/PWksTransit/Documents/WakeCountyBRTScopeofServicesNewBern_Final_4.23.19.pdf
mailto:derrick.remer@raleighnc.gov

Council Member Follow Up Items

General Follow Up Item

Crabtree Pipeline Permits (Council Member Cox)
Staff Resource: Eileen Navarrete, Public Utilities, 996-3480, eileen.navarrete@raleighnc.qgov

On April 18 staff received a request from Council Member Cox to receive all permits issued on the Crabtree
Pipeline project. Included with the Weekly Report materials is a memorandum providing descriptions of
permits. The individual permits have been compiled and placed in a PDF file which, at 100+ pages, is
included with the Weekly Report transmittal email due to restrictions on file size limitations of the system.

(Attachment to the Transmittal Email Message)

Follow Up from the April 16 Work Session

Annexation and ETJ in Raleigh and Wake County - Utility Reimbursement (Council Member Cox)
Staff Resource: Aaron Brower, Public Utilities, 996-3469, aaron.browner@raleighnc.qgov

During this work session topic, the issue of utility reimbursement policies and limitations was discussed.
Council requested staff to review policies for reimbursement of utility oversize pipe costs and the statute that
limits the City’s ability to charge developers for full cost. Included with the Weekly Report materials is a staff
memorandum, prepared in collaboration with the City Attorney’s Office, that addresses the Council
discussion.

(Attachment)
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Special Events Weekly Digest
Friday, May 3 - Thursday, May 9

City of Raleigh Special Events Office
specialevents@raleighnc.gov | (919) 996-2200 | www.raleighnc.gov/specialevents

Permitted Special Events

North Carolina Fallen Firefighters Memorial Parade and Service
Hillsborough Street, Nash Square, & Parade Route

Friday, May 3 & Saturday, May 4

Event Times: 5:00pm - 9:00pm on 5-3-19; 10:00am - 2:00pm on 5-4-19

Associated Road Closures: The following roads will be closed from 8:00am until 10:00am on 5-4-19:
Hillsborough Street between W. Morgan Street and N. Boylan Avenue and St. Mary’s Street between W. Jones
Street and W. Morgan Street.

The following roads will be closed from 8:00am until 5:00pm on 5-4-19: Hargett Street between S. Harrington
Street and S. Dawson Street and W. Hargett Street between S. Dawson Street and S. McDowell Street.

The following roads will be closed from 9:45am until 11:30am on 5-4-19 to facilitate the parade: Start on
Hillsborough Street at N. Boylan Avenue and head east; right onto S. Dawson Street; finish on S. Dawson
Street at W. Martin Street.

Nash Square will be used from 8:00am on 5-2-19 until 11:00pm on 5-4-19.

First Friday Market Series
Hargett Street

Friday, May 3

Event Time: 7:00pm - 11:00pm

Associated Road Closures: E. Hargett Street between Fayetteville Street and S. Wilmington Street will be
closed from 6:00pm until 11:59pm.

Recovery Fun Day
Dorothea Dix Park, Athletic Field

Saturday, May 4
Event Time: 8:00am - 4:00pm
Associated Road Closures: The Athletic Field on Biggs Drive will be used from 8:00am until 4:00pm.

ParksExpo at Dorothea Dix Park
Saturday, May 4

Dorothea Dix Park, Harvey Hill

Event Time: 11:00am - 4:00pm

Associated Road Closures: Umstead Drive between Cranmer Drive and Middleton Drive will be closed and
Harvey Hill will be used from 8:00am until 6:00pm.

Out! Raleigh 2019
Fayetteville Street District

Saturday, May 4

Event Time: 11:00am - 7:00pm

Associated Road Closures: Fayetteville Street between Davie Street and the south end of City Plaza will be
closed from 6:00pm on 5-3-19 until 11:00pm on 5-4-19. Fayetteville Street between Davie Street and Morgan
Street, and Martin Street, Hargett Street, and Davie Street between Salisbury Street and Wilmington Street
will be closed from 5:00am until 11:00pm on 5-4-19. Note that the 500 block of Fayetteville Street will
remain open for local traffic only.
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Racing for Rescues
Dorothea Dix Park

Sunday, May 5

Event Time: 9:00am - 12:00pm

Associated Road Closures: Umstead Drive between Blair Drive and Hunt Drive will be closed from 9:45am
until 11:45am and the following roads will be closed from 9:50am until 11:30am to facilitate the race route:

Start at Umstead Drive near Blair Drive heading northwest; Right onto Dawkins Drive; Left onto Umstead
Drive; Right onto Ruggles Drive; Left onto Biggs Drive; Right onto Palmer Drive; Left onto Cranmer Drive; Left
onto Umstead Drive; Right onto S. Boylan Avenue; Left onto Tate Drive; Right onto Richardson Drive; Left
onto Umstead Drive; Right onto Middleton Drive; Right onto Palmer Drive; Right onto Biggs Drive; Right onto
Whiteside Drive; Right onto Pedneaus Way; Left onto Cafeteria Drive; Left onto Umstead Drive to Finish.

Downtown Raleigh Food Truck Rodeo
Fayetteville Street District

Sunday, May 5
Event Time: 12:00pm - 6:00pm

Associated Road Closures: Fayetteville Street between Morgan Street and Lenoir Street, and Hargett Street,
Martin Street, and Davie Street between S. Salisbury Street and S. Wilmington Street will be closed from
11:01pm on 5-4-19 until 11:59pm on 5-5-19. The 500 block of Fayetteville Street will remain open for local
traffic only.

Carolina Hurricanes/Carolina Ale House Cool Bar Playoff Celebration
Tucker Street

Sunday, May 5 & Wednesday, May 8

Event Times: 6:00pm - 11:00pm on 5-5-19; 4:00pm - 11:00pm on 5-8-19

Associated Road Closures: Tucker Street between Glenwood Avenue and the entrance to the parking deck will
be closed from 8:00am until 11:59pm on 5-5-19, and from 12:00pm until 11:59pm on 5-8-19. Note that
access will be maintained to and from the parking deck.

Note: These permitted road closures will only take place if games continue past round four of the series.

Raleigh Police Memorial Foundation Send-Off Ceremony
Hargett Street

Monday, May 6

Event Time: 7:00am - 7:30am

Associated Road Closures: W. Hargett Street between S. Dawson Street and S. McDowell Street will be closed
from 6:30am until 7:45am.

Thrive NC Presented by Blue Cross NC
City Market

Thursday, May 9 & Friday, May 10

Event Times: 11:00am - 10:00pm on 5-9-19; 11:00am - 10:00pm on 5-10-19

Associated Road Closures: Wolfe Street, Blake Street, and Parham Street will be closed from 6:00am on 5-8-
19 until 8:00am on 5-11-19, and Martin Street between Blount Street and Person Street will be closed from
6:00pm on 5-8-19 until 8:00am on 5-11-19.

Other Upcoming Events

First Friday Raleigh
Friday, May 3
Downtown Raleigh
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Friday, May 3 - Thursday, May 9

City of Raleigh Special Events Office
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A Burden Too Great to Bear: Dorothea Dix Park Hospital and the Civil War
Friday, May 3
Dorothea Dix Park, Harvey Hill

Carmina Burana - North Carolina Symphony Classical Series
Friday, May 3 - Saturday, May 4
Meymandi Concert Hall

Murder for Two - North Carolina Theatre
Friday, May 3 - Sunday, May 5
Fletcher Opera Theater

Stream Cleanup
Saturday, May 4

Biltmore Hills Park

Midtown Music Fest
Saturday, May 4
Coastal Credit Union Midtown Park

GRiZ US Ride Waves Tour: Season One
Saturday, May 4
Red Hat Amphitheater

Explore Dix Park: Guided Walking Tour
Sunday, May 5
Dorothea Dix Park, Kirby Building

Triangle Youth Philharmonic Spring Concert
Sunday, May 5

Meymandi Concert Hall

SPARKcon Warehouse District Meeting
Wednesday, May 8

VAE Raleigh

Public Resources

Event Feedback Form: Tell us what you think about Raleigh events! We welcome citizen and participant
feedback and encourage you to provide comments or concerns about any events regulated by the Special
Events Office. We will use this helpful information in future planning.

Temporary Road Closures: A resource providing current information on street closures in Raleigh.

Online Events Calendar: View all currently scheduled events that are regulated by the City of Raleigh Special
Events Office.
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Council Member Follow Up

Weekly Report 8 of 14 May 3, 2019



N
\

P
y ‘:"

J ‘h
Rmdgm
MEMO

Municipal Building
222 West Hargett Street
Raleigh, North Carolina 27601

One Exchange Plaza
1 Exchange Plaza,
Raleigh, North Carolina 27601

City of Raleigh
Post Office Box 590 e Raleigh
North Carolina 27602-0590

(Mailing Addrwéekly Report

TO: Ruffin Hall, City Manager
FROM: Eileen Navarrete, Engineering Manager
CC: Tansy Hayward, Assistant City Manager

Robert Massengill, Public Utilities Director
Aaron Brower, Assistant Public Utilities Director

DEPARTMENT: Public Utilities
DATE: May 3, 2019

SUBJECT: Crabtree Pipeline Permits

On April 18, 2019, staff received a request from Council Member Cox to receive
all permits issued on the Crabtree Pipeline project. Descriptions of permits are
shown below, and images of the acutal permits have been compiled and placed
in a PDF file which is included with the Weekly Report transmittal email, due to
restrictions of file size limitations of the system. The permits include the
following:

401 Water Quality Certification (and revisions) — issued by the North
Carolina Department of Environmental Quality (NCDEQ), Division of Water
Resources. This water quality certification recognizes and approves impacts to
riparian buffers, streams and wetlands.

General Permit and Nationwide Verification — Section 404 (and revision) —
Issued by the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE). This permit authorizes
impacts to wetlands and streams to facilitate the construction of the new sewer
line.

Railroad Encroachment Agreements — This permit allows the City to
complete utility installation within the right-of-way owned by the railroad
company.

NCDOT Encroachment Agreements — This permit allows the City to complete
utility installation within the right-of-way owned by the State of North Carolina.

Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) — Issued by NCDEQ, Division of
Water Resources and Division of Water Infrastructure. A FONSI is issued after
an interagency analysis of the temporary and permanent environmental
impacts of a project. This analysis is completed through the Environmental
Assessment process, which is only required for projects of a certain size.

Erosion and Sedimentation Control Plan Approval (and revisions) —issued
by NCDEQ, Division of Land Quality. This permit allows the City to complete
land disturbing activities associated with the construction project.

Other permits issued by the City of Raleigh — Several permits are issued
through the City’s review process related to water and sewer extensions and
land disturbance. Blasting permits are also issued by the City. If requested by
the Council, this information will require additional effort to compile.
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222 West Hargett Street
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Raleigh, North Carolina 27601

City of Raleigh
Post Office Box 590 e Raleigh
North Carolina 27602-0590

(Mailing Addrwéekly Report

TO: Ruffin Hall, City Manager

FROM: Aaron Browner, Asst. Public Utilities Director
Carolyn Bachl, City Attorney’s Office

CC: Robin Tatum Currin, City Attorney
Robert Massengill, Public Utilities Director

DEPARTMENT: Pubic Utilities

DATE: May 3, 2019

SUBJECT: April 16 Work Session
Agenda item: Al. Annexation and ETJ in Raleigh and Wake
County

During the work session Council Member Cox requested staff to review policies
for reimbursement of utility oversize pipe cost and also asked about the statute
that limits the City’s ability to charge developers. This report is prepared in
response to the questions and will discuss utility reimbursement policies, capital
facility fees and general statute limitations associated with capital facility fees.
The City currently has two primary utility related reimbursement policies known
as the Oversized Main Reimbursement policy and the Urban Main
Replacement Reimbursement Policy (UMRRP).

Oversized Main Reimbursement policy

The Oversized Main Reimbursement policy is in place to fully or partially
reimburse developers who, at the request of the City, install major water and/or
major sewer mains either inside or outside the corporate limits to accommodate
future growth beyond the current development. Funding for the Oversized Main
Reimbursement comes from utility rate and fee revenue*.

Urban Main Replacement Reimbursement Policy (UMRRP)

The intent of the Urban Redevelopment Main Replacement Reimbursement
Program is to provide reimbursements to developers who are required to
replace existing water and sewer mains in association with development
projects. Reimbursements under this program may be for replacing water
and/or sewer mains to provide adequate pipe capacity, and/or when the City
requires the replacement of existing water and sewer infrastructure adjacent to
a proposed project based on the condition of the existing pipes. The available
reimbursement amount, as a percentage of estimated construction cost, varies
based on the age, condition and available capacity of the existing mains that
are being replaced in association with the development project. The highest
levels of reimbursement will be provided for projects replacing mains which are
old, deteriorated, or over capacity in existing conditions, with the intent of
distributing the costs of such projects between developers, the existing
customer base, and future developments equitably*.
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Funding for the Urban Main Replacement Reimbursement Policy (UMRRP) comes from three
sources:

1. The developer- funds the impacts of the development on water and sewer pipes

2. Utility Rates and Fees* — revenue generated from charges to customers on the monthly
utility bill

3. Water and Sewer Infrastructure Replacement Charges - charged to customers on the
monthly utility bill and intended for replacement of existing aging and inadequate
infrastructure.

The graphic below illustrates the three funding sources and their intended purpose:

What is considered and who is

responsible?
el Existing Current Future
akeholcer: Customer Base Development Development
¢ Existing * Capacity ¢ Additional
Condition impact of the capacity
- Issues proposed provided to
Responsible For: g Existing development allow for
Capacity future
Issues growth
Infrastructure Current Utility Rates and
Funding Source: Replacement Development Fees*
Charge (Water/Sewer Bills)

(Water/Sewer Bills)

There are different scenarios that trigger each funding source.

Each new development is required to perform an evaluation to determine if the existing infrastructure
is adequate to accommodate the water and sewer needs, without overloading the system. For
sewer pipes, a downstream capacity analysis is required. For water pipes, fire flow requirements
typically determine what size water mains are needed.

1. If the existing downstream sewer and supplying water infrastructure is in good condition and
not already over capacity, and the flow from the new development exceeds the capacity of
the pipes, then the developer is responsible for the full cost to replace the existing pipes and
upsize the pipes to accommodate the flow to/from the development. If the City determines
that the replacement pipe should be larger to accommodate future development, then the
developer is required to install a larger pipe. The funding for the upsizing to accommodate
future development comes from the Utility Rates and Fees*.

2. If the existing infrastructure is in poor structural condition, the developer is required to
replace the existing pipes with new pipes of adequate size to accommodate the flow to/from
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the development. Under this scenario, the developer would be reimbursed for replacement
of the existing pipes through the UMRRP. The amount of reimbursement is based on the
condition of the existing pipes. The City uses pipe condition scoring based on the National
Association of Sewer Service Companies (NASSCO), an industry standard, with a condition
scoring from 1-5, with 5 being the worst condition (typically structural failures, misaligned
joints, holes and voids). Pipes that are in very poor condition (score 5) and are in need of
immediate replacement receive higher reimbursements than pipes that are moderate
condition (score 3). Funding for the reimbursements based on pipe condition comes from
the Water and Sewer Infrastructure Replacement Charges. If the City determines that the
replacement pipe should be even larger to accommodate future development, then the
developer is required to install a larger pipe. The funding for the upsizing to accommodate
future development comes from the Utility Rates and Fees*. The developer would be
required to pay for any upsizing to accommodate the development.

3. If the existing infrastructure is in good condition, but already over capacity with the existing
flow, the developer is required to replace the existing pipes with new pipes of adequate size
to accommodate existing flow and the flow to/from the development. Under this scenario,
the developer would be reimbursed for replacement of the existing pipes through the
UMRRP. The amount of reimbursement is based on how much the existing pipes are
already over capacity. Existing pipes that are already significantly over capacity and
experiencing surcharging receive higher reimbursements than pipes that are only slightly
over capacity. The reimbursement is based on replacing the existing pipe with a new pipe
that is adequate to accommodate existing flow. The developer is required to install the pipe
size needed to accommodate the existing flow, in addition to flow from the
development. Funding for the reimbursements based on pipe capacity comes from the
Water and Sewer Infrastructure Replacement Charges. If the City determines that the
replacement pipe should be even larger to accommodate future development, then the
developer is required to install a larger pipe. The funding for the upsizing to accommodate
future development comes from the Utility Rates and Fees*. The developer would be
required to pay for any upsizing to accommodate the development.

4. If the existing infrastructure is in poor condition, and over capacity, then the developer would
be required to replace the existing pipes with new pipes of adequate size to accommodate
existing flow and the flow to/from the development. Under this scenario, the developer would
be reimbursed for replacement of the existing pipes through the UMRRP. The amount of
reimbursement is based on condition or capacity, depending on which is worse. Funding for
the reimbursements based on pipe condition/capacity comes from the Water and Sewer
Infrastructure Replacement Charges. The developer is required to install the pipe size
needed to accommodate the existing flow, in addition to flow from the development. If the
City determines that the replacement pipe should be even larger to accommodate future
development, then the developer is required to install a larger pipe. The funding for the
upsizing to accommodate future development comes from the Utility Rates and Fees*. The
developer would be required to pay for any upsizing to accommodate the development

5. The policy also allows the City to require a developer to replace existing pipes in rights-of-
way adjacent to the development if the development includes work in that right-of-way
(widening, paving, curb & gutter, storm drainage), and the existing pipes are already in need
of replacement based on condition or capacity, regardless of whether the flow to/from the
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development connects to those pipes. Under this scenario, the developer would be
reimbursed based on the condition or capacity of the existing pipes. Funding for the
reimbursements based on pipe condition/capacity comes from the Water and Sewer
Infrastructure Replacement Charges.

The urban development/redevelopment is not driving the urban pipe replacement schedule;
however, it has presented opportunities to address replacement of the oldest parts of the water and
sewer system at a lower cost than would otherwise be possible. Since the implementation of the
UMRRP in 2015, only seven (7) development projects have received reimbursements through the
program.

The underlying philosophy of the reimbursement policies is that development is responsible for their
impacts on the system, and existing customers are responsible for replacement of existing pipes that
are in failing condition and/or already over capacity. Based on the UMRRP reimbursements since
implementation of the policy, the existing customer base has realized approximately 61% savings
over what the pipe replacements would have cost if the pipes were not replaced in conjunction with a
development. Utilizing the UMRRP has allowed nearly twice as much aging and inadequate
infrastructure to be replaced than would otherwise be replaced.

System Development Fees

System development fees, known as capital facility fees in Raleigh, are one-time charges assessed
to new water and/or wastewater customers, or developers or builders, to recover a proportional
share of capital costs incurred to provide service availability and capacity for new customers. North
Carolina General Statute 162A Article 8 (Article 8) provides for the uniform authority to implement
system development fees for public water and wastewater systems in North Carolina, and was
recently passed by the North Carolina General Assembly and signed into law on July 20, 2017.
According to the statute, system development fees must be adopted in accordance with the
conditions and limitations of Article 8, and those fees in effect as of October 1, 2017 must conform to
the requirements set forth in the Article no later than July 1, 2018. The new law prescribes how
system development fees must be calculated, how they may be used, when they may be charged,
and how they must be accounted for. In particular, the system development fees must also be
prepared by a financial professional or licensed professional engineer, qualified by experience and
training or education, who, according to the Article, shall:

¢ Document in reasonable detail the facts and data used in the analysis and their sufficiency
and reliability.

o Employ generally accepted accounting, engineering, and planning methodologies, including
the buy-in, incremental cost or marginal cost, and combined cost approaches for each
service, setting forth appropriate analysis to the consideration and selection of an approach
appropriate to the circumstances and adapted as necessary to satisfy all requirements of the
Article.

¢ Document and demonstrate the reliable application of the methodologies to the facts and
data, including all reasoning, analysis, and calculations underlying each identifiable
component of the system development fee and the aggregate thereof.

o Identify all assumptions and limiting conditions affecting the analysis and demonstrate that
they do not materially undermine the reliability of conclusions reached.
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e Calculate a final system development fee per service unit of new development and include
an equivalency or conversion table for use in determining the fees applicable for various
categories of demand.

e Consider a planning horizon of not less than 10 years, nor more than 20 years.

Article 8 references three methodologies that can be used to calculate system development fees.
These include the buy-in method, the incremental cost method, and the combined cost method. A
description of each of these methods follows:

Capacity Buy-In Approach

The Capacity Buy-In Methodology is most appropriate in cases where the existing system assets
provide adequate capacity to provide service to new customers. This approach calculates a fee
based upon the proportional cost of each user's share of existing plant capacity. The cost of the
facilities is based on fixed assets records and usually includes escalation of the depreciated value of
those assets to current dollars.

Incremental Cost Approach

The second method used to calculate water and wastewater capital facilities fees is the Incremental
Cost (or Marginal Cost) Methodology. This method focuses on the cost of adding additional facilities
to serve new customers. It is most appropriate when existing facilities do not have adequate
capacity to provide service to new customers, and the cost for new capacity can be tied to an
approved capital improvement plan (CIP) that covers at least a 10-year planning period.

Combined Approach

A combined approach, which is a combination of the Buy-In and Incremental Cost approaches, can
be used when the existing assets provide some capacity to accommodate new customers, but
where the capital improvement plan also identifies significant capital investment to add additional
infrastructure to address future growth and capacity needs.

The City Council adopted the recommendation by staff in 2018 which included the capacity buy-in
approach and to charge the maximum cost per gallon allowable per the statute.

*Under the new system development fee law (N.C.G.S. §162A-207(c)), local governments must
credit the value of costs in excess of the development’s proportional share of connecting facilities
required to be oversized for use of others outside the development in calculating the system
development fee. The Oversized Main Reimbursement policy and Urban Main Replacement
Reimbursement Policy serve as the credit established by the City of Raleigh to address this
requirement. Even before the new law, N.C.G.S. Section 160A-320 allows the city to contract with a
developer “for public enterprise improvements that are adjacent or ancillary to a private land
development project” but such contract “shall allow the city to reimburse the private party for costs
associated with the design and construction of improvements that are in addition to those required
by the city’s land development regulations.” While the City recently changed its funding mechanism
for its Oversized Main Reimbursement and Urban Main Replacement Reimbursement programs,
essentially an accounting change permitted by the new law as an alternative to the administrative
burden of establishing capital reserve accounts, new developments continue to pay their
proportionate share of capital costs the City incurred to provide service availability and capacity for
the development through capital facilities charged for new connections, less any amount the new
development may have spent in excess of that spent to serve his development as required by law.
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U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
WILMINGTON DISTRICT

Action Id. SAW-2014-02049 County: Wake U.S.G.S. Quad: NC-RALEIGH EAST

GENERAL PERMIT (REGIONAL AND NATIONWIDE) VERIFICATION

Permittee: City of Raleigh Public Utilities Department
Eileen Navarrete
Address: 1 Exchange Plaza, Suite 620
Raleigh, North Carolina, 27602
Telephone Number: 919-996-4540
Size (acres) 90 Nearest Town Raleigh
Nearest Waterway Beaverdam Creek River Basin  Neuse
USGS HUC 03020201 Coordinates  Latitude: 35.8256

Longitude: -78.6428
Location description: The project area begins at northwest corner of the intersection of Hodges Street and Atlantic Avenue,
follows Crabtree Creek northwest for approximately 3.5 miles, and terminates at an existing sewer line in the vicinity of
Generation Drive.

Description of projects area and activity: This verification authorizes the placement of fill material in 0.28 acres of wetlands and
867 linear feet of stream to facilitate the construction of a sewer line.

Applicable Law:  [X] Section 404 (Clean Water Act, 33 USC 1344)
[ Section 10 (Rivers and Harbors Act, 33 USC 403)

Authorization; Nationwide Permit Number: 12 Utility Line Activities

Summary of Authorized Impacts and Required Mitigation

Open Water (ac) Wetland (sqft) | Stream (1f)
Tnpact ID# NWP Temp.orffuy Permanent
# Temporary | Permanent | In Existing ROW Temporary | Permanent
ROW Conversion
W-7 and S-7 12 2154 61
Crabtree Creek 6 12 62
Crabtree Creek 7, W-C 12 287 60
W-44B 12 559 139
Crabtree Creek 8 12 62
W-d4 12 531 770
S-5 12 91
W-2, W-3, W-4, 8-2 12 3267 4502 71
Crabtree Creek 9 12 60
Crabtree Creek 5 12 60
S-8 12 72
Crabtree Creek 4 12 60
Crabtree Creek 3 12 60
S-11 12 67
S-12 12 81
Impact Totals 0 0 0.149 ac | 0.13 ac 867 If 0
Required Wetland Required Stream Mitigation
I\/Cllitigation 56 0.13 Bank E (I & None.

SEE ATTACHED NWP GENERAL AND REGIONAL CONDITIONS

Your work is authorized by the above referenced permit provided it is accomplished in strict accordance with the enclosed
Conditions, your application signed and dated October 8, 2014, and the enclosed plans Exhibits 23-52 dated September 16,
2010. Any violation of the attached conditions or deviation from your submitted plans may subject the permittee to a stop
work order, a restoration order, a Class I administrative penalty, and/or appropriate legal action.










SAW-2014-02049

The Wilmington District is committed to providing the highest level of support to the public. To help us ensure we
continue to do so, please complete our customer Satisfaction Survey online at http://regulatory.usacesurvey.com/.

Copy furnished:

Agent: - SEPI Engineering
Sean Clark
Address: 1025 Wade Avenue

Raleigh, North Carolina, 27606
Telephone Number: 919-573-9931


















1. The Corps of Engineers believes that there may be jurisdictional waters of the
United States on the subject site, and the permit applicant or other affected party
who requested this preliminary JD is hereby advised of his or her option to
request and obtain an approved jurisdictional determination (JD) for that site.
Nevertheless, the permit applicant or other person who requested this
preliminary JD has declined to exercise the option to obtain an approved JD in
this instance and at this time.

2. In any circumstance where a permit applicant obtains an individual permit, or
a Nationwide General Permit (NWP) or other general permit verification requiring
“pre-construction notification” (PCN), or requests verification for a non-reporting
NWP or other general permit, and the permit applicant has not requested an
approved JD for the activity, the permit applicant is hereby made aware of the
following: (1) the permit applicant has elected to seek a permit authorization
based on a preliminary JD, which does not make an official determination of
jurisdictional waters; (2) that the applicant has the option to request an approved
JD before accepting the terms and conditions of the permit authorization, and
that basing a permit authorization on an approved JD could possibly result in less
compensatory mitigation being required or different special conditions; (3) that
the applicant has the right to request an individual permit rather than accepting
the terms and conditions of the NWP or other general permit authorization; (4)
that the applicant can accept a permit authorization and thereby agree to comply
with all the terms and conditions of that permit, including whatever mitigation
requirements the Corps has determined to be necessary; (5) that undertaking
any activity in reliance upon the subject permit authorization without requesting
an approved JD constitutes the applicant’s acceptance of the use of the
preliminary JD, but that either form of JD will be processed as soon as is
practicable; (6) accepting a permit authorization (e.g., signing a proffered
individual permit) or undertaking any activity in reliance on any form of Corps
permit authorization based on a preliminary JD constitutes agreement that all
wetlands and other water bodies on the site affected in any way by that activity
are jurisdictional waters of the United States, and precludes any challenge to
such jurisdiction in any administrative or judicial compliance or enforcement
action, or in any administrative appeal or in any Federal court; and (7) whether
the applicant elects to use either an approved JD or a preliminary JD, that JD
will be processed as soon as is practicable. Further, an approved JD, a proffered
individual permit (and all terms and conditions contained therein), or individual
permit denial can be administratively appealed pursuant to 33 C.F.R. Part 331,
and that in any administrative appeal, jurisdictional issues can be raised (see 33
C.F.R. 331.5(a)(2)). If, during that administrative appeal, it becomes necessary
to make an official determination whether CWA jurisdiction exists over a site, or
to provide an official delineation of jurisdictional waters on the site, the Corps will
provide an approved JD to accomplish that result, as soon as is practicable.


































































NATIONWIDE PERMIT 12
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS
FINAL NOTICE OF ISSUANCE AND MODIFICATION OF NATIONWIDE PERMITS
FEDERAL REGISTER
AUTHORIZED MARCH 19, 2012

Utility Line Activities. Activities required for the construction, maintenance, repair, and
removal of utility lines and associated facilities in waters of the United States, provided the
activity does not result in the loss of greater than 1/2-acre of waters of the United States for each
single and complete project.

Utility lines: This NWP authorizes the construction, maintenance, or repair of utility
lines, including outfall and intake structures, and the associated excavation, backfill, or bedding
for the utility lines, in all waters of the United States, provided there is no change in pre-
construction contours. A “utility line” is defined as any pipe or pipeline for the transportation of
any gaseous, liquid, liquescent, or slurry substance, for any purpose, and any cable, line, or wire
for the transmission for any purpose of electrical energy, telephone, and telegraph messages, and
radio and television communication. The term “utility line” does not include activities that drain
a water of the United States, such as drainage tile or french drains, but it does apply to pipes
conveying drainage from another area.

Material resulting from trench excavation may be temporarily sidecast into waters of the
United States for no more than three months, provided the material is not placed in such a
manner that it is dispersed by currents or other forces. The district engineer may extend the
period of temporary side casting for no more than a total of 180 days, where appropriate. In
wetlands, the top 6 to 12 inches of the trench should normally be backfilled with topsoil from the
trench. The trench cannot be constructed or backfilled in such a manner as to drain waters of the
United States (e.g., backfilling with extensive gravel layers, creating a french drain effect). Any
exposed slopes and stream banks must be stabilized immediately upon completion of the utility
line crossing of each waterbody.

Utility line substations: This NWP authorizes the construction, maintenance, or
expansion of substation facilities associated with a power line or utility line in non-tidal waters
of the United States, provided the activity, in combination with all other activities included in
one single and complete project, does not result in the loss of greater than 1/2-acre of waters of
the United States. This NWP does not authorize discharges into non-tidal wetlands adjacent to
tidal waters of the United States to construct, maintain, or expand substation facilities.

Foundations for overhead utility line towers, poles, and anchors: This NWP authorizes
the construction or maintenance of foundations for overhead utility line towers, poles, and
anchors in all waters of the United States, provided the foundations are the minimum size
necessary and separate footings for each tower leg (rather than a larger single pad) are used
where feasible.

Access roads: This NWP authorizes the construction of access roads for the construction
and maintenance of utility lines, including overhead power lines and utility line substations, in
non-tidal waters of the United States, provided the activity, in combination with all other
activities included in one single and complete project, does not cause the loss of greater than 1/2-
acre of non-tidal waters of the United States. This NWP does not authorize discharges into non-




Note 4: For overhead utility lines authorized by this NWP, a copy of the PCN and NWP
verification will be provided to the Department of Defense Siting Clearinghouse, which will
evaluate potential effects on military activities.



8. Adverse Effects From Impoundments. If the activity creates an impoundment of water,
adverse effects to the aquatic system due to accelerating the passage of water, and/or restricting
its flow must be minimized to the maximum extent practicable.

9. Management of Water Flows. To the maximum extent practicable, the pre-construction
course, condition, capacity, and location of open waters must be maintained for each activity,
including stream channelization and storm water management activities, except as provided
below. The activity must be constructed to withstand expected high flows. The activity must not
restrict or impede the passage of normal or high flows, unless the primary purpose of the activity
is to impound water or manage high flows. The activity may alter the pre-construction course,
condition, capacity, and location of open waters if it benefits the aquatic environment (e.g.,
stream restoration or relocation activities).

10. Fills Within 100-Year Floodplains. The activity must comply with applicable FEMA-
approved state or local floodplain management requirements.

11. Equipment. Heavy equipment working in wetlands or mudflats must be placed on
mats, or other measures must be taken to minimize soil disturbance.

12. Soil Erosion and Sediment Controls. Appropriate soil erosion and sediment controls
must be used and maintained in effective operating condition during construction, and all
exposed soil and other fills, as well as any work below the ordinary high water mark or high tide
line, must be permanently stabilized at the earliest practicable date. Permittees are encouraged to
perform work within waters of the United States during periods of low-flow or no-flow.

13. Removal of Temporary Fills. Temporary fills must be removed in their entirety and
the affected areas returned to pre-construction elevations. The affected areas must be
revegetated, as appropriate.

14. Proper Maintenance. Any authorized structure or fill shall be properly maintained,
including maintenance to ensure public safety and compliance with applicable NWP general
conditions, as well as any activity-specific conditions added by the district engineer to an NWP

authorization.

15. Single and Complete Project. The activity must be a single and complete project. The
same NWP cannot be used more than once for the same single and complete project.

- 16. Wild and Scenic Rivers. No activity may occur in a component of the National Wild
and Scenic River System, or in a river officially designated by Congress as a “study river” for
possible inclusion in the system while the river is in an official study status, unless the
appropriate Federal agency with direct management responsibility for such river, has determined
in writing that the proposed activity will not adversely affect the Wild and Scenic River
designation or study status. Information on Wild and Scenic Rivers may be obtained from the
appropriate Federal land management agency responsible for the designated Wild and Scenic
River or study river (e.g., National Park Service, U.S. Forest Service, Bureau of Land
Management, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service).




(f) Information on the location of threatened and endangered species and their critical
habitat can be obtained directly from the offices of the U.S. FWS and NMFS or their world wide

web pages at http://www.fws.gov/ or http://www.fws.gov/ipac and
http://www.noaa.gov/fisheries.html respectively.

19. Migratory Birds and Bald and Golden Eagles. The permittee is responsible for
obtaining any “take” permits required under the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s regulations
governing compliance with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act or the Bald and Golden Eagle
Protection Act. The permittee should contact the appropriate local office of the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service to determine if such “take” permits are required for a particular activity.

20. Historic Properties. (a) In cases where the district engineer determines that the
activity may affect properties listed, or eligible for listing, in the National Register of Historic
Places, the activity is not authorized, until the requirements of Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) have been satisfied.

(b) Federal permittees should follow their own procedures for complying with the
requirements of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. Federal permittees must
provide the district engineer with the appropriate documentation to demonstrate compliance with
those requirements. The district engineer will review the documentation and determine whether
it is sufficient to address section 106 compliance for the NWP activity, or whether additional
section 106 consultation is necessary.

(c) Non-federal permittees must submit a pre-construction notification to the district
engineer if the authorized activity may have the potential to cause effects to any historic
properties listed on, determined to be eligible for listing on, or potentially eligible for listing on
the National Register of Historic Places, including previously unidentified properties. For such
activities, the pre-construction notification must state which historic properties may be affected
by the proposed work or include a vicinity map indicating the location of the historic properties
or the potential for the presence of historic properties. Assistance regarding information on the
location of or potential for the presence of historic resources can be sought from the State
Historic Preservation Officer or Tribal Historic Preservation Officer, as appropriate, and the
National Register of Historic Places (see 33 CFR 330.4(g)). When reviewing pre-construction
notifications, district engineers will comply with the current procedures for addressing the
requirements of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. The district engineer shall
make a reasonable and good faith effort to carry out appropriate identification efforts, which may
include background research, consultation, oral history interviews, sample field investigation,
and field survey. Based on the information submitted and these efforts, the district engineer shall
determine whether the proposed activity has the potential to cause an effect on the historic
properties. Where the non-Federal applicant has identified historic properties on which the
activity may have the potential to cause effects and so notified the Corps, the non-Federal
applicant shall not begin the activity until notified by the district engineer either that the activity
has no potential to cause effects or that consultation under Section 106 of the NHPA has been
completed.

(d) The district engineer will notify the prospective permittee within 45 days of receipt
of a complete pre-construction notification whether NHPA Section 106 consultation is required.
Section 106 consultation is not required when the Corps determines that the activity does not
have the potential to cause effects on historic properties (see 36 CFR §800.3(a)). If NHPA




23. Mitigation. The district engineer will consider the following factors when
determining appropriate and practicable mitigation necessary to ensure that adverse effects on
the aquatic environment are minimal:

(a) The activity must be designed and constructed to avoid and minimize adverse effects,
both temporary and permanent, to waters of the United States to the maximum extent practicable
at the project site (i.e., on site).

(b) Mitigation in all its forms (avoiding, minimizing, rectifying, reducing, or
compensating for resource losses) will be required to the extent necessary to ensure that the
adverse effects to the aquatic environment are minimal.

(c) Compensatory mitigation at a minimum one-for-one ratio will be required for all
wetland losses that exceed 1/10-acre and require pre-construction notification, unless the district
engineer determines in writing that either some other form of mitigation would be more
environmentally appropriate or the adverse effects of the proposed activity are minimal, and
provides a project-specific waiver of this requirement. For wetland losses of 1/10-acre or less
that require pre-construction notification, the district engineer may determine on a case-by-case
basis that compensatory mitigation is required to ensure that the activity results in minimal
adverse effects on the aquatic environment. Compensatory mitigation projects provided to offset
losses of aquatic resources must comply with the applicable provisions of 33 CFR part 332.

(1) The prospective permittee is responsible for proposing an appropriate compensatory
mitigation option if compensatory mitigation is necessary to ensure that the activity results in
minimal adverse effects on the aquatic environment.

(2) Since the likelihood of success is greater and the impacts to potentially valuable
uplands are reduced, wetland restoration should be the first compensatory mitigation option
considered.

(3) If permittee-responsible mitigation is the proposed option, the prospective permittee is
responsible for submitting a mitigation plan. A conceptual or detailed mitigation plan may be
used by the district engineer to make the decision on the NWP verification request, but a final
mitigation plan that addresses the applicable requirements of 33 CFR 332.4(c)(2) — (14) must be
approved by the district engineer before the permittee begins work in waters of the United States,
unless the district engineer determines that prior approval of the final mitigation plan is not
practicable or not necessary to ensure timely completion of the required compensatory mitigation
(see 33 CFR 332.3(k)(3)).

(4) If mitigation bank or in-lieu fee program credits are the proposed option, the
mitigation plan only needs to address the baseline conditions at the impact site and the number of
credits to be provided. '

(5) Compensatory mitigation requirements (e.g., resource type and amount to be provided
as compensatory mitigation, site protection, ecological performance standards, monitoring
requirements) may be addressed through conditions added to the NWP authorization, instead of
components of a compensatory mitigation plan.

(d) For losses of streams or other open waters that require pre-construction notification,
the district engineer may require compensatory mitigation, such as stream rehabilitation,
enhancement, or preservation, to ensure that the activity results in minimal adverse effects on the
aquatic environment.

(e) Compensatory mitigation will not be used to increase the acreage losses allowed by
the acreage limits of the NWPs. For example, if an NWP has an acreage limit of 1/2-acre, it
cannot be used to authorize any project resulting in the loss of greater than 1/2-acre of waters of



26. Coastal Zone Management. In coastal states where an NWP has not previously
received a state coastal zone management consistency concurrence, an individual state coastal
zone management consistency concurrence must be obtained, or a presumption of concurrence
must occur (see 33 CER 330.4(d)). The district engineer or a State may require additional
measures to ensure that the authorized activity is consistent with state coastal zone management

requirements.

27. Regional and Case-By-Case Conditions. The activity must comply with any regional
conditions that may have been added by the Division Engineer (see 33 CFR 330.4(e)) and with
any case specific conditions added by the Corps or by the state, Indian Tribe, or U.S. EPA in its
section 401 Water Quality Certification, or by the state in its Coastal Zone Management Act

consistency determination.

28. Use of Multiple Nationwide Permits. The use of more than one NWP for a single and
complete project is prohibited, except when the acreage loss of waters of the United States
authorized by the NWPs does not exceed the acreage limit of the NWP with the highest specified
acreage limit. For example, if a road crossing over tidal waters is constructed under NWP 14,
with associated bank stabilization authorized by NWP 13, the maximum acreage loss of waters
of the United States for the total project cannot exceed 1/3-acre.

29. Transfer of Nationwide Permit Verifications. If the permittee sells the property
associated with a nationwide permit verification, the permittee may transfer the nationwide
permit verification to the new owner by submitting a letter to the appropriate Corps district office
to validate the transfer. A copy of the nationwide permit verification must be attached to the
letter, and the letter must contain the following statement and signature:

“When the structures or work authorized by this nationwide permit are still in existence at
the time the property is transferred, the terms and conditions of this nationwide permit, including
any special conditions, will continue to be binding on the new owner(s) of the property. To
validate the transfer of this nationwide permit and the associated liabilities associated with
compliance with its terms and conditions, have the transferee sign and date below.”

(Transferee)

(Date)

30. Compliance Certification. Each permittee who receives an NWP verification letter
from the Corps must provide a signed certification documenting completion of the authorized
activity and any required compensatory mitigation. The success of any required permittee-
responsible mitigation, including the achievement of ecological performance standards, will be
addressed separately by the district engineer. The Corps will provide the permittee the
certification document with the NWP verification letter. The certification document will
include:
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(3) A description of the proposed project; the project’s purpose; direct and indirect
adverse environmental effects the project would cause, including the anticipated amount of loss
of water of the United States expected to result from the NWP activity, in acres, linear feet, or
other appropriate unit of measure; any other NWP(s), regional general permit(s), or individual
permit(s) used or intended to be used to authorize any part of the proposed project or any related
activity. The description should be sufficiently detailed to allow the district engineer to
determine that the adverse effects of the project will be minimal and to determine the need for
compensatory mitigation. Sketches should be provided when necessary to show that the activity
complies with the terms of the NWP. (Sketches usually clarify the project and when provided
results in a quicker decision. Sketches should contain sufficient detail to provide an illustrative
description of the proposed activity (e.g., a conceptual plan), but do not need to be detailed
engineering plans); .

(4) The PCN must include a delineation of wetlands, other special aquatic sites, and other
waters, such as lakes and ponds, and perennial, intermittent, and ephemeral streams, on the
project site. Wetland delineations must be prepared in accordance with the current method
required by the Corps. The permittee may ask the Corps to delineate the special aquatic sites and
other waters on the project site, but there may be a delay if the Corps does the delineation,
especially if the project site is large or contains many waters of the United States. Furthermore,
the 45 day period will not start until the delineation has been submitted to or completed by the
Corps, as appropriate;

(5) If the proposed activity will result in the loss of greater than 1/10-acre of wetlands and
a PCN is required, the prospective permittee must submit a statement describing how the
mitigation requirement will be satisfied, or explaining why the adverse effects are minimal and
why compensatory mitigation should not be required. As an alternative, the prospective
permittee may submit a conceptual or detailed mitigation plan.

(6) If any listed species or designated critical habitat might be affected or is in the vicinity
of the project, or if the project is located in designated critical habitat, for non-Federal applicants
the PCN must include the name(s) of those endangered or threatened species that might be
affected by the proposed work or utilize the designated critical habitat that may be affected by
the proposed work. Federal applicants must provide documentation demonstrating compliance
with the Endangered Species Act; and

(7) For an activity that may affect a historic property listed on, determined to be eligible
for listing on, or potentially eligible for listing on, the National Register of Historic Places, for
non-Federal applicants the PCN must state which historic property may be affected by the
proposed work or include a vicinity map indicating the location of the historic property. Federal
applicants must provide documentation demonstrating compliance with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act.

(c) Form of Pre-Construction Notification: The standard individual permit application
form (Form ENG 4345) may be used, but the completed application form must clearly indicate
that it is a PCN and must include all of the information required in paragraphs (b)(1) through (7)
of this general condition. A letter containing the required information may also be used.

(d) Agency Coordination: (1) The district engineer will consider any comments from
Federal and state agencies concerning the proposed activity’s compliance with the terms and
conditions of the NWPs and the need for mitigation to reduce the project’s adverse
environmental effects to a minimal level.
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vicinity of the NWP activity, the type of resource that will be affected by the NWP activity, the
functions provided by the aquatic resources that will be affected by the NWP activity, the degree
or magnitude to which the aquatic resources perform those functions, the extent that aquatic
resource functions will be lost as a result of the NWP activity (e.g., partial or complete loss), the
duration of the adverse effects (temporary or permanent), the importance of the aquatic resource
functions to the region (e.g., watershed or ecoregion), and mitigation required by the district
engineer. If an appropriate functional assessment method is available and practicable to use, that
assessment method may be used by the district engineer to assist in the minimal adverse effects
determination. The district engineer may add case-specific special conditions to the NWP
authorization to address site-specific environmental concerns.

2. If the proposed activity requires a PCN and will result in a loss of greater than 1/10-
acre of wetlands, the prospective permittee should submit a mitigation proposal with the PCN.
Applicants may also propose compensatory mitigation for projects with smaller impacts. The
district engineer will consider any proposed compensatory mitigation the applicant has included
in the proposal in determining whether the net adverse environmental effects to the aquatic
environment of the proposed activity are minimal. The compensatory mitigation proposal may be
either conceptual or detailed. If the district engineer determines that the activity complies with
the terms and conditions of the NWP and that the adverse effects on the aquatic environment are
minimal, after considering mitigation, the district engineer will notify the permittee and include
any activity-specific conditions in the NWP verification the district engineer deems necessary.
Conditions for compensatory mitigation requirements must comply with the appropriate .
provisions at 33 CFR 332.3(k). The district engineer must approve the final mitigation plan
before the permittee commences work in waters of the United States, unless the district engineer
determines that prior approval of the final mitigation plan is not practicable or not necessary to
ensure timely completion of the required compensatory mitigation. If the prospective permittee
elects to submit a compensatory mitigation plan with the PCN, the district engineer will
expeditiously review the proposed compensatory mitigation plan. The district engineer must
review the proposed compensatory mitigation plan within 45 calendar days of receiving a
complete PCN and determine whether the proposed mitigation would ensure no more than
minimal adverse effects on the aquatic environment. If the net adverse effects of the project on
the aquatic environment (after consideration of the compensatory mitigation proposal) are
determined by the district engineer to be minimal, the district engineer will provide a timely
written response to the applicant. The response will state that the project can proceed under the
terms and conditions of the NWP, including any activity-specific conditions added to the NWP

authorization by the district engineer.

3. If the district engineer determines that the adverse effects of the proposed work are
more than minimal, then the district engineer will notify the applicant either: (a) That the project
does not qualify for authorization under the NWP and instruct the applicant on the procedures to
seek authorization under an individual permit; (b) that the project is authorized under the NWP
subject to the applicant’s submission of a mitigation plan that would reduce the adverse effects
on the aquatic environment to the minimal level; or (c) that the project is authorized under the
NWP with specific modifications or conditions. Where the district engineer determines that
mitigation is required to ensure no more than minimal adverse effects occur to the aquatic
environment, the activity will be authorized within the 45-day PCN period, with activity-specific
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of actual data, by a line of oil or scum along shore objects, a more or less continuous deposit of
fine shell or debris on the foreshore or berm, other physical markings or characteristics,
vegetation lines, tidal gages, or other suitable means that delineate the general height reached by
a rising tide. The line encompasses spring high tides and other high tides that occur with periodic
frequency but does not include storm surges in which there is a departure from the normal or
predicted reach of the tide due to the piling up of water against a coast by strong winds such as
those accompanying a hurricane or other intense storm.

Historic Property: Any prehistoric or historic district, site (including archaeological site),
building, structure, or other object included in, or eligible for inclusion in, the National Register
of Historic Places maintained by the Secretary of the Interior. This term includes artifacts,
records, and remains that are related to and located within such properties. The term includes
properties of traditional religious and cultural importance to an Indian tribe or Native Hawaiian
organization and that meet the National Register criteria (36 CFR part 60).

Independent utility: A test to determine what constitutes a single and complete non-linear
project in the Corps regulatory program. A project is considered to have independent utility if it
would be constructed absent the construction of other projects in the project area. Portions of a
multi-phase project that depend upon other phases of the project do not have independent utility.
Phases of a project that would be constructed even if the other phases were not built can be
considered as separate single and complete projects with independent utility.

Indirect effects: Effects that are caused by the activity and are later in time or farther
removed in distance, but are still reasonably foreseeable.

Intermittent stream: An intermittent stream has flowing water during certain times of the
year, when groundwater provides water for stream flow. During dry periods, intermittent streams
may not have flowing water. Runoff from rainfall is a supplemental source of water for stream

flow.

Loss of waters of the United States: Waters of the United States that are permanently
adversely affected by filling, flooding, excavation, or drainage because of the regulated activity.
Permanent adverse effects include permanent discharges of dredged or fill material that change
an aquatic area to dry land, increase the bottom elevation of a waterbody, or change the use of a
waterbody. The acreage of loss of waters of the United States is a threshold measurement of the
impact to jurisdictional waters for determining whether a project may qualify for an NWP; it is
not a net threshold that is calculated after considering compensatory mitigation that may be used
to offset losses of aquatic functions and services. The loss of stream bed includes the linear feet
of stream bed that is filled or excavated. Waters of the United States temporarily filled, flooded,
excavated, or drained, but restored to pre-construction contours and elevations after construction,
are not included in the measurement of loss of waters of the United States. Impacts resulting
from activities eligible for exemptions under Section 404(f) of the Clean Water Act are not
considered when calculating the loss of waters of the United States.

Non-tidal wetland: A non-tidal wetland is a wetland that is not subject to the ebb and
flow of tidal waters. The definition of a wetland can be found at 33 CFR 328.3(b). Non-tidal
wetlands contiguous to tidal waters are located landward of the high tide line (i.e., spring high
tide line).

Open water: For purposes of the NWPs, an open water is any area that in a year with
normal patterns of precipitation has water flowing or standing above ground to the extent that an
ordinary high water mark can be determined. Aquatic vegetation within the area of standing or

17






Final Regional Conditions 2012

NOTICE ABOUT WEB LINKS IN THIS DOCUMENT:

The web links (both internal to our District and any external links to collaborating agencies) in
this document are valid at the time of publication. However, the Wilmington District Regulatory
Program web page addresses, as with other agency web sites, may change over the timeframe of
the five-year Nationwide Permit renewal cycle, in response to policy mandates or technology
advances. While we will make every effort to check on the integrity of our web links and provide
re-direct pages whenever possible, we ask that you report any broken links to us so we can keep
the page information current and usable. We apologize in advanced for any broken links that
you may encounter, and we ask that you navigate from the regulatory home page (wetlands and
stream permits) of the Wilmington District Corps of Engineers, to the “Permits” section of our
web site to find links for pages that cannot be found by clicking directly on the listed web link in
this document.

Final 2012 Regional Conditions for Nationwide Permits (NWP) in the
Wilmington District

1.0 Excluded Waters

The Corps has identified waters that will be excluded from the use of all NWP’s during certain
timeframes. These waters are:

1.1 Anadromous Fish Spawning Areas

Waters of the United States identified by either the North Carolina Division of Marine Fisheries
(NCDMTF) or the North Carolina Wildlife Resources Commission (NCWRC) as anadromous fish
spawning areas are excluded during the period between February 15 and June 30, without prior
written approval from NCDMF or NCWRC and the Corps.

1.2 Trout Waters Moratorium

Waters of the United States in the twenty-five designated trout counties of North Carolina are
excluded during the period between October 15 and April 15 without prior written approval from
the NCWRC. (See Section 2.7 for a list of the twenty-five trout counties).

1.3 Sturgeon Spawning Areas as Designated by the National Marine Fisheries Service
(NMFS)

Waters of the United States designated as sturgeon spawning areas arc excluded during the
period between February 1 and June 30, without prior written approval from the NMFS.
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2.2 Special Designation Waters

Prior to the use of any NWP in any of the following identified waters and contiguous wetlands in
North Carolina, applicants must comply with Nationwide Permit General Condition 31 (PCN).
The North Carolina waters and contiguous wetlands that require additional notification

requirements are:

“Outstanding Resource Waters” (ORW) or “High Quality Waters” (HQW) as designated by the
North Carolina Environmental Management Commission; “Inland Primary Nursery Areas”
(IPNA) as designated by the NCWRC; “Contiguous Wetlands” as defined by the North Carolina
Environmental Management Commission; or “Primary Nursery Areas” (PNA) as designated by
the North Carolina Marine Fisheries Commission.

2.3 Coastal Area Management Act (CAMA) Areas of Environmental Concern

Non-federal applicants for any NWP in a designated “Area of Environmental Concern” (AEC) in
the twenty (20) counties of Eastern North Carolina covered by the North Carolina Coastal Area
Management Act (CAMA) must also obtain the required CAMA permit. Development activities
for non-federal projects may not commence until a copy of the approved CAMA permit is
furnished to the appropriate Wilmington District Regulatory Field Office (Wilmington Field
Office — 69 Darlington Avenue, Wilmington, NC 28403 or Washington Field Office — 2407
West 5th Street, Washington, NC 27889).

2.4 Barrier Islands

Prior to the use of any NWP on a barrier island of North Carolina, applicants must comply with
Nationwide Permit General Condition 31 (PCN).

2.5 Mountain or Piedmont Bogs

Prior to the use of any NWP in a Bog classified by the North Carolina Wetland Assessment
Methodology (NCWAM), applicants shall comply with Nationwide Permit General Condition 31
(PCN). The latest version of NCWAM is located on the NC DWQ web site at:
http://portal.ncdenr.org/web/wq/swp/ws/pdu/ncwam .

2.6 Animal Waste IFacilities

Prior to use of any NWP for construction of animal waste facilities in waters of the US, including
wetlands, applicants shall comply with Nationwide Permit General Condition 31 (PCN).

2.7 Trout Waters

" Prior to any discharge of dredge or fill material into streams or waterbodies within the twenty-
five (25) designated trout counties of North Carolina, the applicant shall comply with
Nationwide Permit General Condition 31 (PCN). The applicant shall also provide a copy of the
notification to the appropriate NCWRC office to facilitate the determination of any potential
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4.1.6. The minimum clearance* for an aerial line, transmitting electrical power, is based on the
low point of the line under conditions that produce the greatest sag, taking into consideration
temperature, load, wind, length or span and the type of supports. The minimum clearance for an
aerial electrical power transmission line crossing navigable waters of the US shall be governed
by the system voltage, as indicated below:

Nominal System Minimum Clearance

Voltage, kilovolt Above Bridge Clearance (As
Established by the U.S. Coast
Guard)

115 and below 20 feet

138 22

161 24

230 26

350 30

500 35

700 42

750 to 765 45

*NOTE: Minimum clearance is the distance measured between the lowest point of a stationary
bridge, including any infrastructure attached to underside of the bridge, and the Mean High
Water (MHW) of the navigable waters of the US beneath the bridge.

4.1.7. On navigable waters of the US, including all federal navigation projects, where there is no
bridge for reference for minimum clearance, the proposed project will need to be reviewed by the
US Army Corps of Engineers in order to determine the minimum clearance between the line and
MHW necessary to protect navigational interests.

4.1.8. A plan to restore and re-vegetate wetland areas cleared for construction must be submitted
with the required PCN. Cleared wetland areas shall be re-vegetated to the maximum extent
practicable with native species of canopy, shrub, and herbaceous species. Fescue grass shall not
be used.

4.1.9. For the purposes of this NWP, any permanently maintained corridor along the utility ROW
within forested wetlands shall be considered a permanent impact and a compensatory mitigation
plan will be required for all such impacts associated with the requested activity.

4.1.10. Use of rip-rap or any other engineered structures to stabilize a stream bed should be
avoided to the maximum extent practicable. If riprap stabilization is needed, it should be placed
only on the stream banks, or, if it is necessary to be placed in the stream bed, the finished top
elevation of the riprap should not exceed that of the original stream bed.
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Special Provisions (Cont.)
City of Raleigh
Page 4 (14149)

24. All utility access points, such as manholes, splice boxes and junction boxes shall be located outside
the right of way line of I-440.

25. The crossing of [-440 shall be by boring (micro-tunneling) only.

26. Pavement is not to be disturbed. Any pavement replacement or repair required due to this
installation shall be the responsibility of the encroaching party. Pavement repair or replacement
shall be in accordance with the requirements of and to the satisfaction of the District Engineer.

27. Any utility marker required shall be as close to the right of way line as possible. If it is not feasible
to install markers at or near the right of way line, written approval specific to the site shall be
obtained from the District Engineer prior to installation.





















Kathryn Johnston
Secretary

j. Brian Ratledge

State Environmental

Review Clearinghouse
ADMINISTRATION

September 21, 2016

Mr. David Wainwright

North Carolina Department of Environmental Quality
Division of Water Resources

1611 Maii Service Center

Raleigh, North Carolina 27699

Re:  SCH File # 17-E-4300-0105; EA/FONS!; Revised - Proposed project by the City of Raleigh
to construct a 40 MGD Crabtree Creek {ift station and install infrastructure to address
wet weather hydraulic capacity issues in the Crabtree service area and 2030 growth
needs.

Dear Mr. Wainwright:

The above referenced environmental impact information has been reviewed through the State
Ciearinghouse under the provisions of the North Carolina Environmental Policy Act.

Attached to this letter are comments made in the review of this document. Because of the
nature of the comments, it has been determined that no further State Clearinghouse review
action on your part is needed for compliance with the North Carolina Environmental Policy Act.
The attached comments should be taken into consideration in project development.

Sincerely,

CrystaitBest
State Environmental Review Clearinghouse

Attachments
cc: Region ]

~—>"Nothing Compares=~_._
State of North Carolina | Administration
116 West Jones 5t. | 1301 Mail Service Center | Raleigh, NC 27699-1301
state.clearinghouse@doanc.gov | 919 8072419 T



NORTH CAROLINA STATE CLEARINGHOUSE
DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION

///" INTERGOVERNMENTAL REVIEW

COUNTY : WAKE " HO3: SEWER SYSTEMS (LINES, PUMP STATE NUMBER: 17-E~4300~0105
STATIONS) DATE RECEIVED: 08/19/2016
AGENCY RESPONSE: 09/14/2016
REVIEW CLOSED: 09/19/2016

MS LYN HARDISON

CLEARINGHQUSE CCORDINATOR

DEPT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
GREEN SQUARE BUILDING - MSC # 1601
RATEIGH NC

REVIEW DISTRIBUTION

DEPT OF ENVIRCNMENTAL QUALITY
DEPT OF NATURAL & CULTURAL RESOURCE
DEPT OF TRANSPORTATION
DNCRE - DIV OF PARKS AND RECREATION
DPs - DIV OF EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT
TRIANGLE J COG
PROJECT INFORMATION
APPLICANT: NCDEQ
TYPE: State Environmentai Policy Act
Envirormental Assessment/Finding of No Significant Impact

DESC. Revised - Proposed project by the City of Raleigh to construct a 40 MGD Crabtree
Creek 1ift station and install infrastructure to address wet weather hydraulic

capacity issues in the Crabtree service area and 2030 growth needs.

CROSS-REFERENCE NUMBER: 10-E-4300-04105

The attached project has been submitted to the N. . State Clearinghouse for
intergovernmental review., Pleage review and subiit vour response by the above
indicated date to 1301 Mall Service Center, Raleigh NC 27699-1301,

1f additional review time is needed, please vontact thig office at {919)8B07-2425.

Nl
AS A RESULT OF THIS REVIEW THE FOLLOWING I3 SUBMITTED: [Eﬁ NO COMMENT [:] COMMENTS ATTACHED

SIGNED BY: AL 5 %&&é% DATE: _§-A0-[¢
U ‘



NORTH CAROLINA STATE CLEARINGHOUSE
DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION

INTERGOVERNMENTAL REVIEW
COUNTY : WAKR

HO3: SEWER SYSTEMS (LINES, PUMF STATE NUMBER: 17-E-4300-0105

STATIONS) DATE RECEIVED: 08/19/2016
AGENCY RESPONSE: 05/14/2016
REVIEW CLOSED: 09/19/2016

MS CARRIE ATKINSCN
LEARINGHOUSE COORDINATOR
DEPT OF TRANSPORTATION
STATEWIDE PLANNING - MSC #1554
RALEIGHE NC

REVIEW DISTRIBUTION

DEPFT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

DEPT CF NATURAL & CULTURAL RESOURCE

DEPT OF TRANSPORTATION

DNCR - DIV QF PARKS AND RECREATION

DPS -~ DIV OF EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

TRIANGLE J COG

PROJECT INFORMATION

APPLICANT: NCDEQ

TYPE: State Envircnmental Policy Act
Environmental Assessment/Finding of No Significant Impact

DESC: Revised - Proposed project by the City of Raleigh to construct a 40 MCD Crabtree
Creek 1ift station and insgtall infrastructure to address wet weather hydraulic

capaclity issues in the Crabtree service area and 2030 growth needs.

CROSS-REFERENCE NUMBER: 10-E-4300-0£19

The attached project has been submitted to the N. . State Clearinghouse for
intergovernmental review. Please review and submit your regponsge by the above
indicated date to 1301 Mail Service Center, Raleigh NC 27699-1301.

If additional review time is needed, please contact this office at (819)807-2425,

AS A RESULT OF THIS REVIEW THE FOLLOWING IS SUBMITTED: NO COMMENT |:| COMMENTS

5

ATTACHED

AT, ) i
SIGNED BY: %Zﬁfi;*" paTE: O (®~7{%ﬁ

-
A

-/




HORTH CAROLINA STATE CLEARINGHOUSE

DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION A L
‘ INTERGOVERNMENTAL REVIEW R
COUNTY : WAKE HO3: SEWER SYSTEMS (LINES, PUMP STATE NUMBER: 17-E-4300-0105
STATIONS) DATE RECEIVED: 08/19/2016

AGENCY RESPONSE: 09/14/2016
REVIEW CLOSED: 09/19/2016

MS PAULA CUTTS

CLEARINGHOUSE COORDINATOR

DP5 - DIV OF EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT
FLOODPLATN MANAGEMENT PROGRAM

MSC # 4218

RALEIGH NC

REVIEW DISTRIBUTION

DEPT OF ENVIEREONMENTAL QUALITY
DEPT QF NATURAL & CULTURAL RESQOURCE
DEPT OF TRANSPORTATION
DNCR - DIV OF PARKS AND RECREATION
DPS - DIV OF EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT
TRIANGLE J COG
PROJECT INFORMATION
APPLICANT: NCDEQ
TYPE: State Environmental Policy Act
Environmental Assessment/Finding of No Significant Impact

DESC: Revised - Proposed project by the Cilty of Raleigh to construct a 40 MGD Crabtree
Creek 1ift station and install infrastructure to address wet weather hydraulic
capacity issues in the Crabtree service area and 2030 growth needs.

CROSS-REFERENCE NUMBER: 10-E-4300-0418

The attached project has been submitted to the N. C. State Clearinghouse for
intergovernmental review. Please review and submit your response by the above
indicated date to 1301 Mail Service Center, Raleigh NC 276939-1301.

If additional review time is needed, pieage contact this office at {918}807-2425.

-
AS A RESULT OF THIS REVIEW THE FOLLOWING 1S SUBMITTED: [:] NO COMMENT ﬁ@%mCOMMENTS ATTACHED
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'North Carolina Department of Public Safety

Emergency Management{

Pat McCrory, Governor Michae] A. Sprayberry, Director
Frank L. Perry, Secretary

September 7, 2016

State Clearinghouse

N.C. Department of Administration
1301 Mail Service Center

Raleigh, North Carolina 27699-1301

Subject: Intergovernmental Review State Number: 17-E-4300-0105
Crabtree Creek Lift Station, City of Raleigh, Wake County

As requested by the North Carolina State Clearinghouse, the North Carolina Department of
Public Safety Division of Emergency Management Risk Management reviewed the proposed
project for the Crabtree Basin Wastewater System Conveyance Improvements and offers the
following comments:

1) The project site is located in the City of Raleigh. The City of Raleigh participates in the
National Flood Insurance Program and enforces a Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance
that requires a Floodplain Development Permit be issued for all development located in
the Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA) within its jurisdiction. Please ensure the City of
Raleigh’s Floodplain Administrator reviews and issues permits for each part of the
Crabtree Basin Wastewater System Conveyance Improvements project within a SFHA.

2) The site outlined in the application encroaches on the SFHA of Crabtree Creek. Please
see Flood Insurance Rate Map Panel 1715. Any grading, fill or placement of equipment
or materials in the SFHA will require a floodplain development permit issued by the City
of Raleigh.

3) From the documentation provided, it appears that the project will encroach on the
Floodway of Crabtree Creek. If there is any encroachment, construction, or storage of
equipment and materials in the Floodway, then a hydraulic analysis shall be performed to
determine the impact on flood levels during the base flood discharge due to the proposed
construction. An increase in flood levels will require approval of a Conditional Letter of
Map Revision prior to construction. No structures shall be impacted by the increase in
flood levels. If there are no increases in flood levels, a “No-Rise” study and certification
will be required prior to construction.

Thank you for your cooperation and consideration. If you have any questions concerning the
above comments, please contact me at (919) 825-2300, by email at dan,brubaker@ncdps.gov or
at the address shown on the footer of this document.

MAILING ADDRESS:
4218 Mail Service Center
Raleigh NC 27699-4218 Raleigh, NC 27607
www.nedps.gov Telephone: (919) 825-2341
www.nefloodmaps.com 4 RELINA: ) Fax: (919) 825-0408
An Equal Opportunity Employer

GTM OFFICE LOCATION:
4105 Reedy Creek Road




State Clearinghouse Page 2 of 2 September 7, 2016
17-E-0000-0105

ceCl

Sincerely,

Y r Tf“}s ) &u&@mﬂ QA
John D. Brubaker, P.E., CFM

NFIP Engineer
Risk Management

Tom Langan, Engineering Supervisor
John Gerber, NFIP State Coordinator

Ben Brown, Floodplain Administrator, City of Raleigh

File



PAT MCCRORY

Gaversor

DONALD R. VAN DER VAART

Secretary

Energy, Mineral

and Land Resources TRACY DAVIS
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Drirector

June 9, 2016
LETTER OF APPROVAL
City of Raleigh
Ruffin L. Hall
Po Box 590

Raleigh, NC 27602

RE:  Project Name: CORPUD CRABTREE BASIN WASTEWATER SYSTEM
CONVEYANCE IMPROVEMENTS - PHASE IT (OPEN CUT)

Acres Approved: 30.0

Project ID: WAKE-2016-059

County: Wake, City: Raleigh

Address: Allegany & Hodges St.

River Basin: Neuse

Stream Classification: Other

Submitted By: Chris Windley

Date Received by LQS: May 17, 2016:5/23/16;6/1/16

Plan Type: Utilities

Description: Original submittal with several revisions increasing erosion control

particularly around stream crossing areas.

Dear Sir or Madam:

This office has reviewed the subject erosion and sedimentation control plan. We find the plan to
be acceptable and hereby issue this Letter of Approval. The enclosed Certificate of Approval
must be posted at the job site. This plan approval shall expire three (3) years following the date

of approval, if no land-disturbing activity has been undertaken, as is required by Title 15A
NCAC 4B .0129.

Please be aware that your project will be covered by the enclosed NPDES Construction
Stormwater General Permit NCG010000. Please become familiar with all the requirements and
conditions of this permit in order to achieve compliance.

Division of Energy, Mineral, and Land Resources
Energy Section + Geological Survey Section = Land Quality Section
1628 Mail Service Center Raleigh, NC 27699+ Phone: 919-791-4200 « FAX: 919-571-4718
Internet: & o Satbiaet
An Equal Opportunity \ Affirmative Action Employ

i Goveny

o

50% Rééy(;léd \ 10% Post Consumer Paper




Letter of Approval
Ruffin Hall

June 9, 2016

Page 2 of 2

Title 15A NCAC 4B .0118(a) requires that a copy of the approved erosion control plan be on file
at the job site. Also, this letter gives the notice required by G.S. 113A-61.1(a) of our right of
periodic inspection to insure compliance with the approved plan.

North Carolina's Sedimentation Pollution Control Act is performance-oriented, requiring
protection of existing natural resources and adjoining properties. If, following the
commencement of this project, the erosion and sedimentation control plan is inadequate to meet
the requirements of the Sedimentation Pollution Control Act of 1973 (North Carolina General
Statute 113A-51 through 66), this office may require revisions to the plan and implementation of
the revisions to insure compliance with the Act.

Acceptance and approval of this plan is conditioned upon your compliance with Federal and
State water quality laws, regulations, and rules. In addition, local city or county ordinances or
rules may also apply to this land-disturbing activity. This approval does not supersede any other
permit or approval.

Please note that this approval is based in part on the accuracy of the information provided in the
Financial Responsibility Form, which you provided. You are requested to file an amended form
if there is any change in the information included on the form. In addition, it would be helpful if
you notity this office of the proposed starting date for this project. Please notify us if you plan to
have a preconstruction conference.

Your cooperation is appreciated.

Sincerely,

éfw’/ﬁﬁ“k

yn Pageau, EIT, CPESC
Assistant State Sediment Specialist
Land Quality Section

Enclosures:  Certificate of Approval
NPDES Permit

cC: Chris L Windley, PE, McKim & Creed, Venture IV Builidng, Suite 500, 1730 Varsity
Dr., Raleigh, NC 27606
NPDES File



ROY COOPER

Governaor

MICHAEL S. REGAN

Secretan

Energy, Mineral WILLIAM E. TOBY VINSON, JR.
and Land Resources Interim Direcior
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

March 23, 2018
LETTER OF APPROVAL
City of Raleigh
Attn: Ruffin L. Hall
P.O. Box 590

Raleigh, NC 27602

RE: Project Name: Crabtree Basin Wastewater System Improvements — Ph. (1
Acres Approved: 1.6 Acres
Project [D: WAKE-2018-091
County: Wake, City: Raleigh, Address: Hawes Court
River Basin: Neuse
Stream Classification: Other
Submitted By: CJS Conveyance, PLLC
Date Received by LQS: April 9, 2018
Plan Type: New

Dear Mr. Hall:

This office has reviewed the subject erosion and sedimentation control plan. We find the plan to
be acceptable and hereby issue this Letter of Approval. The enclosed Certificate of Approval
must be posted at the job site. This plan approval shall expire three (3) years following the date
of approval, if no land-disturbing activity has been undertaken, as is required by Title 15A
NCAC 4B .0129.

Please be aware that your project will be covered by the enclosed NPDES Construction
Stormwater General Permit NCG010000. Please become familiar with all the requirements and
conditions of this permit in order to achieve compliance.

Title 15A NCAC 4B .0118(a) requires that a copy of the approved erosion control plan be on file
at the job site. Also, this letter gives the notice required by G.S. 113A-61.1(a) of our right of
periodic inspection to insure compliance with the approved plan.

State of North Carolina | Environmental Quality | Energy, Mineral, and Land Resources
Raleigh Regional Office | 1628 Mail Service Center | Raleigh, NC 27609
919791 4200



Letter of Approval

Crabtree Basin WW System Improvements, Ph. [I
April 9, 2018

Page 2 of 2

North Carolina's Sedimentation Pollution Control Act is performance-oriented, requiring
protection of existing natural resources and adjoining properties. If, following the
commencement of this project, the erosion and sedimentation control plan is inadequate to meet
the requirements of the Sedimentation Pollution Control Act of 1973 (North Carolina General
Statute 113A-51 through 66), this office may require revisions to the plan and implementation of
the revisions to insure compliance with the Act.

Acceptance and approval of this plan is conditioned upon your compliance with Federal and
State water quality laws, regulations, and rules. In addition, local city or county ordinances or
rules may also apply to this land-disturbing activity. This approval does not supersede any other
permit or approval.

Please note that this approval is based in part on the accuracy of the information provided in the
Financial Responsibility Form, which you provided. You are requested to file an amended form
if there is any change in the information included on the form. In addition, it would be helpful if
you notify this office of the proposed starting date for this project. Please notify us if you plan to
have a preconstruction conference.

Your cooperation is appreciated.

Sincerely,

Vb Jir—

Glen White
Regional Engineering Associate
DEMLR

Enclosures:  Certificate of Approval
NPDES Permit

cc: Chris L. Windley, CJS Conveyance, PLLC (cwindley(@cjconveyance.com} - Electronic Copy
DEMLR - Raleigh Regional Office File
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ROY COOPER NORT CAOLINA

Environmental Quality

MICHAEL S. REGAN

WILLIAM E. (TOBY) VINSON, JR.

Interim Divectar

December 14, 2018

LETTER OF APPROVAL
City of Raleigh
ATTN: Ruffin L. Hall, City Manager
PO Box 590

Raleigh, NC 27602

RE: Project Name: Crabtree Basin Wastewater System Conveyance Improvements
Ph Il - Open Cut
Project ID: WAKE-2018-101
County: WAKE, City: Raleigh, Address: Hodges Street
River Basin: Neuse, Stream Classification: Other
Submitted By: CJS Conveyance, PLLC
Date Received by LQS: December 12, 2018
Plan Type: Revised

Dear Mr. Ruffin:

This office has reviewed the subject erosion and sedimentation control plan. We find
the plan to be acceptable and hereby issue this Letter of Approval. The enclosed
Certificate of Approval must be posted at the job site. This plan approval shall expire
three (3) years following the date of approval, if no land-disturbing activity has been
undertaken, as is required by Title 15A NCAC 4B .0129,

Please be aware that your project will be covered by the enclosed NPDES
Construction Stormwater General Permit NCG010000. Please become familiar with
all the requirements and conditions of this permit in order to achieve compliance.

mcrummmmlmnwv
North Carolina Department of Enviropmental Qualtity | Division of Energy. Mineral and Land Resources
Ralcigh Regional Office | 1628 Mail Service Center [ 3800 Barret! Drive | Ralcigh, North Carolina 27609
919,791.4 200



Letter of Approval
City of Raleigh
December 14, 2018
Page 2 of 2

Title 15A NCAC 4B .0118(a) requires that a copy of the approved erosion control plan
be on file at the job site. Also, this letter gives the notice required by G.S. 113A-61.1(a)
of our right of periodic inspection to insure compliance with the approved plan.

North Carolina's Sedimentation Pollution Control Act is performance-oriented, requiring
protection of existing natural resources and adjoining properties. If, following the
commencement of this project, the erosion and sedimentation control plan is inadequate to
meet the requirements of the Sedimentation Pollution Control Act of 1973 (North Carolina
General Statute 113A-51 through 66), this office may require revisions to the plan and
implementation of the revisions to insure compliance with the Act.

Acceptance and approval of this plan is conditioned upon your compliance with Federal
and State water quality laws, regulations, and rules. In addition, local city or county
ordinances or rules may also apply to this land-disturbing activity. This approval does not
supersede any other permit or approval.

Please note that this approval is based in part on the accuracy of the information
provided in the Financial Responsibility Form, which you provided. You are
requested to file an amended form if there is any change in the information included
on the form. In addition, it would be helpful if you notify this office of the proposed
starting date for this project. Please notify us if you plan to have a preconstruction
conference.

Your cooperation is appreciated.

Sincerely,

ot

Sally Castle, El
Regional Engineering Associate
DEMLR

Enclosures: Certificate of Approval
NPDES Permit

cc: Chris L. Windley, PE ( cwindley@cjsconveyance.com ) Electronic Copy
DEMLR - Raleigh Regional Office File
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North Carclina Department of Environmental Quality | Division of Energy. Mineral and Land Resources
Raleigh Reglnnal Office 1628 Mall Service Center [ 3800 Barrett Drive | Raleigh, North Carolina 27609
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