
Preserving America’s Heritage 

July 31, 2008 

Robert L. Lee 
Division Administrator 
U.S. Department of Transportation 
Federal Highway Administration 
1835 Assembly Street, Suite 1270 
Columbia, SC  29201 

REF: 	 Proposed Construction of Interstate 73 (I-73) 
Marlboro and Dillon Counties, South Carolina 

Dear Mr. Lee: 

On July 23, 2008, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) received the Memorandum of 
Agreement (MOA) for the above referenced project. In accordance with Section 800.6(b)(1)(iv) of the 
ACHP’s regulations, the ACHP acknowledges receipt of the MOA. The filing of the MOA, and execution 
of its terms, completes the requirements of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and the 
ACHP’s regulations. 

We appreciate your providing us with a copy of this MOA and will retain it for inclusion in our records 
regarding this project. Should you have any questions or require additional assistance, please contact me 
at (202) 606-8509 or ljohnson@achp.gov. 

Sincerely, 

LaShavio Johnson 
Historic Preservation Technician 
Federal Permitting, Licensing and Assistance Section 
Office of Federal Agency Programs 

ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION 

1100 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Suite 803 • Washington, DC 20004 
Phone:202-606-8503 • Fax: 202-606-8647 • achp@achp.gov • www.achp.gov 

mailto:achp@achp.gov
http://www.achp.gov/
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SUMMARY: The FHWA is issuing this late summer 
notice to advise the public that an northeastern 
environmental impact statement (EIS) Southern Nor
will be prepared with a revised meetings will
terminus for the proposed Interstate 73 advance, givi
(I–73) highway project in eastern South for each meet
Carolina. available for 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr. and comment
Patrick Tyndall, Environmental Program hearing. 
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identified, co29201, telephone: (803) 765–5411, e-
are invited frmail: Patrick.tyndall@fhwa.dot.gov. 
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th Carolina and one in Mendocino Coast Ry., Inc.—Lea

Carolina. These Operate, 360 I.C.C. 653 (1980). 
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truction. The regulation Omaha, NE 68179. 
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FHWA, in cooperation with the South 
Carolina Department of Transportation 
(SCDOT), previously published a Notice 
of Intent in the Federal Register (August 
9, 2004; 69 FR 48271) to prepare a Tier 
1 EIS from the South Carolina/North 
Carolina state line to the vicinity of I– 
95, a distance of approximately 35 
miles. This revised notice provides for 
an EIS, not tiered, from the vicinity of 
Hamlet, North Carolina (southeast of 
Rockingham) to I–95 in South Carolina, 
a distance of approximately 40 miles. 

Improvements to the corridor are 
considered necessary to improve 
national and regional connectivity to the 
Conway/Myrtle Beach area of South 
Carolina by providing a direct link from 
North Carolina. This link will enhance 
economic opportunities and tourism in 
South Carolina. The proposed project 
would fulfill congressional intent, as 
originally proposed in the Intermodal 
Surface Transportation Efficiency Act 
(ISTEA) of 1991 (Pub. L. 102–240; 105 
Stat. 1914) and confirmed in the 
Transportation Equity Act (TEA–21) of 
1998 (Pub. L. 105–178; 112 Stat. 107). 
Alternatives to be evaluated include the 
no action alternative, the upgrade of 
existing roads, construction on new 
alignment, and combinations of 
upgrades and new alignments. 

The FHWA and SCDOT are seeking 
input as a part of the scoping process to 
assist in identifying issues relative to 
this project. Letters describing the 
proposed action and soliciting 
comments will be sent to appropriate 
Federal, State, and local agencies, and to 
private organizations and citizens who 
have previously expressed or are known 
to have interest in this proposal. An 
interagency coordination process will 
begin soon, with the invitations to 
Cooperating Agencies and a formal 
scoping meeting to occur in Fall 2005. 
A public involvement plan is being 
developed for this project and will 
include a variety of opportunities for 
interested parties to be involved in the 
project. Two public interest group/ 
public scoping meetings will be held in 

(Catalog of Federa
Program Number 2
Planning and Cons
implementing Exe
regarding intergov
Federal programs 
program). 

Issued on: July 1
Patrick L. Tyndall
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Highway Administration 

Environmental Impact Statement: 
South Carolina

AGENCY: Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of Intent (revised).
_____________________________________

sscoma
Text Box
SUMMARY: The FHWA is issuing this notice to advise the public that an environmental impact statement (EIS) will be prepared with a revised terminus for the proposed Interstate 73 (I–73) highway project in eastern South Carolina.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr. Patrick Tyndall, Environmental Program Manager, Federal Highway Administration, 1835 Assembly Street, Suite 1270, Columbia, South Carolina 29201, telephone: (803) 765–5411, e-mail: Patrick.tyndall@fhwa.dot.gov.SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The FHWA, in cooperation with the South Carolina Department of Transportation (SCDOT), previously published a Notice of Intent in the Federal Register (August 9, 2004; 69 FR 48271) to prepare a Tier 1 EIS from the South Carolina/North Carolina state line to the vicinity of I–95, a distance of approximately 35 miles. This revised notice provides for an EIS, not tiered, from the vicinity of Hamlet, North Carolina (southeast of Rockingham) to I–95 in South Carolina, a distance of approximately 40 miles.  
  Improvements to the corridor are considered necessary to improve national and regional connectivity to the Conway/Myrtle Beach area of South Carolina by providing a direct link from North Carolina. This link will enhance economic opportunities and tourism in South Carolina. The proposed project would fulfill congressional intent, as originally proposed in the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA) of 1991 (Pub. L. 102–240; 105 Stat. 1914) and confirmed in the Transportation Equity Act (TEA–21) of 1998 (Pub. L. 105–178; 112 Stat. 107). Alternatives to be evaluated include the no action alternative, the upgrade of existing roads, construction on new alignment, and combinations of upgrades and new alignments. 
  The FHWA and SCDOT are seeking input as a part of the scoping process to assist in identifying issues relative to this project. Letters describing the proposed action and soliciting comments will be sent to appropriate Federal, State, and local agencies, and to private organizations and citizens who have previously expressed or are known to have interest in this proposal. An interagency coordination process will begin soon, with the invitations to Cooperating Agencies and a formal scoping meeting to occur in Fall 2005. A public involvement plan is being developed for this project and will include a variety of opportunities for interested parties to be involved in the project. Two public interest group/public scoping meetings will be held in late summer 2005 at one location in northeastern South Carolina and one in Southern North Carolina. These meetings will be well publicized in advance, giving the location and time for each meeting. The draft EIS will be available for public and agency review and comment prior to the public hearing. 
  To ensure that the full range of issues related to this proposed action are addressed and all significant issues identified, comments and suggestions are invited from all interested parties. Comments or questions concerning this proposed action and the EIS should be directed to the FHWA at the address provided above.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Program Number 20.205, Highway Research Planning and Construction. The regulation implementing Executive Order 12372 regarding intergovernmental consultation on Federal programs and activities apply to this program).
  Issued on: July 18, 2005. 
Patrick L. Tyndall, 
Acting Division Administrator, FHWA, Columbia, South Carolina.
[FR Doc. 05–14486 Filed 7–21–05; 8:45 am] 
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South Carolina Department of 

Natural Resources 

 John E. Frampton 

  Director 
September 17, 2007 

Mr. Patrick Tyndall Mr. Mitchell Metts, P.E. 
Environmental Program Manager I-73 Project Manager 
Federal Highway Administration S.C. Department of Transportation 
1835 Assembly Street, Suite 1270 P.O. Box 191 
Columbia, SC 29201     Columbia, SC 29202 

RE: 	 Interstate 73 North Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
Dillon and Marlboro Counties, South Carolina 

Dear Mr. Tyndall and Mr. Metts: 

South Carolina Department of Natural Resources personnel have reviewed the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (DEIS) for the proposed Interstate 73 North (I-73) project submitted by the Federal 
Highway Administration and the S.C. Department of Transportation. 

The S.C. Department of Transportation in association with the Federal Highway Administration proposes 
to construct this new interstate roadway from the North Carolina/South Carolina state line, near Hamlet, 
NC to the Myrtle Beach area.  This DEIS is for the northern phase of the project extending from Interstate 
95 (I-95) in Dillon County, through Marlboro County, to connect with future Interstate 74 in North 
Carolina. The southern phase of the project has been previously addressed through a separate Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement. 

The document states that a typical road section would accommodate a six-lane facility with corridors for 
future rail lines and allowances for frontage roads where needed.  An estimated 400-foot wide right-of-
way would be acquired where frontage roads are needed and an estimated 300-foot right-of-way would be 
acquired elsewhere along the corridor. The three build alternatives evaluated in the DEIS range from 36.8 
to 40.6 miles in length.  The stated purpose of the project is to provide an interstate link between I-95 and 
the Myrtle Beach region to serve residents, businesses, and tourists while fulfilling congressional intent in 
an environmentally responsible and community sensitive manner.  The document states that the no-build 
alternative would not satisfy this purpose.  Each of the three build alternatives would satisfy the purpose; 
however, two of these alternatives were eliminated based upon their potential impacts.  Alternative 2 has 
been selected by the project sponsors as the Preferred Alternative.  The stated environmental 
consequences that would result from the Preferred Alternative include impacts to approximately 114.3 
acres of wetlands, approximately 8,100 linear feet of stream impacts in 24 crossings, an estimated 1,505 
acres of farmland, the potential relocation of 35 residences and 6 commercial establishments, and 
potential noise impacts to 3 residences. 

We appreciate the efforts of the project sponsors and the preparers of the document in developing a DEIS 
that is well written, well organized and provides a good chronology of the development of the I-73 project 



including the involvement of the various agencies and the public. We believe that the format used is 
superior in providing complicated information in a more understandable and user-friendly manner. The 
document also does a good job of presenting the various benefits and costs associated with the three build 
alternatives. 

We also believe that the use of the Agency Coordination Team (ACT) process and the Corridor Analysis 
Tool (CAT) have resulted in significant improvements over past transportation planning projects.  . 
Based on our learning experience in the use of the CAT model in the initial southern segment of I-73, we 
believe that the refinements in the methodology for the CAT tool as applied to the current project have 
lead to the identification and selection of a route that satisfies the project purpose and need while 
minimizing natural resource impacts. 

We also have previously expressed concerns regarding the potential impacts of this project on wildlife 
and wildlife habitat including water quality.  We cannot overemphasize the direct and indirect impacts a 
project of this magnitude can have on wildlife resources due to habitat fragmentation.  We believe that the 
DEIS does a relatively good job of outlining and addressing these issues and recommend that the impact 
minimization measures included in the document be implemented in project plans.  Department personnel 
are available to work with the project sponsors, particularly during the preconstruction phase, to further 
develop and implement these measures.   

The conceptual wetland mitigation plan contained in the DEIS outlines a compensatory mitigation 
methodology and discusses several different mitigation scenarios including the utilization of landscape 
scale mitigation and the preservation, restoration and enhancement of wetlands and streams.  We are 
generally in favor of the mitigation concepts presented in the DEIS and encourage the use of landscape 
scale mitigation planning that enhances existing protection efforts and public benefits.  Department 
personnel will be available to assist the project sponsors in the location and designation of a suitable 
landscape scale project necessary to mitigate for identified, overall I-73 impacts. 

We appreciate the opportunity to work with the Federal Highway Administration, the S.C. Department of 
Transportation and the members of the Agency Coordination Team in this process of selecting the future 
alignment of Interstate 73 in South Carolina.  We hope that our comments will be helpful guidance in the 
development of a Final Environmental Impact Statement. 

Sincerely, 

Greg Mixon  for 

Robert E. Duncan 
Environmental Programs Director 

cc: ACT Members 
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