As noted in Section 3.9 of the EA, the Scott’s Run Nature Preserve was developed with money from the Land
1 and Water Conservation Fund, and therefore is afforded additional protection under Section 6(f) of the Land
and Water Conservation Fund Act of 1965 (Public Law 88-578). The Preserve is operated by the FCPA, and VDOT has
coordinated with FCPA since inception of the project. Detail about the potential Section 6(f) impacts, the coordination
process, and anticipated mitigation measures is in the I-495 NEXT Section 4(f) and 6(f) Technical Memorandum, which
is also included as Appendix A of the EA. Updated details on the disposition of the Section 6(f) coordination with FCPA
and National Park Service, as well as with the Virginia Department of Conservation and Recreation, since the EA was
published are provided in the Revised EA and Section 4(f) and 6(f) Technical Memo.

Within the Area of Potential Effect (APE), pedestrian surveys and shovel testing were performed in an effort to
identify historic archaeological resources. Based on these survey efforts, four archaeological sites were found
adjacent to the LOD but would not be impacted by the I-495 NEXT Project. The results of the archaeological survey
efforts are summarized further in the Cultural Resources Survey Report. The Virginia Department of Historic
Resources (VDHR) confirmed on April 7, 2020 that none of the archaeological findings meet eligibility criteria set for
listing in the NRHP and no further work associated with archaeological resources is necessary. This information has
been included in the Revised Environmental Assessment.
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The Cultural Resources Survey Report, appended by reference to the EA, noted that Site 44FX2430 had been
identified in a 1999 cultural resources survey, and had been recommended as potentially eligible to the National
Register of Historic Places (NRHP). Site 44FX2430 was adjacent to, but not within, the Archaeological APE for the
I-495 NEXT project. Since the site is outside of the Archaeological APE, no impacts are anticipated. Therefore, no
additional surveys were conducted as part of the I-495 NEXT study. If the LOD shifts during final design so that
impacts are possible to Site 44FX2430, additional surveys would be conducted.
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VDOT will meet the requirements of Section 4(f) and Section 6(f) for potential park impacts associated with
3 the project, which are consistent with the criteria of Policy 201 and NRMP Section 7. Scott ’s Run Nature
Preserve is the only park owned by the Fairfax County Park Authority (FCPA) that is within the LOD, and therefore is
anticipated to be impacted. Two other parks —Timberly Park and McLean Hamlet Park—are within the study area,
but not within the LOD, as described in Section 3.8.1 of the EA. Based on the preliminary design, approximately 4.11
acres of the Preserve are within the LOD, with approximately 1.10 acres anticipated to be permanent impacts and
3.01 acres anticipated to be temporary easements (these updated impact numbers are in the Revised EA). Since the
Preserve is a publicly owned and publicly accessible recreational area, it is protected under Section 4(f). In addition,
since the Preserve was developed with money from the Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF), it is also
protected under Section 6(f). VDOT and FHWA have coordinated with FCPA during the preliminary planning and
design phase, and will continue to do so during final design regarding impacts, minimization measures, and mitigation
measures as part of the Section 4(f) and Section 6(f) processes. Impacts, coordination efforts, and conclusions are
summarized in the EA and detailed in the Section 4(f) and 6(f) Technical Memorandum, included in Appendix A of the
EA. Both of these documents have been revised and will be circulated publicly in early 2021, to include updated
efforts since the EA was completed.
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VDOT has completed an extensive study of existing human and natural resources and evaluated opportunities
4 to avoid or minimize impacts to resources such as Scott’s Run Nature Preserve, as documented in the EA and
supporting technical reports. VDOT is engaged in ongoing coordination with the Fairfax County Park Authority
regarding impacts to Scott’s Run Nature Preserve, and will continue working with the Virginia Department of
Conservation and Recreation (VDCR), US Corps of Engineers, Virginia Department of Environmental Quality (VDEQ),
and other agencies during final design and the permitting process to further minimize impacts as the design is refined.
Other elements that would be completed during the final design, such as development of a landscaping plan and
permitting, would provide additional information to the public and local agencies about anticipated impacts and
mitigation measures.

The results of the preliminary threatened and endangered species review, performed using the Virginia Department of
Wildlife Resources’ (VDWR) database, are presented in the 495 NEXT Natural Resources Technical Report and
summarized in the February 2020 EA. This list has recently been expanded upon, in coordination with the National Park
Service, and has been updated in the Revised EA and Natural Resources Technical Report that are anticipated to be
published in Spring 2021.
The project would include restoration of temporary impacts to park land and a revegetation program to replace trees
lost due to the construction of the project where feasible. VDOT has provided a detailed response to the separate
letter from the Park Authority indicating a commitment to coordinate on acceptable mitigation for temporary impacts
and compensation for permanent impacts.
Mitigation measures proposed for Scott’s Run Nature Preserve are summarized in the Section 4(f) and 6(f) Technical
Memorandum (Appendix A of the EA), and include the following:
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•

Avoid impacts to the recreational use of the property

•

Stabilize areas of land disturbance using a native seed mix as specified by Fairfax County Park Authority

•

Minimize potential encroachment by staying within utility easement to the extent possible

•

Include connections between the Preserve and the proposed 3.1-mile, 10-foot-wide shared use path, consistent
with the County's Trails Plan Map

Additional mitigation measures developed through ongoing coordination with FCPA have been included in the Revised
EA.
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For purposes of compliance with Section 4(f) of the US Department of Transportation Act, VDOT and FHWA
5 have determined that the trails located within the Scott’s Run Nature Preserve will be considered recreational
resources in considering the potential impacts of the I-495 NEXT project. The I-495 NEXT Section 4(f)/6(f) Technical
Memorandum describes Scott’s Run Nature Preserve in more detail, including the following description: “The Scott’s
Run Nature Preserve is predominantly made up of natural woods, bluffs, and hiking trails. The recreational activities
within the Scott’s Run Nature Preserve include walking, hiking, bird watching, wildlife viewing, educational
programming, and other similar activities."

The I-495 NEXT Natural Resources Technical Report summarizes habitat type (e.g., forest, turfgrass) within the
study area. As shown in Figure 3-11 of the report, Scott’s Run Nature Preserve within the study area is entirely
comprised of a forest/tree land cover type.
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Based on an evaluation of listed threatened and endangered species, there are no federally-protected or state
listed bird species within the Limits of Disturbance (LOD). There are no confirmed occurrences of birds on the
Migratory Bird Treaty Act list of protected migratory species within the study area. While there may be nesting
locations for hawks, owls, and Great Blue Herons near or within the LOD, these species are not protected. Potential
impacts to protected species would be updated during the permit process, and would be based on the most current
lists of federally-protected and state listed species. Conservation and protection measures for protected migratory
bird species would be in accordance with federal regulations and guidelines, including additional coordination with
the US Fish and Wildlife Service Virginia Field Office prior to construction.
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As noted in the I-495 NEXT Natural Resources Technical Report, “the study area is not within the vicinity of any
known Northern Long-Eared Bat (NLEB) hibernacula or maternity roosts, with the nearest hibernaculum
located 86.5 miles away. However, suitable summer habitat for the NLEB is present throughout the study area. The
study area is not within the vicinity of any known Little Brown Bat or Tri-Colored Bat hibernacula or maternity roosts,
and therefore, per VDWR protocols, no habitat assessment is required for these bat species, and incidental take of
these species is not anticipated.” Conservation and protection measures for protected bat species would be in
accordance with federal regulations and guidelines, including additional coordination with the US Fish and Wildlife
Service Virginia Field Office prior to construction.

8

7
8
9

9
See response to Comment #7.
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As noted in Section 3.16.1 of the EA, the VaFWIS report identified documented occurrences of the little brown
bat and tri -colored bat within a two-mile radius of the study area. While no documented occurrences of the
northern long-eared bat (NLEB) were identified in the VDWR VaFWIS report, the study area is within the range of this
species. Suitable summer habitat is present throughout the study area for all three bat species. Since the study area is
not within the vicinity of any known hibernacula or maternity roosts, per VDWR protocols, no habitat assessment —
including techniques such as a mist-netting survey — is required for these bat species, and incidental take of these
species is not prohibited. As described in Section 3.16.2 of the EA, although incidental take of the little brown bat and
tri-colored bat is not anticipated, prior to construction, additional coordination would be undertaken with VDWR to
identify any conservation measures to minimize impacts to these species. Conservation and protection measures for
the NLEB would be in accordance with the Final 4(d) Rule and the Programmatic Biological Assessment for
Transportation Projects in the Range of the NLEB, including additional coordination with the US Fish and Wildlife
Service Virginia Field Office prior to construction.
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See response to Comment #7.

Should spoils be found within the proposed limits of disturbance, the Design-Builder will be required to
properly dispose of such spoils in accordance with federal, state, and local laws. The comment regarding a
barrier to eliminate future offsite dumping is noted. VDOT is working with Dominion Power to address this issue.
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The Design-Builder will be responsible for developing the Final Noise Analysis in accordance with federal and
state policies, and with respect to the final design. The results of the final noise analysis will be shared with
the County at that future date.
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In response to comments from the public received following the I-495 NEXT Design and Location Public
Hearing held in October 2020, the typical section of the Georgetown Pike bridge over I-495 was modified. The
original concept proposed a 99-foot wide bridge that included a 10-foot wide shared use path on the south side of
the bridge, adjacent to the eastbound lanes of Georgetown Pike. The shared use path would be separated from the
vehicular travel lanes by a concrete barrier and railing. The revised design widens the bridge to 105.5 feet in order to
supplement the shared use path on the south side of the bridge with a 6-foot wide sidewalk at the back of curb on
the north side of the bridge. At the request of the Fairfax County Park Authority, a new trail segment was added in
the northwest quadrant of the interchange between the southbound off-ramp and Linganore Road, in order to
connect the proposed north side sidewalk with the existing trail between Linganore Road and the Scotts Run Nature
Preserve entrance.
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The I-495 NEXT project’s proposed shared use path would be paved up to Live Oak Drive; beyond that, grading
for a future trail connection to GWMP would extend to the proposed on-ramp from I-495 to the GWMP i n the
2025 Interim Year design (prior to Maryland’s separate Managed Lane project being open). The shared use path
parallel to I-495 would then be extended further to the north across the ALMB in a later phase, with the assumption
that the bridge will be improved as part of Maryland’s separate Managed Lane project.
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