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1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Disaster Background and Project Location

Fluvanna County, Virginia is located approximately 50 miles from the City of Richmond and 35
miles from the City of Charlottesville, and is near the geographic center of the state. The unincorporated
community of Fork Union is one of Fluvanna County's primary population centers, with an estimated
population of 1,470 people in 2009. Fork Union is situated at the southern end of the county near the
confluence of the James and Rivanna Rivers. Fork Union is home to Fork Union Military Academy, a
bank, motor lodge, post office, other businesses and residences, and several Fluvanna County
municipal properties.

Recent property damage at the Fork Union Fire Station, and a compromised ability to deliver
emergency response capabilities as a result of numerous storm events have created the need to seek
funds made available through the American Recovery Reinvestment Act (PL 111-5) of 2009 provided by
the Department of Homeland Security to fund the construction of and modification of fire stations.

The Fork Union Fire Department (Company 2}, on tax parcel (51-A-42) located at 156608 W.
River Road, Fork Union, VA 23055, (Figure 1) is the facility that has experienced repeated flood related
damage and compromised preparedness as a result. Judy Creek, which flows less than 50 feet from
the eastern and southern walls of the fire station building, is the watercourse responsible for the flooding
problems. The frequency of the flooding, the location of the fire station within the floodplain, and the
poor condition of the facility has resulted in the County of Fluvanna not pursuing flood mitigation for the
current site. The county prefers to cease using the existing Fork Union facility as an active fire station; it
will be retained as an auxiliary structure instead. The Fluvanna County Board of Supervisors has not
made a decision on the future use of the building. However it is likely the structure will be used to store
materials for the municipal water system serving Fork Union; materials that are not subject to water
damage.

The county has requested to build a new facility on another county owned property
approximately one mile to the northeast and has sought public assistance funds be applied to this
alternate project. The proposed location of the new Fork Union Fire Station, tax parcel (561-A-129A), is a
90-acre county owned tract adjacent to an another county owned ten-acre parcel (Figure 1) on which the
County Parks and Recreation Center is located, at 5725 James Madison Hwy, Fork Union, VA 23055,

1.2  Purpose and Need

The stated goals and objectives of the FEMA programs are to alleviate the negative
consequences of natural disasters on infrastructure and to assist localities in the recovery from natural
disasters. The purpose of the alternate project discussed in this Environmental Assessment (EA) is to
relocate an existing county structure and infrastructure to an area outside of the Judy Creek floodplain.
This project will eliminate the problems and damage associated with the reguiar flooding of the existing
facility, by locating the new facility outside of the floodplain. The need for the project is also to provide a
modern and efficient fire station for the southern portion of Fluvanna County. The new facility would
eliminate future risk of flood damage and associated compromise of emergency response and financial
losses. In addition to the previously stated need, the relocation of the facility will greatly reduce the risk
of possible discharge of chemicals and fuel into Judy Creek and the Rivanna River watershed as a
result of associated fiood damage.

Project 107-335.010 -3- A Morton Thomas and Associates




Fork Union Fire Station Environmental Assessment

2.0 ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

This section describes in detail Alternative 1 — No Action Aiternative and Alternative 2 — the Proposed
Alternative. Section 2.1 serves to dismiss the No Action Alternative and states the reasons why it is
deemed infeasible and Section 2.2 describes the Proposed Alternative in detail.

21 Alternative 1 - No Action Alternative

The No Action Alternative is for the county to continue utilization of the existing Fork Union Fire
Station and to continue operations at its current location at 15608 W. River Road Fork Union, VA 23055.
The existing fire station facility is located in an area along Judy Creek with a narrow floodplain. The
area has not been categorized as a FEMA regulatory Floodplain; flooding, however occurs on a regular
basis, roughly corresponding with the two-year storm event. Continuing development within the
watershed, particularly upstream will only increase the frequency of the flood events at the existing fire
station. Additionally, the existing mature hardwood forests of the area are rapidly being converted to
open fields as part of the development, further exacerbating the flooding problem. The county intends to
retain the existing facility for use as an unoccupied structure. The county is responsible for securing the
existing facility currently and after it becomes unoccupied.

2.2  Action Alternative 2 — New Fork Union Fire Station (Proposed Alternative)

The proposed alternative is to construct a new county fire station, including stormwater
management, geothermal cooling/heating system, and required onsite wastewater disposal system in
Fork Union. The site is located outside of the Judy Creek floodplain in an upland area with no
documented history of flooding problems. The property is currently owned by the county. The portion of
the property on which the facility is to be constructed presently has no designated use and is
undeveloped. (Figure 2) in Appendix A provides a conceptual site plan of this alternative.

The proposed site has been disturbed through lumbering and farming activities in the recent
past. The vegetation of the site is composed primarily of Virginia Pine (Pinus virginiana), a fast growing
species occasionally used in reforestation and sylviculture. The regular pattern of the pine trees in the
area of the proposed development is indicative of a man-made situation, although this cannot be
substantiated. The other vegetation present is primarily Sweet Gum (Liquidambar styracifiua), various

species of White Oak, and invasive exotics such as Japanese honeysuckle (Lonicera japonica), and
Tree of Heaven (Ailanthus altissima). Aerial imagery of the area suggests that the area may have been
reforested with Loblolly Pine (Pinus taeda), but this cannot be confirmed. Surrounding the proposed
development site, mature eastern hardwoods are dominant. Based upon the conceptual site plan, it
does not appear as though land-clearing operations will affect the hardwood-forested area to the
northwest. An approximately 30-foot strip of land comprised of young Virginia Pine will also be retained
and will provide a visual buffer from State Route 6/15.

The proposed structure will be a LEED (Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design)
certified building, modeled after a 2006 constructed fire station in nearby Palmyra Virginia, the Fluvanna
County seat. The proposed fire station will be approximately 80’ wide x 95’ long and will be constructed
of concrete masonry units (CMU’s) with an architectural brick veneer. The structure will be built to
accommodate three vehicle bays, a kitchen, day room, office, tool room, bunkroom, and several smaller
utility rooms. Provisions to allow for future expansion will be included in the final architectural plans for
the structure. The building will be designed to support a second floor level, thus minimizing the need to
expand the footprint of the structure. The site will likely include a geothermal heat pump system,
consisting of four bored wells within close proximity to the fire station building.
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The proposed building layout is shown on (Figure 3) in Appendix A.

3.0 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENTS AND POTENTIAL IMPACTS OF THE ALTERNATIVES
CONSIDERED

The following table summarizes the potential impacts analyzed for the major areas of concern in the
following sections:

Section Topic Alternative 1 Impact| Alternative 2 Impact
3141 Geology, Seismicity, and Soils No No
3.2.2 Floodptains Potential Impacts No
3.5.1 Environmental Justice No No
3.10.1 Wetlands Potential Impacts No
3.10.2 Endangered Species No No
3.11 Historic/Cultural Resources No No

3.1 PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT
3.1.1 Geology, Seismicity, and Soils

Executive Order 12699 requires that federal preparedness and mitigation activities inciude the
development and promulgation of specifications, building standards, design criteria, and construction
practices to achieve appropriate earthquake resistance for new structures, and directs federal agencies
to incorporate cost-effective seismic safety measures in all new buildings that are constructed, leased,
assisted, or regulated by the Federal Government,

The potential for earthquakes exists throughout the Commonwealth of Virginia. Historical and
scientific data illustrate those areas of the commonwealth having an elevated seismic risk as a result of
the likelihood of occurrence and the resulting ground motion. Most areas of the state are characterized
as possessing a low to moderate level of seismicity and seismic hazard. The highest levels of seismicity
are concentrated in the southwestern Appalachian mountain region and to a lesser extent, the centrat
portion of the state.

(Alternatives 1 and 2)

The United States Geological Survey (USGS) Percent Peak Ground Acceleration (% PGA)
Seismic Hazard Map (Figure 4) and the National Earthquake Hazard Reduction Program (NEHRP)
maps used by the Commonwealth of Virginia in the formulation of the Virginia State Building Code
(VSBC) were used to evaluate the % PGA for both alternative sites. The maps indicate % PGA values
for Virginia with a (10% chance of being exceeded over 50 years. % PGA is a common earthquake
measurement that demonstrates the geographic area affected, the probability of an earthquake of each
given level of severity (10% chance in 50 years), and the strength of ground movement (severity)
expressed in terms of percent of the acceleration force of gravity (%g).

A final assessment of the earthquake hazard indicates the locations of both alternatives are in an
area of low to moderate hazard. To reduce the earthquake risk in Virginia, various seismic reduction
measures are considered in seismic codes and regulations. During the project design phase, the
building will be designed to meet the current seismic provisions of the Virginia State Building Code in
Alternative 2.

Project 107-335.010 -5- A. Morton Thomas and Associates




Fork Union Fire Station Environmental Assessment

(Alternative 2 Only)

The (NRCS) Natural Resource Conservation Service, Fluvanna County Soils Maps indicate that
the Alternative 2 site consists of the following soil types within the project vicinity: (Ad) Appling fine
sandy loam, undulating phase, (Ak) Appling sandy loam, undulating phase, and (Sa) Seneca fine sandy
loam. The vast majority of the site area consists of (map unit Ad) classified soils (Figure 5). Ad soils are
generally described as zero to six inches in depth; brown (10YR 5/3) sandy loam; weak medium
granular structure; very friable; common medium pores: common fine roots; about ten percent angular
quartz gravel; slghtly acid; clear smooth boundary 5 to 12 inches thick. A soil study completed by John
Hutcherson ASOE on January 1, 2010 contains more detail of the site conditions [See Appendix D]. The
proposed project location is currently forested, with no agricultural land within proximity of the site;
therefore, no impact to farmiand is expected.

3.2 Land Use
(Alternatives 1 and 2)

The unincorporated rural community of Fark Union is located in the southern portion of Fluvanna
County. It is surrounded by the unincorporated rural communities of Dixie to the northeast, Scottsville to
the west, and Bremo BIuff to the south. Land in the area is used primarily for residential, agricultural,
and limited commercial purposes. The Fork Union Military Academy occupies a large portion of the
community of Fork Union, and is the economic center for the area.

3.21 Zoning

The Fluvanna County has adopted an internally crafted Comprehensive Plan in 2009. The
unincorporated community of Fork Union has no governing body, and thus no authority to enact land
use guidelines or regulations. All matters related to zoning and site plan review regulations are the
responsibility of Fluvanna County. The county reviews all site plans and proposals of development. A
zoning map (Figure 6) of the site area and surroundings was prepared for the area using the county
(GIS) Geographical Information System. The land uses in the general vicinity of the proposed site are a
conglomeration of residential, agricultural, small commercial and institutional facilities. Forested land in
either pine plantation or natural re-growth constitutes a relatively large component of the existing
undeveloped area.

Alternative 1 (No-Action)

The existing fire station facility site is located on the south side of State Route 6. This facility is
situated within 1,000 feet of the intersection of State Routes 6 and 15. The zoning designation is (A-1)
Agricultural. The adjacent parcels to the west are primarily (A-1) Agricultural designated, while the
properties to the east are (R-1) Residential and (B-1) Business. Continued use of the site as a fire
station will have no impact on zoning or planning designations on the subject parcel or surrounding
properties.

Alternative 2

The designated zoning for the parcel (51-129A) on which Alternate 2 is proposed is classified as
(i-1) Industrial. The adjacent county owned parcel {(51-129) to the east, the location of the existing Parks
and Recreation Center, is also designated with an {I-1) zoning. These two parcels collectively comprise
100 acres of mostly undeveloped forested land. All other adjacent parcels are currently zoned (A-1)
Agricultural. Residential (R-1) and (R-2), along with Business (B-1), zones are encountered to the south
along State Route 15/6 headed into Fork Union. The county currently has no plans to subdivide or to
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further develop the parcel on which the proposed Alternative 2, fire station is proposed. The
construction of the proposed facility will have no impact to the zoning or planning deS|gnat|ons of the
subject parcel or surrounding properties.

3.2.2 Floodplains

Executive Order (EQ) 11988 requires federal agencies to take action to minimize occupancy and
modification of the floodplain. Specifically, EO 11988 prohibits federal agencies from funding
construction in the 100-year floodplain unless there are no practicable alternatives. FEMA's regulations
for complying with EO 11988 are promulgated in 44CFR Part 9,

The County of Fluvanna participates in the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP). The 2008
Flood Insurance Study for the County of Fluvanna and Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) Community
Pane! # 51085C0175C were reviewed to determine the relationship of sites in the flood zones. (Figure 7)
Notation regarding the lack of comprehensive flood hazard mapping from FEMA for all areas subject to
flooding is as follows:

“This map is for use in administering the National Flood Insurance Program. It does not
necessarily identify all areas subject to flooding, particularly from local drainage sources of small size.”

Alternative 1 (No-Action)

The existing Fork Union Fire Station site is located directly adjacent to Judy Creek, a moderately
sized watercourse with a narrow floodplain and intermittently constricted flow. The Route 6 Bridge,
directly upstream from the existing Fork Union Fire Station, likely contributes to fiooding problems
experienced thus far. The Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) Community Panel # 51065C0175C
(Figure 7) does not indicate that the existing facility is located within a designated flood hazard area
however, the numerous flood events experienced at the fire station, clearly indicate that this area does
exist within a narrow un-mapped floodplain. The continued use of this facility could potentially discharge
oil, gasoline, diesel fuel, salt, firefighting chemicals, and building maintenance chemicals into
floodwaters when damage or flooding occurs.

Alternative 2

The proposed site development including the associated drain field, stormwater management
basin, parking, and associated appurtenances will not be located within a floodplain area. The location
of the proposed fire station is approximately 300 feet from the existing Parks and Recreation building
which has never experienced flood conditions according to county staff. The fire station facility will be
designed so that the finished floor elevation is 367.42' AMSL or higher, however no base flood elevation
is indicated for the project location. This project will have no impact on floodplains.

3.3  Traffic Circulation and Parking Access
Alternative 1 (No-Action)

The Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) has estimated the 2009 traffic volume along
this segment of State Route 6/15 James Madison Highway near the existing fire station site to be 4,800
AADT (Average Annual Daily Traffic). This count is a relatively low traffic volume for a road, which
shares the Route 6 and Route 15 designation, effectively two roadways within a single-two lane facility.
Land use in the immediate area is a combination of residential, commercial, and institutional (Fork Union
Military Academy). The military academy is primarily a boarding only institution, which does not
generate the high traffic volumes of day-use schools. The existing fire station site does not impact
current traffic patterns nor does it encumber access for parking to any surrounding areas.
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Alternafive 2

VDOT has generated an estimated 2009 {raffic volume count for this segment of State Route
6/15 at the approximate location of the proposed fire station to be 1,900 AADT. The Alternative 2
location is generally described as having a more rural setting than the existing fire station location. The
driving distance between the existing fire station and the proposed facility location is approximately 1.2
miles. The proposed fire station location is to the northeast of the more densely populated area closer
to the military academy, thus contributing to the lower traffic count. Aside from temporary increases in
traffic resulting during the construction phase of the project due to the need to mobhilize heavy
equipment, deliver materials, and for the estimated 100 construction worker positions for the required
trades. The addition of a turn lane is proposed to accommodate fire trucks. The bituminous concrete
turn lane will be approximately 100-feet long x 12-feet wide. A 4-foot wide unpaved shoulder and 4-wide
roadside drainage ditch are also proposed. The existing gravel entrance, which currently serves the
Fluvanna County Parks and Recreation Center, will be modified and paved. This entrance will serve
both facilities. The proposed project will not generate any long-term changes in traffic patterns,
volumes, or create significant traffic safety concerns. The long-term permanent use of the proposed fire
station will potentially house three fire engines and two or three personal and/or municipal vehicles. The
proposed project will have little to no significant impact on the surrounding areas.

3.4  Public Health and Safety
(Alternatives 1 and 2)

Neither Alternative 1 nor Alternative 2 present tangible public health and safety issues.
Conversely, due to the close proximity of the existing fire station in the Judy Creek floodplain, the site
could potentially discharge fuel and chemicals into the watercourse, negatively affecting Judy Creek and
receiving waters. The proposed Alternative 2 facility site will be constructed above the closest base
flood elevation and will include a stormwater management system that will control site drainage and
treat runoff from impervious surfaces.

3.5 Socioeconomic Issues

3.5.1 Executive Order 12898 — Environmental Justice
(Aiternatives 1 and 2)

On February 11, 1994, Former President Clinton signed EO 12898, entitled Federal Actions to
Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and low-income populations. The EO directs
federal agencies “to make achieving environmental justice part of its mission by identifying and
addressing, as appropriate, disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental affects
of its programs, policies, and activities on minority populations and low-income populations in the United
States...”

The Virginia Department of Transportation website includes Virginia state maps indicating
potential Environmental Justice areas. The areas that the proposed and existing fire stations are located
are quite close to one another, alleviating the potential for environmental injustice and the Fluvanna
County map indicates no potential environmental justice situations in the Fork Union area.

Additionally, 2000 Census Data was reviewed for the project area. The proposed site is located
in Census Block 3006. Both the proposed and existing sites are located in zip code 20355. In 2000,
this zip code area had a tota! population of 1,148, with 24.9% minorities, and a median age of 41.4
years. The median family income of the area was $34,688, with 16.9% of families living below the
poverty level. The proposed and existing locations are 1.2 miles apart within the same community.
Therefore, there will be no socioeconomic impacts associated with either alternative.
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3.6  Air Quality
(Alternatives 1 and 2)

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) establishes standards monitored by the Department
of Environmental Quality (DEQ), which determine whether a region is a —air quality attainment area.
Fluvanna County lies within a region that achieves the designation as an air quality attainment area.
Those areas that do not achieve designation as an air quality attainment area are required to design a
plan and to take steps to improve air quality. — (Fluvanna County 2009 Comprehensive Plan).

Fluvanna County is a constituent part of the Region 4 - Northeastern Virginia Intrastate Air
Quality Control Region. In order for the Commonwealth to fulfill its obligations under the Clean Air Act,
certain provisions of these regulations are required to be approved by the EPA as part of the State
Implementation Plan and when approved those provisions are federally enforceable. Fluvanna County
does not have ordinances in place to regulate impacts to air quality, as the county has not been
identified as a municipality that fails to meet federal air quality standards. The proposed fire station
facility is slated to receive a newer and more efficient air handling system including geo-thermal
cooling/heating. These features will increase the air quality of the facility over what is currently available
at the existing facility. The continued use of the existing facility (Alternative 1) will have a negative
impact to air quality compared to the proposed fire station. The proposed project (Alternative 2) will not
decrease the local air quality.

3.7 Noise

Fluvanna County has enacted a Noise Control Ordinance (15.1) to control noise and its
deleterious effects however; section 15.1-7 exempts sounds associated with emergency operations.
Sound generated in the performance of emergency operations includes, but is not limited to, audible
signal devices, which are employed as warning or alarm signals in case of fire, collision, imminent
danger or other emergency situations.

Alfernative 1 (No Action)

The existing fire station site is located in an unincorporated community in a relatively densely
populated portion of the area generally known as Fork Union. This no-action alternative will not create
an increase in ambient noise levels resulting from emergency operations.

Alternative 2

The proposed fire station site is located on a parcel, which is removed from the core area of
population by 1.2 miles. Aside from the Parks and Recreation Center and a residence to the east
(parcel 51-239), the surrounding area is generally open pasture and forested land. The normal
functional activities of the proposed fire station will not create local ambient noise levels that are
substantially different from the existing noise levels, and emergency operations will have an impact on a
reduced population with Alternative 2.

3.8 Public Services and Utilities

Both the existing fire station and the proposed site location are located in an area generaily
known to be the unincorporated community of Fork Union. The area, is reliant upon Fluvanna County
for fire response (Fork Union Fire Company # 2}, law enforcement (Fluvanna County Sheriff, Virginia
State Police), and emergency services (Fork Union Rescue Squad). In the event of an incident that
would render Fork Union Fire Company # 2 unable to respond, the fire and rescue capabilities of the
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Palmyra Fire 1 and Palmyra Rescue located north of the County Seat of Palmyra will be called upon to
render assistance. Other emergency squad response resources would also be called upon as needed.

Alternative 1 (No Action)

The existing fire station utilizes a municipal system for water supply, and an on-site wastewater
disposal system. Stormwater drainage is overland flow to existing drainage features, and subsequently
to Judy Creek where flooding occurs. Electric and telephone services are provided by the Central
Virginia Electric Cooperative / Dominion Virginia Power and Sprint/United Telephone-Southeast,
respectively. The existing highway garage and daily operations have no adverse impacts on public
services or utilities.

Alternative 2

The proposed site will utilize the same existing municipal water system that runs along State
Route 6/15. A new on-site wastewater disposal system will be constructed, with an identified secondary
drain field location, as required by the Virginia department of Health. A stormwater basin is also
proposed to manage run-off from impervious surfaces associated with the fire station, access drive, and
parking areas. Proper drainage patterns will also be created with site grading. Electric and telephone
service are to be provided by Central Virginia Electric Cooperative / Dominion Virginia Power and
Sprint/United Telephone-Southeast, respectively. The proposed facility will not affect public services, as
there will be no significant increase in the demand for those services. When the fire station is relocated
to this site, the utility demand at the existing facility will be drastically reduced and most of the current
demands will be transferred to the new location.

3.9  Water Resources / Water Quality
Alternative 1 (No Action)

The existing fire station facility is located within 50 feet of Judy Creek. Stormwater runoff follows
existing drainage features and discharges directly to the creek. There is no stormwater management
system in place to control or treat runoff before reaching Judy Creek.

Alternative 2

At this time, the proposed site drains generally to north and to the east through natural drainage
features, which drain to an unnamed tributary of Judy Creek and then to Judy Creek along the rear
property line. The proposed drainage system will include a permanent stormwater management system
that will capture and treat runoff from all impervious surfaces.

The project will result in a land disturbance greater than one acre. Therefore, the VPDES
Industrial Stormwater General Discharge Permit (VARO0S) will be needed with a full Storm Water
Pollution Prevention Plan that includes water quality and water quantity controls.

The intent of the SWPPP is to minimize erosion and sedimentation associated with the
construction activities, provide for treatment of stormwater runoff from the developed site and to
maintain stormwater runoff rates from the post-developed site consistent with pre-development
conditions.

The SWPPP will be crafted in accordance with the technical standards outiined in the VA DCR
SWPPP ~ General Requirements and the Virginia Erosion and Sediment Control Handbook. Temporary
impacts due to construction will therefore be minimized while a permanent treatment system for
impervious surfaces will also be incorporated into the site design.
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3.10 Biological Resources
3.10.1 Executive Order 11990 Wetlands

Executive Order 11990, Protection of Wetlands, requires federal agencies to take action to
minimize the loss of wetlands. The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) compliance process
requires federal agencies to consider direct and indirect impacts to wetlands, which may result from
federally financed actions.

The U.8. Fish and Wildiife Service National Wetlands Inventory Maps (NWI) were reviewed
(Figures 8 and 9). NWI! maps are prepared from the analysis of high altitude imagery and are based on
vegetation, visible hydrology, and geography. These maps provide reconnaissance level information on
the type, location, and size of potential wetlands and deepwater areas. There are several NWI wetlands
in the vicinity of both the proposed and the existing fire station sites.

Alternative 1 {No Action)

The existing fire station site sits on the bank of Judy Creek, a tributary of Cary Creek and the
Rivanna River. NWI maps indicate that this portion of Judy Creek supports a 10.53 acre freshwater
wetland, classified as PFO1A (Palustrine, Forested, Broad-Leaved Deciduous, Temporary Flooded.)
The no-action alternative has the potential to affect the health of this jurisdictional wetland through
continued untreated runoff into Judy Creek.

Alternative 2

There is a 0.29 acre NWI, PFO1A (Freshwater, Palustrine, Forested, Broad-Leaved Deciduous,
Temporary Flooded) wetland area along with a pond which is classified as PUBHh (Palustrine
Unconsolidated Bottom, Permanently Flooded, Diked/impounded), on the south side of State Route 6/15
nearby that will not be impacted by this proposed project since it is upstream.

Wetlands delineation was also conducted, and subsequently a determination was made after a
survey location that the wetlands are located on the adjacent parcel (TM 51-239). These wetlands will
not be impacted in any way. The wetlands are generally associated with an unnamed tributary stream
to Judy Creek, and are classified as PFO1A (Freshwater, Palustrine, Forested, Broad-Leaved
Deciduous, Temporary Flooded.) The wetlands are not present within the area proposed for
development of the Alternative 2 fire station. The fire station project will create no short-term or long-
term impacts to the wetlands or Waters of the United States (WoUS) through the use of stormwater
management, and erosion and sediment control practices.

3.10.2 Threatened and Endangered Species
(Alternatives 2 Only)

In accordance with Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973, the project area
was evaluated for the potential occurrences of federally threatened and endangered species. The ESA
requires any federal agency that funds, authorizes, or carries out an action to ensure that its action is not
likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any endangered or threatened species (including plant
species) or result in the destruction or adverse modification of designated critical habitats.

The Virginia Department of Game and Inland Fisheries (VDGIF) provide a faunal geographic
review service for the recorded presence of animals including threatened and endangered species. The
listing indicates the presence of 357 known or likely species ordered by Status Concern for
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Conservation within a 3-mile radius of the proposed site. Of those 357, 26 species of conservation
concern were identified. One Federal and State Endangered Species, the James Spinymussel
(Pleurobema colfina) and six state and or threatened species were identified. The state threatened
species include the Upland Sandpiper (Bartramia longicauda), Loggerhead Shrike (Lanius ludovicianus),
Bald Eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus), Green Floater (Lasmigona subviridis), Atlantic Pigtoe
(Fusconaia masoni), and migrant Loggerhead Shrike (Lanius ludovicianus migans).

The James Spinymussel is, as the name implies, a freshwater mollusk. The proposed
development will have no impact on waters in which this species is capable of living since none are
evident at or near either site. Strict sediment and erosion control measures will be followed, thus further
reducing the potential for adversely affecting suitable habitat. The same situation can be applied to the
other threatened mussels, the Green Floater and the Atlantic Pigtoe. The lack of foraging habitat for the
Bald Eagle would preclude the proposed fire station site from being more than a stopover location. The
thick even-aged Loblolly pine of the proposed fire station site is not likely to provide attractive foraging
habitat for either Loggerhead Shrike species or the Upland Sandpiper either.

The DCR - Natural Heritage Division maintains databases for the presence of threatened and
endangered species of plants and rare or significant natural communities throughout the State of
Virginia. A determination of the existence of these organisms and natural communities within the
proposed project area may be forthcoming upon DCR review and comment.

3.11 Cultural Resources

Cultural resources include archeological or cultural sites, standing structures, and other historic
properties considered to be eligible for or listed on the Nationa! Register of Historic Places (NRHP).
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) mandates that federal agencies consider
the impact of their undertaking on historic properties within the project’s area of potential effect (APE). If
adverse effects on historic, archeological, or cultural properties are identified, then agencies must
attempt to avoid, minimize, or mitigate these impacts to resources considered important in our nation's
history.

A Detailed Archives Search was conducted by the (VDHR) Virginia Department of Historic
Resources. The search focuses on identified resources within a one-half mile radius of the project area
A copy of this research material is included in Appendix A of this report.

3.11.1 Historic Properties

The State and National Historic Register have designated 14 (Figure 10) sites throughout
Fluvanna County; however, there have been no sites desighated within the Fork Union area. The lack
of designated properties in Fork Union does not necessarily indicate that there are no properties that
would qualify for historic designation.

Alternative 1 (No Action)

The existing fire station is located within the (Figure 11) Fork Union Military Academy Historic
District (DHR ID - 032-5020). It is also located to the south of the Captain Snead Homestead / Rose Hill
(DHR ID — 032-0224), and the Careby Hall House to the southeast (DHR ID —~ 032-0300). As this facility
is an existing use, it will create no new impacts to the historic properties or the Fork Union Military
Academy Historic District.
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Alternative 2

The proposed fire station site (Figure 12) is located on a 90-acre county owned property adjacent
to the 10-acre property on which the Fork Union Parks and Recreation Community Center is located.
This Community Center building was constructed as The Fork Union School in 1941 (DHR [D - 032-
0295). This structure was catalogued by the Virginia Division of Historic Landmarks in June of 1986.
This former school of Flemish variant design has not received a historic landmark designation.

Two additional architectural resources have been identified to the west of the project area. The
privately owned two-story Galt-Cobb-Snead House (DHR 1D — 032-0339) was constructed of wood and
brick between 1830 and 1860. This resource has not been formally evaluated by DHR, thus additional
information is lacking. The Holmhead Post Office was constructed approximately in the year 1800 of
wood and brick. The structure was reported to have been pivoted in the 1930’s and now faces the
roadway. This home also in private ownership, is an example of Early National Period architecture and
is indicative of settlement patterns of the 19" century. The proposed fire station wil! be screened with
existing natural evergreen vegetation from State Route 6/15 and adjacent properties and the proposed
fire station will have no impact on historic properties.

3.11.2 Archeological Resources
(Alternative 2 Only)

The Detailed Archives Search of Virginia Department of Historic Resources records have
revealed no prehistoric sites within one-half mile of the proposed Alternate 2 project area. During a site
investigation walk of the 90-acre property on which the proposed fire station is to be located, an historic
burial site was encountered. This archeological feature (Figure 2) is located approximately 410 feet to
the northwest of the proposed fire station location. A Reconnaissance Level Survey and Documentation
study was prepared by Rivanna Archaeological Services, in September 2010 and is included as
(Appendix G) of this report. There will be no disturbance to this area; the site will be clearly marked
with signs and blaze orange plastic fencing. It will be avoided during construction activities and for
future planning efforts. A pre-construction meeting will be held prior to the start of construction. Project
conditions and avoidance techniques will be made apparent to all contractors involved in both verbal
and written form in English and Spanish. No areas of archaeological interest were encountered within
the proposed area of disturbance for the Alternative 2 Fork Union Fire Station.

Further archeological research (Figure 12) indicates an additional resource (DHR ID — 044FV-
0133), located on tax parcel 52-10-1A. This property and others in the area have a long history as gold
mining operations. The recorded plat of the property (Figure 13) further substantiates this fact. This
property is currently open field and early successional forest regrowth. The property was actively mined
starting in 1838, yielding small amounts of gold. The proposed fire station will have no impact on this
former mining area, which is several thousand feet away to the northeast.
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3.12 Cumulative Impacts

There are no cumulative impacts for any given resource.
3.13 Coordination and Permits
Alternative 1 (No Action)

This no Action Alternative currently requires no federal, state, or local permits. The county is
responsible for securing the property upon its deactivation as a fire station and for determining its future
use.

Alternative 2

The county and their general contractor for the project are responsible for securing permits for
this project. A county building permit covering all trades and an occupancy permit will be secured
through the Fluvanna County Building Inspection Office. Site Plan Approval will also be required, and
will be administered by the Fluvanna County Department of Planning and Zoning. A SWPPP and
VPDES Industrial Stormwater General Discharge Permit (VARO5) are required by the Commonwealth of
Virginia and are administered and permitted through the Virginia Department of Conservation and
Recreation.

4.0 PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

A draft Environmental Assessment (EA) Report was coordinated with the local community by the \
County of Fluvanna. A 15-day public review and comment period will be advertised by the county via ‘
public notice in the Fluvanna Review Newspaper, a local newspaper of Fluvanna County. A hard copy

of the Environmental Assessment will be made available at the County of Fluvanna Administration

Building, 132 Main St. Palmyra, Virginia 22963, for review. The project was widely publicized through

local media outlets. It has thus far received positive response. The draft EA was circulated to various

state agencies (indicated below), and later coordinated with FEMA.

In accordance with the NEPA, this EA will be made available for an additional 15-day public
review and comment period. This EA reflects the evaluation and assessment of the Federal
government, the decision-maker for the federal action. A public notice of document availability will be
advertised in The Fluvanna Review. A copy of the EA will also be available at the County of Fluvanna
Administration Building, 132 Main St. Palmyra, Virginia 22963, for review. An electronic copy of the EA
will be available at: http://www.fema.gov/plan/ehp/envdocuments/ea-region3.shtm.

Written comments can be faxed to A. Morton Thomas & Associates at (804) 276-6233 or emailed to
ffarrell@amtengineering.com or kate.mcmanus@dhs.gov , Regional Environmental and Historic
Preservation Officer, FEMA Region lll, Mitigation Division.

If no substantive comments are received, from the public and/or agency reviewers the EA will be
adopted as final and a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) will be issued by FEMA. If substantive
comments are received, FEMA will evaluate and address comments as part of Final Environmental
Assessment documentation.
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5.0 AGENCY COORDINATION

Copies of the EA (electronic or hard copy) have been sent to:

Fluvanna County

P.O. Box 540

Palmyra, Virginia 22963

(434) 591-1910

Virginia Department of Environmental Quality
Virginia Department of Game and Inland Fisheries
Virginia Department of Conservation and Recreation
Virginia Department of Health

Virginia Department of Historic Resources

Virginia Department of Forestry

Virginia Department of Transportation

Virginia Department of Mines, Minerals and Energy
Thomas Jefferson Planning District Commission
Kate McManus

Regional Environmental Officer

FEMA Region I

615 Chestnut Street, 6th Floor

Philadelphia, PA 19106

215 931-5510

215 931 5501 fax
kate.mcmanus@dhs.gov
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6.0 AGENCY COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
Street address: 629 East Main Street, Richnmond, Virginia 23219
Douglas W, Bomenech Mailing address: PO, Box 1105, Richmond, Virginia 23218 Bavid K. Paylor
Secretary of Naturk Resources TDD (804) 6931021 Director

www.deq.virginia.gov (04} 655+ 000

1-800-592-5482

Qctober 26, 2010

Ms. Kate McManus

FEMA Region IH

615 Chestnut Sireef, 6th Floor
Philadelphia, PA 19106

Ms. Patricia A. Groot
County of Fluvanna
132 Main Street
P.O. Box 540
Paimyra VA 22963

RE: Draft Environmental Assessment: Fork Union Fire Station {DEQ 10-138F)
Dear Ms. McManus and Ms. Groot:

The Commonwealth of Virginia has completed its review of the above-referenced
environmental assessment {EA). The Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) is
responsible for coordinating Virginia's review of federal environmental documents
prepared pursuant to the National Envirenmental Policy Act and responding to
appropriate federal officials on behalf of the Commonwealth. The following agencies
joined in this review:

Department of Environmental Quality

‘Department of Game and Inland Fisheries
Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services
Department of Conservation and Recreation
Bepartment of Health

Department of Historic Resources

Department of Forestry

Department of Transportation

Department of Mines, Minerals and Energy

The Thomas Jefferson Planning District Commission and Fluvanna County also wete
invited to comment.
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Draft EA: Fork Union Flre Station, FEMA
DEQ 10-138F

PROPOSED FEDERAL ACTION

The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) is supplying funds to Fluvanna
County for the construction of a new fire station and submitted an EA for review. The
proposed project will disturb more than an acre of land and will include the removal of
trees. The proposed building will be 80 feet wide by 95 feet long and will be constructed
of concrete masonry units with an architectural brick veneer. It will include three vehicle
bays, a kitchen, day room, office, tool room, bunkroom and several utility rooms. The
fire station will most likely have a geothermal cooling and heating system as welt as an
onsite wastewater disposal system, The EA considers Alternative 1, the no-action
alternative, and Alternative 2, the preferred alternative, which is described above.

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA COMMENTS

1. Erosion and Sediment Control, and Stormwater Management. The EA (page 10)
indicates that erosion prevention and stormwater control methods will be implemented.

1(a) Agency Jurisdiction, The Department of Conservation and Recreation (DCR)
Division of Soil and Water Consetvation (DSWC) administers the Virginia Erosion and
Sediment Controt Law and Regulations and the Virginia Stormwater Management Law
and Regulations,

1(b) Erosion and Sediment Control. According to DCR DSWC, if the project involves
a land-disturbing activity of equal to or greater than 10,000 square feet, the property
owner is responsible for submitting a project-specific erosion and sediment control
(ESC) plan to the local government for review and approval pursuant to the locat ESC
requirements. Depending on local requirements, the area of land-disturbance requiring
an ESC plan may be less. The ESC plan must be approved by the locality prior to any
land-disturbing activity at the project site. All regulated land-disturbing activities
associated with the project, including on- and off-site access roads, staging areas,
borrow areas, stockpiles and soil intentionally transported from the project, must be
covered by the project-specific ESC plan. Local ESC program requirements must be
requested through the focai government.

1(c) Stormwater Management, Depending on local requirements, a stormwater
management plan may be required. Local stormwater management program
requirements must be requested through the local government.

1(d) Virginia Stormwater Management Program General Permit for Stormwater
Discharges from Construction Activities. According the DCR DSWC, the operator or
owner of construction activities involving land-disturbing activities equal to or greater
than 1 acre are required to register for coverage under the General Permit for
Discharges of Stormwater from Construction Activities and develop a project-specific
stormwater pollution prevention plan (SWPPP). Construction activities requiring
registration also includes the land-disturbance of less than one acre of total land area
that is part of a larger common plan of development or sale if the larger common plan of
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Draft EA: Fork Unlon Fire Station, FEMA
DEQ 1¢-139F

3. Solid and Hazardous Wastes and Hazardous Materials.

3(a) Agency Jurisdiction. Solid and hazardous wastes In Virginia are regulated by
DEQ, the Virginia Waste Management Board and EPA. They administer programs
created by the federal Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, Comprehensive
Environmental Response Compensation and Liability Act, commonly called Superfund,
and the Virginia Waste Management Act. DEQ administers regulations established by
the Virginia Waste Management Board and reviews permit applications for
completeness and conformance with factlity standards and financial assurance
requiremants. All Virginia tocalities are required, under the Solid Waste Management
Planning Regulations, to identify the strategies they will follow on the management of
their solid wastes to include items such as facility siting, tong-term (20-year) use, and
alternative programs such as materials recycling and composting.

3(b) Data File and Database Search. The DEQ Waste Division states that solid and
hazardous waste issues were not addressed in the EA. The EA did not include a search
of waste-related databases. The Waste Division conducted a cursory review of its data
files, including a Geographic Information System (GIS) database search, but did not
identify any waste sites that would impact or be impacted by the proposed construction.

3(c) Agency Recommendations., DEQ encourages all projects and facilities to

implement pellution prevention principles, including:

o the reduction, reuse and recycling of ail solid wastes generated; and
o the minimization and proper handling of generated hazardous wastes.

3(d} Agency Requirement. Test and dispose of any soil that is suspected of
contarnination or solid wastes that are generated during demolition activities in
accordance with applicable federal, state and local faws and regulations.

4. Natural Heritage Resources. The EA (page 12) indicates that significant habitat for
protected species will not be affected.

4{a) Agency Jurisdiction. The mission of DCR Is to conserve Virginia's natural and
recreational resources. The DCR Division of Natural Herltage's (DNH) mission is
consetving Virginta's blodiversity through inventory, protection and stewardship. The
Virginia Natural Area Preserves Act, 10.1-209 through 217 of the Code of Virginia, was
passed in 1989 and codified DCR's powers and duties related to statewide biological
inventory: maintaining a statewide database for conservation planning and project
review, land protection for the conservation of biodiversity, and the protection and
ecological management of natural heritage resources (the habitats of rare, threatened
and endangered species, significant natural communities, geologic sites, and other
natural features).

4(b) Agency Finding. DCR states that according to the information currently In its files,
the Rivanna River, which has been designated by the Department of Game and Iniand
Fisheries (DGIF) as a Threatened and Endangered Species Water, is downstream of
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Dralt EA: Fork Union Fire Station, FEMA
DEQ 10-139F

the project site. The species associated with this Threatened and Endangered Species
Water is the Attantic pigtoe (Fusconaia masoni, G2/52/SOC/LT).

4(c) State Natural Area Preserves. DCR's files do not indicate the presence of any
State Natural Area Preserves under the agency’s jurisdiction in the project vicinity.

4(d) Threatened and Endangered Plant and Insect Species. Under a Memorandum
of Agreement established between the Virginia Department of Agriculture and
Consumer Services (VDACS) and DCR, DCR has the authority to report for VDACS on
state-listed plant and insect species.

+ DCR states that the current activity will not affect any documented state-listed
plants or insects.

s VDACS states that based on available information, no threatened or endangered
plart and insect species are documented In the vicinity of the project area. At this
time, VDACS does not anticipate that this project will have significant adverse
effects as it relates to VDACS' responsibilities for the protection of listed plant
and insect species.

4(e) Agency Recommendation. Since new and updated information is continually
added to the Biotics Data System, contact DCR DNH at (804) 786-7951 if a significant
amount of time passes before the project is implemented.

5. Wildlife Resources. The EA (page 12) indicates that protected species will not be
negatively affected by the proposed project.

5(a) Agency Jurisdiction. DGIF, as the Commonwealth’s wildlife and freshwater fish
management agency, exercises enforcement and regulatory jurisdiction over wildlife
and freshwater fish, including state or federally listed endangered or threatened
species, but excluding listed insects (Virginia Code Title 29.1). DGIF is a consulting
agency under the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (16 U.S.C. sections 661 et
seq.) and provides environmental analysis of projects or permit applications coordinated
through DEQ and several other state and federal agencies. DGIF determines likely
impacts upon fish and wildlife resources and habitat, and recommends appropnate
measures o avold, reduce or compensate for those impacts.

5(b) Agency Findings. According to DGIF's records, the Rivanna River has been
designated a Threatened and Endangered Species Waler due to the presence of the
state-listed threatened green floater and state-listed threatened Atlantic pigtoe. In
addition, this river is designated an Anadromous Fish Use Area. Based on the scope
and location of the proposed work, DGIF does not anticipate it to resuit in adverse
impacts upon this resource.

5(c) Agency Comment. DGIF supports the use of Leadership in Energy and
Environmental Design (LEED) building techniques for the proposed facility.
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Draft EA: Fork Union Firs Stalion, FEMA
DEQ 10-189F

5(d) Agency Recommendations. To minimize overall impacts to wildfife and natural
resources, DGIF offers the following comments about development activities:

« Avoid and minimize impacts to undisturbed forest, wetlands, and streams to the
fullest extent practicable.

« Maintain undisturbed naturally vegetated buffers of at least 100 feet in width
around all on-site wetlands and on both sides of all perennial and intermittent
streams.

« Maintain wooded lots to the fullest extent possible.

e Design stormwater controls to replicate and maintain the hydrographic condition
of the site prior to the change in landscape. This should include, but not be
limited to, utilizing bioretention areas, and minimizing the use of curb and gutter
in favor of grassed swales. Bioretention areas (also called rain gardens) and
grass swales are components of low impact development. They are designed to
capture stormwater runoff as close to the source as possibie and allow it to
slowly infiltrate into the surrounding soil. They benefit natural resources by
filtering pollutants and decreasing downstream runoff volumes,

s Adhere to a time-of-year restriction from March 15 through August 15 of any year
for all tree removal and ground-clearing activities to protect nesting resident and
migratory sanghirds.

« Adhere to erosion and sediment controls during ground disturbance.

Contact DGIF (Amy Ewing at 804-367-2211) for additional information on these
comments.

6. Historic Architectural Resources. The EA (page 13) slates that the proposed
project area contains a historic burial site, discoverad during a field investigation, and it
will not be disturbed during the construction of the building.

6(a) Agency Jurisdiction. The Department of Historic Resources (DHR) conducts
reviews of projects to determine thelr effect on historic structures or cultural resources
under its jurisdiction, DHR, as the designated State's Historic Preservation Office,
ensures that federal actions comply with Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, and its implementing regulation at 36 CFR Part
800, The preservation act requires federal agencies to consider the effects of federal
projecis on propeniies that are listed or eligible for listing on the National Register of
Historic Places. Section 108 also applies if there are any federal involvements, such as
licenses, permits, approvals or funding. DHR also provides comments to DEQ through
the state environmental impact report review process.

6(b) Agency Comments. DHR states that FEMA has already initiated consultation with
DHR on this project pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act,
as amended, and its implementing regulation 36 CFR Part 800. On September 24,
2010, DHR received the project materials, including a Phase 1 archaeological survey.
Unfortunately, the survey did not meet the National Park Service or DHR survey
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Draft EA: Fork Union Flre Station, FEMA
DEQ 10-139F

guidelines. DHR reported this to FEMA and expects FEMA wilt continue to consult with
PHR.

6(c) Requirement. FEMA must ensure compliance with Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act, as amended, and its implementing regulaiions at 36 CFR 800.

7. Transportation Impacts. According to the EA (page 8), the proposed project will not
cause long-term changes in traffic patterns.

7(a) Agency Jurisdiction. The Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) provides
comments pertaining to potential impacts to existing and future transportation systems.

7(b) Agency Comments. VDOT states that the EA indicates there would be some
minor impagct to traffic during the construction phase of the new facility, but it did not
give any details regarding how those impacts would be handled. These details must be
addressed as part of the site plan development process. The EA did not identify any
long-term impacts,

Contact the VDOT Culpeper District Office (Charles Proctor at 540-829-7558) for
additional information.

8. Forest Resources. The EA (page 4) indicates that the site is covered with trees,

8(a) Agency Jurisdiction, The mission of the Virginia Department of Forestry (DOF) is
io protect and develop healthy, sustainable forest resources for Virginians. DOF was
established in 1914 to prevent and suppress forest fires and reforest bare lands.

Since the Department's inception, It has grown and evelved to encompass other
protection and management duties including: protecting Virginia's forests from wildfire,
protecting Virginia's waters, managing and conserving Virginia's forests, managing
state-owned lands and nurseries, and managing regulated incentive programs for forest
landowners.

8(b) Agency Finding. The DOF finds no significant impact to the forest resources of
the Commonwealth for this project.

8(c) Recommendations. In general, the DOF recommends that, to the extent feasible,
trees should be left in groupings or clusters to provide aesthetic and environmental
benefits, as well as reducing costs associated with maintaining open space. The
following measures are recommended during construction to protect trees not slated for
removal

« Trees not slated for removal should be protected from the effects of future
construction activities., These trees should be marked and fenced at least to the
drip line or the end of the root system, whichever extends farther from the stem.
Marking should be done with highly visible ribbon so that equipment operators
see the protected areas easily.
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Draft EA: Fork Union Fire Station, FEMA
DEQ 10-139F

« Parking and stacking of heavy equipment and construction materials near trees
can damage root systems by compacting the soil. Soil compaction, from weight
or vibration, affects root growth, water and nutrient uptake, and gas exchange.
The protection measures suggested above should be used for parking and
stacking as well as for moving of equipment and matertals. If parking and
stacking are unavoidable, the contractors should use temporary crossing bridges
or mats to minimize soil compaction and mechanical injury to plants.

« Any stockpiting of soil should take place away from trees. Piling soil at a tree
stem can kill the root system of the tree. Soil stockpiles should be covered, as
well, to prevent soil erosion and fugitive dust.

Questions concerning the protection of trees and forest resources may be addressed to
DOF (Todd Groh, Assistant Director of the DOF Forest Resource Management Division,
at 434-220-9044 or at Todd.Groh@dof.virginia.gov).

9, Water Sources and Sewerage Regulations. The EA (page 10) states that the
existing municipal water system will be utilized. A septic system will be installed.

9(a) Agency Jurisdiction. The Virginia Depariment of Health (VDH) ODW reviews
projects for the potential to impact public drinking water sources (groundwater wells,
springs and surface water Intakes). VDH also has authotity for non-discharging systems
such as septic tanks and drain fields.

9(b) Agency Findings. VDH ODW states that there are minimal potential impacts to
public drinking waier sources due to this project. No groundwater wells are within a 1-
mile radius of the project site. No surface water intakes are located within a 5-mile
radius of the project site. The project does not fall within Zone 1 (up to 5 miles into the
watershed). The project falls within Zone 2 (greater than 5 miles into the watershed) of
the James River Correctional Center’s James River intake.

9(c} Agency Recommendations.

« Implement best management practices on the project site including erosion and
sedimeant controls as well as spill prevention controls and countermeasures.

« Contact the local VDH district (434-972-6219) to ensure compliance with local
septic system regulations.

9(c) Requirement. Potential impacts to public water distribution systems or sanitary
sewage collection systems must be verified by the local utility.

9(e) Waterworks Operation Regulations. Installation of new water lines and
appurtenances must comply with the Commonwealth's Waterworks Regulations. The
VDH Office of Drinking Water (540-463-7136) administers both federal and state laws
governing waterworks operation,
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Draft EA: Fork Unlon Flre Stalion, FEMA
DEQ 10-139F

9(f) Water Conservation Recommendations. DEQ recommends that to the extent
practicable, the responsible party consider the following water conservation measures:

« Grounds should be landscaped with hardy native plant species to conserve water
as well as minimize the need to use fertilizers and pesticides.

« Convert turf to low water-use landscaping such as drought resistant grass,
plants, shrubs and trees.

» Consider installing low flow restrictorsfaerators to faucets.
Improve irrigation practices by:

o upgrading sprinkler clock; watering at night, if possible, to reduce
evapotranspiration (lawns need only 1 inch of water per week and do not
need o be watered daily; over watering causes 85 percent of turi
problems);

o Installing a rain shutoff device; and

o collecting rainwater with a rain bucket or cistern system with drip lines.

« Check for and repair leaks (toilets and faucets) during regular routine
maintenance activities.

10. Loca! and Regional Comments. Fluvanna County and the Thomas Jefferson
Planning District Commisslon did not respond to DEQ's request for comments.

REGULATORY AND COORDINATION NEEDS
1. Erosion and Sediment Control, and Stermwater Management,

1(a) Erosion and Sediment Control, 1f this project will disturb equal to or greater than
10,000 square feet, the property owner must submit a project-specific erosion and
sediment control plan to the local government. Depending on local requirements the
area of land-disturbance requiring an ESC plan may be less. Loca! ESC program
requirements must be requested through the local government (Reference: Virginia
Erosion and Sediment Control Law §10.1-563; Virginia Erosion and Sediment Control
Regulations §4VAC50-30-30, §4VAC50-30-40).

1(b) Stormwater Management, Depending on local requirements, a stormwater
management plan may be required. Local stormwater management program
requirements must be requested through the local government (Reference: Virginia
Stormwater Management Act §10.1-603.3; Virginia Stormwater Management Permit
Regulations §4VAC50-60-110).

1(c) General Permit for Stormwater Discharges from Construction Activities. For
projects involving land-disturbing activities equal to or greater than 1 acre, the owner or
operator of construction activities are required to apply for registration coverage under
the General Permit for Discharges of Stormwater from Construction Activities and
develop a project-specific stormwater pollution prevention pian (SWPPP). The SWPPP
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must address water quality and quantity in accordance with the Virginia Stormwater
Management Program (VSMP) Permit Regulations. Specific questions regarding the
Stormwater Management Program requirements should be directed to Holly Sepety with
DCR at (804) 225-2613 {Reference: Virginia Stormwater Management Law §10.1-603.1
et seq.; VSMP Permit Regulations §4VAC-50 ef seq.).

2. Air Quality Regulation. According to the DEQ Air Division, the following regulations
may apply during project operation:

« 9VACS5-50-60 et seq. of the regulations governing fugitive dust.
» 9VACS5-130 et seq. of the regulations governing open burning.

For information on any local requirements pertaining to open burning, contact local
officials.

Also, permils may be required for any boilers or fuel-burning equipment installed at the
development. Prior to construction and operation, contact the DEQ Valley Regional
Office (Janardan Pandey at 540-574-7817) for a permitting determination.

3. Solid and Hazardous Wastes. All solid waste, hazardous waste and hazardous
materials must be managed in accordance with all applicable federal, state and locat
environmental regulations. Some of the state laws and regulations that may apply are:

Virginia Waste Management Act (Code of Virginia Section 10.1-1400 ef seq.);
Virginia Hazardous Waste Management Regulations (VHWMR) (9VAC20-60);
Virginia Solid Waste Management Regulations (VSWMR) (9VAC20-80);
Virginia Vegetative Waste Management Regulations (9YAC20-101 et seq.), and
Virginia Regulations for the Transportation of Hazardous Materials (9VAC20-
110).

. & & » @

Some of the federal laws and regulations that may apply are:

« Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) (42 U.8.C. Section 6901 et
seq., and the applicable regulations contained in Title 40 of the Code of Federal
Regulations); and

« U.S. Department of Transportation Rules for Transportation of Hazardous
materials (48 Code of Federal Regulations Part 107).

4. Natural Heritage Resources. Contact the DCR DNH at {804) 786-7951 for an
update on natural heritage information if a significant amount of time passes before itis
utilized.

5. Histaric Resources. Continue coordination with DHR (Marc Holma at 804-367-2323,

114) to ensure compliance with Section 106 of the Nationa! Historic and Preservation
Act.
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Fork Union Fire Station Environmental Assessment

Draft EA: Fork Unlon Fire Station, FEMA
DEQ 10-139F

6. Septic System Regulations. Contact the local VOH district (434-972-6219) to
ensure compliance with local septic system regulations.

7. Waterworks Operation Regulations. Installation of new water lines and
appurtenances must comply with the Commonwealth's Waterworks Regulations. The
VDH Office of Drinking Water (540-463-7136) administers both federal and state laws
govermning waterworks operation.

CONCLUSION

The Commonwaalth has no abjection to the preferred alternative provided that all
applicable state, federal and locals laws and regulations are followed. Thank you for the
opportunity to review the EA, Detailed comments of reviewing agencies are attached for
your review. Please contact me at (804) 698-4325 or Julia Wellman at (804) 698-4326
for clarification of these comments.

Sincerely,

TATVINIS

Effie L. Irons Manager
Office of Environmental Impact Review

Enclosures

cc:  Stephen W. Williams, Thomas Jefferson PDC
Frank Pleva, Fluvanna County
Roger Kirchen, DHR

ec:  Amy Ewing, DGIF
Robbile Rhur, DCR
Barry Matthews, VDH
Paui Kohler, DEQ ORP
Kotur S. Narasimhan, DEQ OADA
Greg Clark, DEQ VRO
Melanie Allen, VDOT
Todd Groh, DOF
David Spears, DMME
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FIGURE 5
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
DIVISION OF AIR PROGRAM COORDINATION

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW COMMENTS APPLICABLE TO AIR QUALITY

TO: Julia H, Weliman DEQ - OEIA PROJECT NUMBER: 10 -139F
PROJECT TYPE: ] STATE EA/EIR X FEDERAL EA/EIS []SCC

[] CONSISTENCY CERTIFICATION
PROJECT TITLE: FORK UNION FIRE STATION

PROJECT SPONSOR: FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY

PROJECT LOCATION: X OZONE ATTAINMENT AREA

REGULATORY REQUIREMENTSMAY BE APPLICABLE TO: X CONSTRUCTICN
‘ ] OPERATION

STATE AIR POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD REGULATIONS THAT MAY APPLY:

9 VAG 5-40-5200 C & 9 VAC 5-40-5220 E — STAGE |

9 VAC 5-40-5200 C & 9 VAC 5-40-5220 F — STAGE Il Vapor Recovery

9 VAC 5-40-5490 et seq. — Asphalt Paving operations

9 VAC 5-130 et seq. — Open Burning

8 VAC 5-50-80 et seq. Fugitive Dust Emissions

9 VAC 5-50-130 et seq. - Odorous Emissions; Applicable to

9 VAG 5-50-160 et seq. — Standards of Performance for Toxic Pollutants

9 VAG 5-50-400 Subpart , Standards of Periormance for New Stationary Sources,

designates standards of performance for the,

9 VAC 5-80-10 et seq. of the regulations — Permits for Stationary Sources

9 VAC 5-80-1700 et seq. Of the regulations — Major or Modified Sources located in

PSD areas. This rule may be applicable to the

9 VAC 5-80-2000 et seq. of the regulations —~ New and modified sources iocated in

non-attainment arsas _

12. ] 9 VAC 5-80-800 et seq. Of the regulations — Operating Permits and exemptions. This rule
may be applicable to

S0 ENOUR®LN
O OO0 OOo>=<=das

0.

1.

COMMENTS SPECIFIC TO THE PROJECT:

(s Smantl

{Kotur S. Narasimhan)
Office of Air Data Analysis DATE: October 8, 2010




VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

MEMORANDUM
TO: Julia Wellman, Eavironmental Program Planner
777/:/((
FROM: Paul Kohler, Waste Division Environmental Review Coordinator
DATE: October 21, 2010
COPIES: Sanjay Thirunagari, Waste Division Environmental Review Manager; file

SUBJECT:  Environmental fmpact Report; Fork Union Fire Station; 10-139F

The Waste Diviston has completed its review of the Environmental Impact report for the Fork
Union Fire Station Project in Fork Union, Virginia. We have the following comments concerning the
waste issues associated with this project:

Neither solid nor hazardous waste issues were addressed in the report The report did not include
a search of waste-related data bases. The Waste Division staff conducted a cursory review of its data files
including a GIS database search, but did not identify any waste sites that would impact or be impacted by
the proposed constlruction. .

Any soil that is suspected of contamination or wastes that are generated must be tested and
disposed of in accordance with applicable Federal, State, and local laws and regulations. Some of the
applicable state laws and regulations are: Virginia Waste Management Act, Code of Virginia Section
10.1-1400 et seq.; Virginia Hazardous Waste Management Regulations (VEIWMR) (9VAC 20-60);
Virginia Solid Waste Management Regulations (VSWMR) (9VAC 20-80); Virginia Regulations for the
Transportation of Hazardous Materials (9VAC 20-110). Some of the applicable Federal laws and
regulations are; the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA), 42 U.S.C. Section 6901 ef seq.,
and the applicable regulations contained in Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations; and the U.S.
Department of Transporiation Rules for Transportation of Hazardous materials, 49 CFR Part 107.

Please note that DEQ encourages all construction projects and facilities to implement poliution
prevention principles, including the reduction, reuse, and recycling of all solid wastes generated. All
generation of hazardous wastes should be minimized and handled appropriately.

If you have any questions or need further information, please contact Paul Kohler at (804) 698-
4208.




COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA

DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION AND RECREATION
2603 Govemor Street, Suite 326
Richmond, Virginia 232192010
(904} 786-2556  FAX (804 4717859

MEMORANDUM

DATE: October 18, 2010

TO: Julia Wellman, DEQ

FROM: Roberta Rhur, DCR, Environmental Impact Review Coordinator

SUBJECT: DEQ 10-139F, Fork Union Fire Station
Division of Natural Heritage

The Depastment of Conservation and Recreation's Division of Natural Heritage (DCR) has searched its
Biotics Data System for occurrences of natural heritage resources from the area outlined on the submitted
map. Natural heritage resources are defined as the habitat of rare, threatened, or endangered plant and
animal species, unicue or exemplary natural communities, and significant geologic formations.

According to the information currently in our files, Rivanna River, which has been designated by the
Vitrginia Department of Game and Inland Fisheries (VDGIF) as a “Threatened and Endangered Species
Water”, is downstream of the project site. The species associated with this T & E Water is the Atlantic
pigtoe (Fusconaia masoni, G2182/SOC/LD).

Due to the legal status of the natural heritage resource associated with this site, DCR recommends
coordination with the Virginia Department of Game and Inland Fisheries (VDGIE} to ensure compliance
with protected species legislation.

Under a Memorandum of Agreement established between the Virginia Department of Agriculture and
Consumer Services (VDACS) and DCR represents VDACS in comments regarding potential impacts on
state-listed threatened and endangered plant and insect species. The current activity will not affect any
documented state-listed plants or insects,

In addition, our files do not indicate the presence of any State Natural Area Preserves uncer DCR’s
jurisdiction in the project vicinity. '

New and updated information is continually added to Biotics. Please contact DCR for an update on this
natural heritage information if a significant amount of time passes before it is utilized.

State Pavks * Soil and Water Conservation » Natural Heritage » Outdoor Recreation Planning
Chesapeake Bay Local Assistanice » Dam Safety and F loodplain Management » Land Conservation




The Virginia Department of Game and Inland Fisheries maintains a database of wildlife locations,
including threatened and endangered species, trout streams, and anadromous fish waters that may contain
information not documented in this letter. Their database may be accessed from hup://vafwis.org/fwis/ or
contact Shirl Dressler at (804) 367-6913.

Division of Soil and Water Conservation

Erosion & Sediment Control:

The property owner is responsible for submitting a project specific erosion and sediment control (ESC)
plan to the tocal government for review and approval pursuant to the local ESC requirements, if the
project involves a land-disturbing activity of equal to or greater than 10,000 square feet. Depending on
local requirements the area of land-disturbance requiring an ESC plan may be less. The ESC plan must
be approved by the locality prior to any land-disturbing activity at the project site. All regulated land-
disturbing activities associated with the project, including on and off site access roads, staging areas,
botrow arcas, stockpiles, and soil intentionally transported from the project must be covered by the
project specific ESC plan. ILocal ESC program requirements must be requested through the local
government. [Reference: Virginia Frosion and Sediment Control Law §10.1-563; Virginia Erosion and
Sediment Control Regulations §4VACS50-30-30, §4VAC50-30-40]

Stormwater Management:

Dependent on local requirements, a Stormwater Management (SWM) plan may be required, Local SWM
program requirements must be requested through the local government, [Reference: Virginia Stormwater
Management Act §10.1-603.3; Virginia Stormwater Management (VSMP) Permit Regulations §4VACS50-
60-110]

General Permit for Discharges of Stormwater from Construction Activities:

The operator or owner of construction activitics involving land disturbing activities equal to or greater
than one acre are required to register for coverage under the General Permit for Discharges of Stormwater
from Construction Activities and develop a project specific stormwater pollution prevention plan
(SWPPP), Construction activities requiring registration also includes the land-disturbance of less than
one acre of total land area that is part of a larger common plan of development or sale if the larger
common plan of development will ultimately disturb equal to or greater than one acre. The SWPPP must
be prepared prior to submission of the registration statement for coverage under the general permit and
the SWPPP must address water quality and quantity in accordance with the Virginia Stormwater
Management Program (VSMP) Permit Regulations. General information and registration forms for the
Generzl Permit are available on DCR’s website at

http://www.dcr, virginia.gov/soil and water/index.shtm

[Reference: Virginia Stormwater Management Law Act §10.1-603.1 et seq., VSMP Permit Regulations
§4VAC-50 et seq.]

The remaining DCR divisions have no comments regarding the scope of this project. Thank you for the
opportunity to comment.

CC: Emie Aschenbach, VDGIF
Tylan Dean, USFWS
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Wellman, Julia (DEQ)

From: Ewing, Amy (DGIF)

Sent:  Thursday, October 21, 2010 10:07 AM

To: Weliman, Julia {DEQ)

Subject: ESSLog# 31304_10-139F_Fork Union Fire Station

We have reviewed the subject project the preferred alternative of which proposes to construct a new Fire
Station at a site in Fluvanna County, just north of Fork Union.

According to our records, the Rivanna River has been designated a Threatened and Endangered Species
Water due to the presence of state Threatened green floater and state Threatened Atlantic pigtoe. In
addition, this river is designated an Anadromeous Fish Use Area. Based on the scope and location of the
proposed work, we do not anticipate it to result In adverse impacts upon this resource.

To minimize overali impacts to wildlile and our natural resources, we offer the following comments about
development activities: We recommend that the applicant avoid and minimize impacts to undisturbed
forest, wetlands, and streams to the fullest extent practicable. We recommend malintaining undislurbed
naturally vegetated buffers of ai least 100 feet in width around all on-site wetlands and on both sides of all
perennial and intermittent sireams. We recommend maintaining wooded lots to the fuliest extent
possible.

We recommend that the stormwater controls for this project be designed to replicate and maintain the
hydrographic condition of the site prior lo the change in landscape. This should include, but not be limited
to, utilizing bioretention areas, and minimizing the use of curb and gutter in tavor of grassed swales.
Bioretention areas {also called rain gardens) and grass swales are components of Low Impact
Development (LID). They are designad to capture stormwater runoff as close lo the source as possible
and allow it to slowly infiltrate into the surrounding soil. They benefit natural resources by filtering
pollutants and decreasing downstream runoff volumes.

We support the use of LEED building technigues for the proposed facility.

We recommend that all tree removal and ground clearing adhere to a time of year restriction proteclive of
resident and migratory songbird nesting from March 16 through August 15 of any year.

We recommend adherence to erosion and sediment controls during ground disturbance.

Thanks, Amy

Amy M. Ewing

Environmental Services Biologist

Virginia Dept. of Game and Inland Fisheries
804-367-2211

10/21/2010




If you cannot meet the deadline, please notify JULIA H. WELLMAN
at 804/698-4326 prior te the date given., Arrangements will be
made to extend the date for your review if possible., An agency
will not be considered te have reviewed a document if no
commants are received {or contact is made) within the period
specified.

REVIEW INSTRUCTIORNS:

A. Please review the document carefully. If the proposal has
been reviewed earlier (i.e. if the document is a federal
Final EIS or a state supplement), please consider whether
your earlier comments have been adequately addressed.

B. Prepare your agency's comments in a form which would be
acceptable for responding directly to a project proponent
agency.

C. Use your agency stationery or the space below for your
comments, IF YOU USE THE SPACE BELOW, THE FORM MUST BE
SIGNED AND DATED,

Please return your comments to:

MS. JULIA H. WELLMAN

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REVIEW
629 EAST MAIN STREET, SIXTH FLOOR
RICHMOND, VA 23219

FAX #B04/698-4319
Julia.Wellman@deq.virginia.gov

RECEIVED vl (e
é; ; v

SEP 30 201
DEO-Ofie of Eru JULTIA H. WELLMAN
% 0f Enviomnts ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAM PLANNER
lmpect Revig

COMMENTS

Based on available information, no T/E plant and insect species are documented to
aceur in the vicinity of the project area. At this time, we do not anticipate this project will
have significant adverse affect as it relates to VDACS' responsibilities for the
preservation of agricultural lands and the protection of listed endangered and
threatened plant and insect species.
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Wellman, Julia (DEQ)

From: Groh, Todd (DOF)

Sent:  Friday, October 01, 2010 2:13 PM

To! Wellman, Julia (DEQ)

Subject: RE: Requesting Review: EA for Fork Union Fire Station DEQ 10-139F
Julia,

The Department of Forestry finds no significant impact to the forest resources of the
Commonwaealth for this project.

Todd A. Groh, Assistant Director

Forest Resource Management Divisian
Virginia Department of Forestry

900 Natural Resources Drive, Suite 800
Chariottesville, VA 22903

Phone: 434-220-9044

Mobile: 434-981-8882

Fax: 434-296-2369

From: Wellman, Julia (DEQ)
Sent: Wednesday, September 29, 2010 2:27 PM

Ta: Allen, Melanie L. (VDOT); Ewing, Amy (DGIF); Kirchen, Roger (DHR); Kohler, Paul {DEQ); Matthews,
Barry (VDH); Narasimhan, Kotur (DEQ); Rhur, Robbie (DCR); Tignor, Keith (VDACS); Clark, Gregory
(DEQ); Groh, Todd (DOF); 'info@tjpdc.ory’; ‘swilliams@tjpdc.org’; fpleva@co.fluvanna.va.us’;
"pgroot@co.fluvanna.va.us'

Subject: RE: Requesting Review: EA for Fork Union Fire Station DEQ 10-139F

Please note that the deadline for this project has been extended until October 19, 2010.
Extended Deadline: October 19, 2010

Download Document Online: www.deq.virginia.gov/eirfortunionfirestation.pdf

Julia Wellman

Environmental Impact Review Coordinator
Virginia Department of Environmental Quality
PO Box 1105

Richmond, VA 23218

Phone: (304) 698-4326

Fax: (804) 698-4319

NEW E-mail; Fulia. Wellman@deq.virginia.gov

From: Wellman, Julia (DEQ)

Sent: Tuesday, September 28, 2010 2:07 PM

To: Allen, Melanie L. (VDOT); Ewing, Amy (DGIF); Kirchen, Roger {DHR); Kohler, Paul (DEQ); Matthews,
Barry (VDH); Narasimhan, Kotur (DEQ); Rhur, Robbie (DCR}; Tignor, Keith (VDACS); Clark, Gregory

10/6/2010




Welliman, Julia (DEQ
From: Clark, Gregory (DEQ)
Sent: Wednesday, Qctober 06, 2010 2:36 PM
To: Wellman, Julta (DEQ)

Subject: EIR Comments for the Proposed Fork Union Fire Station Project (DEQ #10-139F)

The DEQ-Valley Regional Office has reviewed the Environmental Assessment for
the proposed Fork Union Fire Station and has no comments.

Gregory L, Clark, PE

Virginia Department of Environmental Quality

ph: (540)-574-7911

FAX: (540)-574-7878

Please note my NEW email address: gregory.clark@deq.virginia.qov




From: Holma, Mare ( )

Sent: Wednesday, October 06, 2010 1:38 PM
To: Welliman, Julia {DEQ)

Ce: kate.mcmanus @dhs.gov

Subject:  Fork Union Fire Station, Fluvanna County (DHR No. 2010-1789; DEQ No. 10-139F)

Attachments: 2010-1789.pdf

Julia,

FEMA has already initiated consultation with DHR on this project pursuant to
Section 106 of the Natlonal Historic Preservation Act, as amended, and its
implementing regulation 36 CFR Part 800. On 24 September 2010 we received
the project materials including a Phase | archaeological survey. Unfortunately,
the survey did not meet the National Park Service or DHR survey guidslines. |
reported this to the FEMA contact, Ms Kate McManus, in an e-mail dated 27
September (see attached). 1 expect that FEMA will continue to consult with DHR
on this undertaking although | have not had a response from Kate.

Sincerely,

Marc Holma

2010-1789.p4f (124
K8)

Marc E. Holma, Architectural Historian
Office of Review and Compliaiice

Virginia Department of Historic Resources
2801 Kensington Avenue

Richmond, Virginia 23221

phone: (804) 367-2323 x114

Sax: (804) 367-2391

web: www.dlinvirginia. gov

¥% [ oarn more about DHR's ePIX - Electronic Project Information Exchange **




Hotma, Marc (BHR)

From: Holma, Marc {DHR)

Sent: tonday, September 27, 2010 3:00 PM

To: kate mcmahus@dhs.gov

Ce! 'Bat Groot', Smith, Jolana (DHR)

Subject: Fluvanna County Volunteer Fire Department--Fork Unionh Company [2010-1789)
Kate,

| received that above referenced project for our review and comment. With your cover letter was
attached a copy of an archaeological report by Rivanna Archaeological Services (September 2010).
Unfortunately, the report does not meet our guidelines. We require two bound archival copies of the
report. Additionally, the consultant does not appear to have requested a archaeological survey
number from the DHR nor was a DSS survey form compleled for the historic cemetery. Please direct
your applicant to inform Rivanna that it must contact Ms Jolene Smith, Archaeology Inventory
Manager, to receive an archaeologlical survey number for the historic cemetery. Ms Smith's contact
number is (804) 367-2323, Ext. 117. Once this has been done, the DSS form completed and
provided to DHR, and two bound archival copies of the report are received we will continue with our
review of this project.

Sincerely,

Marc Holma

Mare E. Holma. Architectiratl Historian
Ofice of Reviese and Compliance

Virginia Department of Historie Resonreas
2801 Kensingion Avenne

Richmond, Virginia 23221

phone: (804} 367.2323 x4

Jix: (804 367.210/

web: vy i, pEr i, sy

*% Learn more abut DHR's ef1X - Efecteonic Praject Information Evehange 5%




Weliman, Julia (DEQ)

From: Allen, Melanie L. {Malanie Allen @VDOT Virginia.gov)
Sent:  Monday, October 11, 2010 8:15 PM

To: Waliman, Julia (DEQ)

Subject: FW: Review Comments For EA for Fork Union Fire Station DEQ 10-139F
Ms. Wellman,

VDOT {Culpeper District Planning) has had an opportunity to comment on the above
referenced projects and its potential to affect the proposed or existing transportation
system. Please nolify if there are any questions.

Sincerely,

Melanie L. Allen

Favironmental Progeam Planner

melanie.allen@vdotvirginia pov { 804-786-0868 i 1401 1 Broad Street
Richmond, VA 23219

From: Proctor, Charles C.

Sent: Friday, October 08, 2010 4:47 PM

To: Allen, Mefanie L.

Ce: Barron, L. Marshall

Subject: Review Comments For EA for Fork Union Fire Station DEQ 10-139F

Melanie,

| have completed my review of the EA for Fork Union Flre Station DEQ 10-139F proposed in Fluvanna
COunty and-have the following comments:

« The EA is for the relocation of the Fork Union Fire Station to a site approximately 1.2 miles from
the exisiing facility.

¢ The study stated that there would be some minor impact to traffic during the construction phase of
the new facility, but did not go into detail as to how those impacts would be handled. This will need
to be addressed as part of the site plan developmant process;

o The study did not identify any long term impaclts.

it there are any questions please contact me at the Culpeper District Office.

Thank you,

Chuck

Charles C. Progtor il

District Transportation Plarner (PD-10)
Planning and Land Development Section
Culpeper District Office

1601 Orange Road

Culpeper, Virginia 22701

540-829-7558

charles,proctor @ VDOT virginia.gov

g;% Please consider the environment before printing this email.

10/19/2010

Page 1 of 1




W ulia:(PEQ
From: Eorsgren, Diedre (VOH)

Sent: Wednesday, October 06, 2010 9:41 AM
To: Wellman, Jufia (DEQ)

Co! Matthews, Barry (VDH)

Subject:  (10-139F) EA: Fork Union Fire Station

DEQ Project #: 10-139F

Name: Fork Union Fire Station

Sponsor: Federal Emergency Management Agency
Location: Flavanna County

VDH - Office of Drinking Water has reviewed DEQ Project Number 10-139F, Below
are our comments as they relate to proximity to publie drinking water sources
(groundwater wells, springs and surface water intakes). Potential impacts to public water
distribution systems or sanitary sewage collection systems must be verified by the local
utility.

No groundwater wells are within a 1 mile radius of the project site.
No surface water intakes are located within a 5 mile radius of the project site.

Project does not fall within Zone 1 (up to 5 miles into the watershed); project falls within
Zone 2 (greater than 5 miles into the watershed) of James River Correctional Center’s
Tames River intake.

Best Management Practices should be employed on the project site including Erosion &
Sedimentation controls as well as Spill Prevention, Controls, and Countermeasures.

There are minimal potential impacts to public drinking water sources due to this project.

Diedre Forsgren

Office Services Specialist

VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH
Office of Drinking Water, Room 622-A
109 Governor Street

Richmond, VA 23219

Phone; {804} 864-7241

emall: dledre.forsgren@ydh.virginia.gov
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Weliman, Julia (DEQ)

From: Spears, David (DMME)

Sent:  Wednesday, October 13, 2010 9:32 AM

To: Weliman, Julia (DEQ)

Subject: RE: Requesting Review: EA for Fork Union Fire Station DEQ 10-139F

Jutia,
No, DMME would not have jurisdiction over this. Our geothermal well ragulations apply only o
commercial geothermal power plants.

David Spears

From: Weliman, Jufia (DEQ)
Sent: Wednesday, October 06, 2010 11:29 AM

To: Spears, David (DMME)

Subject: FW: Requesting Review: EA for Fork Union Fire Station DEQ 10-139F

David,

This project proposes lo use a geothermal heating and cooling system. Would DMME have jurisdiction
over this?

www.dea.virginia.gov/eir/fortunionfirestation.pdf

Julia Wellman

Environmental Impact Review Coordinator
Virginia Department of Environmental Quality
PO Box 1105

Richmond, VA 23218

Phone: (804) 698-4326

Fax: (804) 698-4319

NEW E-mail: Julia. Wellman @deq.virginia.gov

From: Wellman, Julia (DEQ)

Sent: Wednesday, September 29, 2010 2:27 PM

To: Allen, Melanie L. (VDOT); Ewing, Amy (DGIF); Kirchen, Roger (DHR); Kohler, Paul (DEQ); Matthews,
Barry (VDH); Narasimhan, Kotur (DEQ); Rhur, Robbie (DCR); Tignor, Kelth (VDACS); Clark, Gregory
(DEQ); Groh, Todd (DOF); 'info@tjpdc.org’; 'swilliams@tipde.org’; 'fpleva@co.fluvanna.va.us';
‘pgroot®co.fluvanna.va.us'

Subject: RE: Requesting Review: EA for Fork Union Flre Station DEQ 10-139F

Please note that the deadline for this project has been extended until October 19, 2010.
Extended Deadline: October 19, 2010

Download Document Online: www.dea.virginia.gov/eir/fortunionfirestation.pdf

Julia Wellman
Environmental Impact Review Coovdinator

107192010




Project Review Application Form Fork Union Fire Station Canstruction Grant

No historic properties affected ) No adverse effect
Additional information is needed in order to complete our review.
We have previously reviewe ;j thi pr fcci A copy of our LO?, spondt,ncc is aitaci(?’cf,FV )
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This Space For Department Of Historic Rew:mes Use Only

Project Description

The project encompasses construction of a new fire station for use by the Fluvanna County Fire Department Fork
Union Company. The proposed site is immediately adjacent to the Fork Union Community Center, formerly an
elementary school constructed around 1941 7This project will likely be a design-build contract to provide in
accordance with all applicable codes and standards an approximate 80° x 95” (7,600 sq. fi.) structural steel,
masonry, concrete steuclure consisting of a three (3) bay garage approximate 17°-0” in height and an
administrative/living quarters approximale 25°-10" in height {connected). Included in the project is all necessary
and required geading, compacting, water and sewer (public water connection and septic system for sewer), site
conerete, asphalt paving and striping, site lighting, landscaping, and VDOT required “taper and turn” lane on U.S.
Route 15 at the project entrance. Any below ground construction is not expected to exceed three foot (3°-07) which
is basically for utilities and footers,

The fand on which the proposed fire station building, utilities, entrances and parking will be located is owned by the
County of Fluvanna. It consisis of ninety (90) acres indentified on Tax Map 51, Parcel 129A in the south cast
portion of the USGS Patmyra Quadrangle The existing land use is mixed woodland and open ficlds, which was
formerly farmland (crops and/or pasture). There was a historic cemetery identified on site and a survey was
conducted 1o identify the extent and limits of the cemetery. A report is attached.

There have been no recent modifications 1o the Iandseape, Actual estimated acreage that will be disturbed is
approximately four acres. Within the 90 acres and south of the building site is the former Fork Union Elementary
School, now used as the Fluvanna County Community Center.,

MAIL COMPLETED FORM AND ATTACHMENTS TO:
Virginia Department of Historic Resources
Autention: Project Review
2801 Kensington Avenue, Richmond, VA 23221
www . dhr virginia gov
C:ADocuments and Settings‘ememanul\Local Settings\Temporary Internet Files\Content. Qutlook\TONMAPST\DHR
ProjectReviewForm Fire Station.doc
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PUBLIC NOTICE

Fluvanna County is planning to construct a new fire
station adjacent to the Fork Union County Parks and
Recreation Center, located at 5725 James Madison Hwy,
Fork Union, VA 23055. In accordance with the National
Environmental Policy Act, an Environmental Assessment
(EA) has been prepared. The public is invited to review
and comment on the project.

A copy of the EA will also be available for review at the:

Fluvanna County Administration Building
132 Main St.
Palmyra, Virginia 22963

An electronic copy of the EA will be available at
http://www.fema.gov/plan/ehp/envdocuments/ea-
regiond.shtm.

Written comments can be faxed to:

A. Morton Thomas & Associates at (804) 276-6233 or
Emailed to jfarrell@amtengineering.com

or
kate.mcmanus@dhs.gov ,
Regional Environmental and
Historic Preservation Officer,
FEMA Region lll, Mitigation Division
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AOSE/PE Report for

Construction Permit 1
Location of Lot WA Section N/A | Subdivision NIA , _Fluvanna  County
ocation of property: | p{Nor Tax Map # Tex Map 51-129 & 120A
Latitude/Longitude_
Applicant or Client and address: Prepared by AOSE/PE {name and address):
Blll Ford, County of Fluvanna John Hutcherson i
P. O, Box 540 ] ‘ 5802 Union Mills
Palmyra, VA 22963 Troy, Virginia 22974
Date of Report: AOSE/PE Joh Number: (optional)
Revision Date: - Heaith Dept. ID. No.:
Contents/Index of this report:® :
1-Cover Page & Certification 4-Soll Profile Descriptions 7-Deslign Caleulations 10-Pump Curve & TDH
2-Application Page . 5-Construction Drawing 8-Advantex/Purafio Reserve 41-Pump Chamber Size
3-Soll Summary Report & info B-Construction Parmit Specs g-Pump System Deslgn & Cal.  12-Sanitary Survey

Certification Statement(s)”

1 hereby certify that the evaluations and/or designs contained
herein were conducted in accordance with the Sewage Handling
and Disposal Regulations (12 VACS-610), the Private Well
Regulations (12 VACS5-615), and other applicable policies of the
Virginia Department of Health. Furthermore, I certify that my
evaluation and/or design contalned herein complies with all
applicable laws, regulations, and policies implemented by the
Virginia Department of Health.

JOHN
HUTCHERSON
No. 132

o //‘M%” e
& O° >
A RTIFIED P o

I recommend a Conslruction Permit * be __ Approved 5

! Insert appropriate title: “Construction Permit”, “Subdivision Approval”, “Certification Letter”

2 Examples include: “Soil Information Summary”, “Soil Profile Descriptions”, “Water Supply Design Specifications”,
“Primary/Reserve Design Specifications”, “Construction Drawings", “Site Sketch”, “Product Specification Sheet”

3 PE work is regulated by the Department of Professional and Occupational Regulation. This section is considered optional for PEs.
4 Fill in this blank with the appropriate term: “certification letter”, “construction permit”, or “subdivision approval”

# Fill in this blank with the appropriate term: “approved”, or “denied” .




Commonwealth of Virginia
Application for: [/]Sewage System || Water Supply

Owner Counfy of Fluvanna  BIll Ford, Project Manager

Due Date

VPH Use Only
Health Department ID#

Phone  434-581-1825

Mailing Address _P. O. Box 840 . Phone
Palmyra, VA 22063 Fax ‘:2?
Agent Phone, ‘é‘\ %
Mailing Address Phone L —ack §
£ TOAN :
Fax - . )
Site Address b No. 132
Email
Direetions to Property: Woest side of Rt. 15 & RL. 6, .25 mile North of Saylor Lane Cn. 05{0
ey RTipED B
et
Subdivision NIA Section N/A Biock __ NIA Lot NIA
Tax Map _ 51-128 & 129A Other Property Identification NIA Dimension/Acreage of Property 100 acres
Sewage System

Proposed Use:

For New Constraction: M Centification Letter Construction Permit
For Existing Construction: [_]Repair [T]Modification [ _]Expansion [_]Replacement

Type of Approval: Applicanis for new construction are advised to apply for a certification lstter to determine if land is
suitable for a sewage system and to apply for a construction permit (valid for 18 months) only when ready to build.

[ single Family Home (Number of Bedrooms __) [ ]Multi-Family Dwelling (Total Number of Bedrooms __)

Temporary use not to exceed I year [ {Other (describe

Other (describe) New Fork Unfon Fire Depariment Station 450 gals/day maximum peak load

[} Intermittent of seasonal use

Wil there be a basement: Yes [] No . If yes, will there be fixtures in Basement? Yes 3 No

Are any conditions proposed on this construction permit? DYes No. If yes, please check or describe all
roposed conditions that apply: | |Reduced water flow DLimited occupancy

Water Supply

Will the water supply be Public or D Private? Is the water supply
If proposed, is this 2 replacement well? [ ves [:INo. Will the old well be abandored? I:] Yes Ij No.

Will any buildings within 50° of the proposed well be fermite treated? [yes [InNo.

Existing or [ _|Proposed?

AN Applicants
Is this an AOSE/PE application? Yes DNO

If yes, is the AOSE package attached? Yes DNO.
Note: The well location must comply with §32.1-176.5:2

In order for VDH to process your application you must attach a site sketch and plat of the property, The site sketch should show
your property Fines, actual and/or proposed buildings and the desired location of your well andfor sewage system. When the site
evaluation is conducted the property lines, building location and the proposed well and sewage system sites must be clearly marked

and the property sufficiently visible to see the topography, otherwise this application will be denied.

I give pemnission to the Virginia Department of Health (VDH) to enter onto the property described during normal business hours for
the purpose of processing this application and to perform quality assurance checks of evaluations and designs certified by an
Authorized Onsite Soil Evaluator (AOSE) or a Professional Engineer (PE) as necessary intil the sewage disposal system has been

constructed and approved.

Signature of Owner/Agent

AOSE Form D Revised 7/03/07

Date

Page 9_2_ of jg?
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Soil Summary Report

General Information

Date: January 15, 2010 Submitted to Fluvanna County Health Department
Applicant: County of Fluvanna, Bill Ford ~ Telephone No. 434-591-1925

Address: P.0.Box 540 Palmyra, Virginia 22963

Owner:  Same as applicant Address: Same as applicant

Location: West side of Rt. 15 & Rt. 6, 25 mile North of Saylor Lane

Tax Map:, 51-129 & 120A Subdivision: N/A Block/Section: N/A Lot: N/A

Soil Information Summary

1. Position in Iandscape satisfactory Yes-X  No-
Describe: side slope

2. Slope: 6%

3. Depth to rock or impervious strata: Max.- Min.- None-X
4. Depth to seasonal water table (gray redoximorphic color) No-X Yes- inches~
5, Frec water present No-X Yes- range in inches
6. Soil percolation estimated ~ Yes-X Texture Group-II1
No- Estimated Rate-50 min/inch
7. Penmeability test performed ies;{ If yes, note type of test performed and attach
0~ .

Site Approved-X Drainfield to be placed at 48"  depth at site designated on permit, plat, or drawing
Site Disapproved-

Reasons for rejection

1. Position in landscape subject to flooding or periodic saturation
2. Insufficientdepth of suitable soil over hard rock.

3. Insufficient depth of suitable soil to seasonal water table.

4. Rates of absorption too slow. '

5. Insufficient area of acceptable soil for required drainfield, and/or Reserve Area. HUTCHERSON
6. Proposed system too close to well. No. 132

7. Other Specify
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SOIL PROFILE DESCRIPTION REPORT

Date: January 15,2010 . Lot: N/A
Hole#  Horizon Depth (inches) Description of color, texture, etc. Texture Group
Hand Auger
1 Ap 0-3 very dark grayish brown 10YR 3/2
sandy loam ITh
E 3-12 yellowish brown 10YR. 5/6 sandy loam b
Bt 12-35 red 2.5YR 4/6 clay v
Cl 35-48 red 2.5YR 4/6 & 4/8 light clay loam with 1
) many fine mica flakes
Cc2 48-72 red 2.5YR 4/8 to 10R 4/8 very light clay loan i
with pockets of sandy clay loam with I
white weathered feldspar & many fine mica
flakes
2 Ap 0-8 dark grayish brown 10YR 4/2 sandy loam 1Ib
E 8-12 yellowish brown 10YR 5/4 sandy loam I
Bt - 12-34 red 2.5YR 4/6 & 4/8 clay v
CB 34-48 red 2.5YR 4/8 clay loam with few fine mica I
mica flakes )
C 48-72 red 2.5YR 4/8 to yellowish red SYR 5/8 very ,
light clay loam with pockets of sandy Hl
loam with many fine mica flakes 1
3 Ap 0-2 dark grayish brown 10YR 4/2 sandy loam IIb
E 2-10 brown 10YR 5/3 sandy loam . ITb
Bt 10-36 strong brown 7.5YR 5/6 to red 2.5YR 4/6 .
clay v
Cl 36-48 red 10R 4/6 & 4/8 light clay loam with many m
fine mica flakes :
C2 4872 red 2.5YR 4/6 & 4/8 very light clay loam il
with pockets of sandy loam with many fine 1I
mica flakes

HUTCHERSON
Np. 182

&/ /29/& cﬁ) ,‘
0 SR TIFfEp PO
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Sewage Disposal System Construction Specifications

General Information

New-X  Repair- Expanded-
Owner:  Bill Ford, County of Fluvanna Telephone No. 434-591-1925
Address: P. 0. Box 540 Pah{iyra, Virginia 22963

For a Type I sewage disposal system to be constructed on/at
West side of Rt. 15 & Rt. 6, .25 mile North of Saylor Lans

Subdivision: N/A Block/Section: N/A Lot; WA

Actual or estimated water use: 450 gals/day

Design Notes

Water supply, existing {describe): Fork Union Sanitary District Public Water Supply
To be installed: N/A

Building sewer: 4 inch I, D. PVC 40, or equivalent
Slope: 1.25" per 10' (minimumy) '

Septic Tank: Capacity r900 gals. {minimum)

Inlet-outlet structure: PVC 40, 4" tees or equivalent

Pump and pump station: ’ Yes-X  No-

Gravity Mains: 3" or larger I D., minimum 6" fall per 160, 1500 1b, crush or equivalent

Distribution box:  Precast conerete with 35 ports .

Header lines: Material 4" 1.1, 1500 Ib. crush strength plastic or equivalent from distribution box

to 2" into absorption trench.

Percolation lines: Gravity 4" plastic 1000 1b. per foot bearing load or equivalent, slope2" 4"
(min. max.) per 100*

Absorption trenches;

Square fect required: 1200 .

Depth from ground surface to bottom of trench: 48 inches
Trench width: -3 1t,

Center-to-center spacing; 9ft

Depth of aggregate: 13 inches

Aggregate size: 5-1.5" HUTCHERSON

Trench length: 100 ft.
Number of trenches: 4

No, 132
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Design Caleulations
Subdivision: N/A Lot: Fork Union Fire Department

Design Basis
A. Estimated percolation rate 50
B. Arearequired feet squared

per 100 gals water used

Table 4.6 based on gravity) 251
C. Gallons Per Day 450
D, Septic tank capacity (gals.) 900
Avrea calculations
E. Length of trench 100 ft. Length of availabje area 100 £,
F. Width of trench 3ft
G. Number of trenches 4
H. Center-to-center spacing 91t
I. Width required 30 M1 Width of available area

including reserve 51t
J, Depth of trenches 48 inches Advantex/Puraflo
reserve
K. Total square footage required  1129.5
L. Square footage in design 1200 _
M. Is a reserve area required?  Yes-X No- ‘«NXEM"TH Op L
: §0 _ b X
. A
S } L 2
JOHN %
HUTCHERSON

No. 132




Advantex/Puraflo Reserve Area
Fork Union Fire Department

Design Basis

1. A. Estimated Percolation Rate (minutes per inch)
B. Recommendéd trench bottom (inches)

C. Depth to restrictive feature or fo limit of evaluation if none encountered

D. Minimum separation distance required (may be impacted by perc rate)
E. Separation distance in inches provided in design (1C-18)
F. Minimum trench bottom is 10 inches unless slope is > 10% then
[(% slope x .01 x trench width in inches + 10 inch minimum
G. Is slope greater than 10%
H. If slope is greater than 10%, does greater than 24 inches to rock
exist below french bottom?

1. If slope is greater than 10% and there is greater than 24 inches to trench
bottom, add 1 foot to the minimum center to center spacing beginning at

20% slope and continue for each 10% slope increase above 20%.
If trench bottom is less than 24 inches above rock, add 1 foot to the

minimum center to center spacing beginning at 10% slope and continue

for each 10% slope increase above 10%.
2. Square feet required:
Puraflo/Advantex loading rate: .89 gpd/sq. ft. for 3 foot wide trenches
Square footage required per 150 gals: (150 gpd ) / (.89 gpd/sq.ft.) x 3
3. Gallons Per Day

Area Calcui‘aﬁons

4. Trench Length
Length of available area

HUTCHERSON

132
5. Trench width ;Eo /
l/2e 0
o7
. 6. Number of trenches o SR po

TIFTED P

7. Center-to-center spacing

8. A. Width required [(# of trenches-1* (center spacing)] + (trench width)
B. Width of available area

9. Total square footage required (trench bottom s.f. x 3)

10. Square footage in design (trench length)y*(irench width)*(# of trenches}

Page 8 of 12

50 min/inch
48 inches
72 inches
12 inches
24 inches

10 inches
No

N/A

N/A

169

450

100 ft.
100 ft.

3 ft

9 ft.

12 ft.

20 ft.
507 sq. ft.

600 sq. ft.
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PUMP SYSTEM DESIGN INFORMATION & CALCULATIONS

Fork Union Fire Department
1. Pump Capacity in gallons per minute for Enhanced Flow (36 gpm for 2 inch pipe}
2. Relative Elevation of Distribution Box
3. Relative Elevation of Ground Surface at the pump chamber
4, Static Head in feet [(#2 - #3 + Depth to water level in tank))

5. Length of Discharge Pipe from pump chamber to distribution box in feet

8. Pump Chamber Size (volume in gallons)
HUTCHERSON

9. Number of drainfield lines in system No. jE
' //7:9 72 <
1 1 f-'a
10. Length of drainfieid lines % TIFIED PO

11. Linear feet of drainage pipe in system [(# of D/T lines) x (length of lmes)]
(must be less than 1200)

12. Volume in Gallons per linear foot of 4 inch pipe
13. Dosing volume per cycle for enhanced flow in gallons [60% x (#11 x #12)
14. Gallons per inch of pump chamber (1000 gal. tank: 20 gallons per inch)

15. Pump control differential, number of inches per pumping cycle
(Dosing Volume /Gallons per inch)

16. Total design flow of system (gallons per day)

17. Y day Emergency Storage Volume in inches [(Design Flow/4)/{(Gallons per
inch of pump chamber)}

18, ¥4 day Emergency Storage Volume in Gallons [(Design Flow)/4]
19. Maximum Pump Cycle Time in minutes {Dosing velume/36 gpm)

20, Maximum Pump Cycle time in minutes (Dosing volume/84 gpm)

36 gpm
10 ft.

0 ft.
16 ft.

234 ft.

45 ft.
279 ft.

1000

100 fi.

400 ft.
.65
156

20

7.8

450

5.63
112.5
4.33

1.86
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PUMP CURVE & TOTAL DPYNAMIC HEAD CALCULATIONS
Total Dynamic Head Calculations:
1. Design flow rate: 36 gpm
2. Static Head: Lift from pump to distribution box: 16 ft.
3. Type of Pressure Pipe: 2 inch PVC sch. 40 pressure pipe
4, Equivalent length of pipe due to fittings: 45 ft.. 2
5. Equivalent length of transport pipe: 279 ft.
6. ¥riction head in transport pipe and fittings: 7.25 ft.
7. Total Dynamic Head: (static head + friction head) 2325 ft. HUTCHERSON
No. 132
PERFORMAKCE RATIKGS (gallons psr minute)
W W i WO T
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Pump Chamber Size in Gallons: 1000
Drawdown in Gallons (Each Pump Cycle): 156
Drawdown in Inches (Each Pump Cycle): 7.8
Maximum Pump Cycle Time (Drawdown in Gallons/36 gpm): 4,33 minutes

Maximum Pump Cycle Time (Drawdown in Gallons/84 gpm): : 1.86 minutes

Additional Specifications;

1. Pump chamber must be level and watertight

2. Force main shall be 2-inch diameter schedule 40 PVC pressure pipe with

pressure fittings and installed 18"+ below grade.

3. Pump must provide 36 galloris per minute minimum and 84 gallons per minute
maximum at system head.
Pump shall be of open face centrifugal type effluent pump designed to pump sewage.
The pump system must ‘be provided with controls for automatically starting and
stopping the pump based on the water level.
6. The electrical motor control center and master disconnect switch shall be placed in a

secure location above grade and remote from the pump station.
7. Each motor control shall be provided with a manual override switch.
8. The alarm shall be audiovisual and shail alarm in an area where it may be easily monitored.
9. All electrical connections must be hardwired in the electrical connection/junction box
10. Do not use compression fittings.
11. All electrical conduits passing into the pump chamber must be sealed with a water stop.
12. The recommended pump for this system isa Gould’s WEO3M 1/3 H. P. or equivalent.

o

sch B0 i
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] 11
52
f‘a‘ca%h //Wcm
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Architectural Resources
Fork Union Company

DHRID# |Resource Name ... |Quad _ |Register/Ease [Comment Eligibility wm.z.m_o Score _|Eligi? Date
032-0295 " |Fork Union Elementary School " [Palmyra 1 _ I 0;
032-0339 |Galt-Cobb-Snead House ~~ |Columbia . R 0 o
032-0340  |Holmhead Post Office Columbia m Tl

4/14/2010




Virginia Department of Historic Resources
Reconnaissance Level Survey

DHR ID#: 032-0295 ) Other DHR ID#:

R esource Information _
Resource Name(s): Fork Union Elementary Schoot  {Current}
Date of Construction: 1941 National Register Fligibility Stafus

Local Historie District :
Resource has not been evaluated.®
F.ocafion of Resource

Commonwealth of Virginia

County/Independent City: Fluvanna

Magisterial Districe: b
Town/Villnge/Hamlel: Columbia * Resource has not been formally evaluated by DHR or
Tax Parcel: eligibility information has net been documented in DSS
Zip Code: at this time.

Address(s): Route 15/6 {Cumrent}

USGS Quadrangle Name: PALMYRA

UTM Boundory Coordinates !

NAD Zone Easting Northing

UTM Center coordinates .
UTM Datg Restricted?. *|

Resource Description
Ownership Statis: Private
Govertnent Agency Owner! !
Acreage:
Surrounding area:
Open to Public: No
" Site Description:
. Route 15/6 at north eastern edge of Fork Union Village.
Secondary Resowrce Summary:

None,

ITndividual Resource Information

Count Resource Types Resource Status
I School Contributing

Individual Resource Detall Information

Resonrce Type. Sehool Primary Resource? Yes
Date of Constraction: 1941 {Site Visit} Aecessed?
Architectural Style: Number of Stevies: 1.9
Form: Condition: Good
Interior Plan Type:
Threals fo Resource:

Architecture Summary: Single~story brick school building, nine bays wide, 4 bays desp, and approximately 11,200 square feet. Flat,
parapet roof, Recessed, centered entrance on $W has transom and sidelights. Raised masonry panels at either end of the facade. |
Centered rear wing has English basement beneath, |

Primary Resource Exierior Component Deseriptign:

CompType/Porm - ... ... Material - - . MuteralTregtment-rm g e |

Page 1 of 2 Report generated 4/14/2010



Virginia Department of Historic Resources
Reconnaissance Level Survey

DHR ID#: 9320295 Other DHR ID#:
Foundation Foundation - Solid/Continuous Concrete other
Roof Roof - Parapet other other
Structural System Structural System - Masonry Brick other
Windows Windows - Sash, Double-Hung Wood Windows - /%
Windows Windows - Sash, Double-Hung Wood Windows - Multiple-light
Historic Time Period(s): Q- World War [to World War 1L (1917-1945)
Histaric Context(sh: Education

Stguificance Statement
Very good adaplive use a5 a community ceater,

Nattonal Register Eligibility Information (Iniensive Level Survey):

National Register Critoria:

Period of Significance:
Level of Significance:

Graphic Media Dacumentation

DHR Negative # Photographic Media Negative Repository Photo Date Photographer
$38¢ B&W 35mm Photos Jone 1986 0'Day
12641 B&W 35mm Photos February 1993 Lindsay Nolting

Bibliographic Docrimtentation
Crltural Resource Management (CRM) Events

CRAM Event# 1,

Cultural Resource Management Bvent: Survey:Phase I/Reconnaissance

Date of CRM Event: 9999

CRAM Person:

CRM Event Nates or Comments:

No date provided.

CRM Event 2,

Cultural Resonrce Management Event; Survey:Phase I/Reconnaissance

Dale of CRM Event: June 1986

CRM Person: Randall O'Dell

CRM Event Notes or Comments:
Bridge Information
Cemetery Information
Owntership Information

Page2Zof2 Report generated 47142010
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VIRGINIA
DIVISION OF HISTORIC LANDMARKS
HISTORIC DISTRICT/BRIEF

| Fik

k2 no.

2= i

Negative noty]. 8380 "

[

; " SURVEY FORM o
E CiiyTown Village; Humlep | Colaibia Couy Fluvenna '
. Stregt address or route aumber US.GS. Quad ) a. :
istoriename : - ”.C.‘sﬂl.mw.ﬂQna“m B8e"GRion schol -
Present use . Building Siyle
Uriginat e SCho0l - Fork tnion S?ho?l Building Diegy) 1941
!
. 1. Construction Materials 3. Staries {number) .._-.]:. ————— i .
T Dow hasengnt 3 raised busement o
B wood frame i “ N —
Sbrick ¢ 4 Baystoumber):  from P — sideqchurchy ... .
bond: I3 English b Osmmetrical D asymmetrical
1 Flemish e et e e —— e -
£2 .2 ~coune American with 5, Ruf Rpe
0 streteher emish variant Bshed & hipped
[ other E1 pavagrn? O pyramidut? .
O stone i [lgable £F mansurd i
{J random rubble £ pediment? Ef false neansard
£2 coursed rubhle | L paripes? [ gurnbel i
Cmblar  Ddressed 1 [Z chipped endt ‘.Elgai !
D rock-faced H O cruss poble? ,D{zlmpcl?
Olop: i Clcentral frant guble? O roof not visthle
Esguared Tunsquared i Dether ... -
notehing: f P -
3 ¥-noteh £ wal{ doverail b6, Roufing Materiul i
I yaddle £ full doy eail ) !
Thsquuee D dinenond . [ shingle l
L eonerete bloek : Ul eompositivn {usphutt, asbestos, ele.
O terea cotta O wond
O steel frame ¥ et
Cother . - .- —_ O standing seuny i
- e Dhearnygned !
: CE pressed tin (sintulated shingles) |
2, Cludding Material Clite i
O pamile 0 frat O plazed : ‘
O weatherhousrd O compositing siding O sHiwe | §
L vertical siding Cstucen Dot visible ; i
2 hoard & hatren O abuminum or vinyt siding L e - ]
Zrshingle: Eleast iron ! '?AI Jocnsers {oumberk front side :
T wood 1 shect metat 7 Blpable O pediment? i
Y nshestos EJ enumeled meral Oshed !
[asphal Opls O hipped I
Obeckes 1 ___ . — - —— et
Dather e e &, Primary Porch
- P R style PR, ————
sturies . . e T
levuls I DS o S
nltteriuls J— - :
description and decorative details |
- 1
9. General supplementiry deseription und decoration;
. e e - i
1. Major additions and alierations:
1. Outbrildings: i
P2 Landseape Beatures:
13 Sigilicanee
|
e !

Surviged by 0'Dell and R:ax;:iall

P

¢ June 1986
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Virginia Department of Historic Resources
Reconnaissance Level Survey

DHR ID#: 032-0339 Other DHR IDF:
R esource Information
Resource Name(s): Galt-Cobb-Snead House {Historie/Current}
Date of Construction: 1850 National Register Eligibility Status

Local Historic District
Resource has not been evatuated . *

Location of Resource
Commonwealth of Virginia

Countw/Independent City: Fluvanna
Magisterial District: i
Town/Village/Hamlet: Columbia * Resource has not been formally evaluated by DHR or
Tax Parcel: eligibility information has not been documented in DSS
Zip Code: at this time.
Address(s): Route 6 {Current} . .
USGS Ouadrangle Name: COLUMBIA
UTAM Boundary Caordinates : {
NAD Zone Basting Northing ‘
UTH Center coordinales :
UTM Data Restricted?.
Resource Description
Owaership Status: Private
Governmeni Agency Ciwner:
Acreage;
. Surronnding areq:
Opent to Public: No
Site Description:
South side of Route 6, west of Dixie.
Secondary Resource Summary:
None. |
Individual Resource Information
Count Resource Types Resource Status
1 Garage Contributing
1 Single Dwelling Contributing
Individual Resource Detail Information
Resowrce Type. Garage Primary Resonrce? No
Date of Construction: 9999 Accessed?
Architectural Syle: Nunriber of Storifes: 190
Form: Condition: Good
Interior Plan Type:
Threats to Resource: None Known

Architecture Summary: Frame structure with front gable roof and two garage doors, 4-fights in each door. Attached shed wing,

Page 1 of 3 Report generated 4/14/2010



Virginia Department of Historic Resources
Reconnaissance Level Survey

DHR ID#: 032-0339 Other DHR ID#:

Individual Resource Detall Information

Resource Type. Single Dwelling Primary Resource? Yes
Date of Construction: 1850 {Site Visit} Accessed?
Architectural Style: Classical Revival Number of Sicrigs: 2.0
Form: 1-House Condition; Good
Interior Plan Type:
Threats to Resource: None Enown

Architeeture Summary: Two-story, Uree-bay, I-house witgh enclosed end chimneys and a shallow pitched hipped roof. Six-over-six
windows with shutters (added, probably) on front of house and on East windows. Touble dooy with sidelights and fransom. Hipped
roof front porch with square posts and spindle railing. :

AdditionsfAlterations: Gable wing rear addition with porch,

Pringary Resowrce Extertor Component Description:
Component Coin o Materfal Material Treatment
Chimneys Chimneys - Interior Brick Chimneys, Cap, Corbeled
Porch Porch~ 1-story, 3-bay Wood Porch ~ Post, Square
Roof Roof - Hipped Asphalt Roof - Shingle
Structural System Structural System - Frame Wood Structural System - Weatherboard
Windows Windows - Sash, Double-Hung Wood Windows - 6/6
Historic Time Periodf(s): e Antebellum Period (1830 o 1860)
Historic Contexi(s): Domestic

Significance Statement .
Built for Sarah Elizabeth and Thomas Galt, Ant example of mid- {9th century dwelling.

Significant Individuals and Events
Associated Individuals:  Thomas Galt, Owner
Sarah Elizabeth Galt, Other

National Register Ellgibility Information (Intensive Level Survey):

National Register Criteria:

Period of Significance;
Level of Significance:

Graphic Media Documentation

DHR Negative # Photographic Media Negative Repository Photo Date Pholographer
12647 Bé&W 35mm Photos April 1993 Lindsay Nolting

Bibliographic Documentation
Cultural Resonrce Management (CRM) Evenis
CRM Event# 1,

Page2 of 3 Report generated 4/14/2010



Virginia Department of Historic Resources
Reconnaissance Level Survey

DHR ID#: 032-0339 Other DHR ID4:
Cultvral Resource Management Event: Survey:Phase [/Reconnaissance *
Date of CRM Event: 9999
CRAM Person: VDHR

CRM Event Notes or Commenis: :
TUndated and unsigned survey.

Bridge Information
Clemetery Information

Ownership Information

Page 3 of 3 Report generated 4/14/2010
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Virginia Department of Historic Resources ;
Reconnaissance Level Survey

DHR ID#: 032-0340 Oilrer DHR IDH:

R asource Information
Resowrce Name(s): Holmhead Post Office  {Histerie/Current}
Date of Consiructfon:  ca 1840 National Register Eligibility Status

Local Historie District : ‘

Resource has not been cvaluated.*
Location of Resource

Commonwealth of Virginia

County/Independent City: Fluvanna

Magisterial District: i
Town/Villagre/Hamlet: Columbia ¥ Resource has not been formally evaluated by DHR or i
Tax Parcel: etigibility information has not been documented in DSS
Zip Code: at this time,

Address(s): Route 6 {Current}

USGS Quadrangle Name: COLUMBIA

UTM Boundary Coordinates :

NAD Zone Easting Morthing

UTM Center coordinates ;
UTM Data Restricted?,

Resource Description
Cwnership Slatus: Privats
Government Agency Owner: i
Acreage: '
Surrounding area:
Open to Publi: i
Site Dexcription:
Route 6 and 2nd 624.
Secondary Resource Summary:

None. |

Individual Resource Informuation

Count Resource Types Resource Siatus
1 Post Office Contributing

Individual Resonrce Detail Information

Resource Type. Post Office Primary Resource? Yes
Date of Consiruction; ca 1800 {Site Visit} Accessed?
Arehitectural Spile: ] Number of Stories: 2.0
Form: I-House Condition: Good
Interior Plan Type:
Threats to Resource: None Known

Architecture Summary: Two-story, 4-bay wide, and 2-bay deep I-house with shed wings and West end chimney, 5-course American
bond, Pedirented porch with four square posts. Solid brick foundation.

Primary Resouree Exterior Conponent Description:

Component Comp Type/Form Material Material Tezatment
— Ehimmeys——~- -~ Chimneys-~Exteriorend:  ~ - -+ - -+ Brick- - - --Chimneys- Bond; American, S=coursg™—————| =+~ !

Paga 1 of 3 Report generated 4/14/2010



Virginia Department of Historic Resources

Reconnaissance Level Survvey

DHR 1h#: 032-0340 Other DHR ID#:
Porch Porch - L-story Wood Porch - Post, Square
Roof Roof - Gable Asphalt Roof - Shingle
Structural System Structural System - Frame Wood Structural System - Siding, Aluminum
Windows Windows - Sash, Double-Hung Wood Windows - 6/6
Chimneys Chimrieys - Interior Brick Chimneys, Cap, Corbzled
Foundaticn Foundation - Solid/Continuous Brick other
Historic Time Period(s}: M- Early National Perfod {1790-1825)
Historle Context(s): Settlement Pattems

Stgnificance Statement

Undated survey: Local sources say the building was pivoted in the 1930s, so that what was the back door now faces the roadway.

Example of 19th century Post office.

#16, April 1973 Bulletin of the Fluvanna County Historleal Society: Traditionally, Mrs, Cary M. Ashlin named Holmhead Post Office to

honor the author of the Holmes Readers which were popular in the schools of that day.

In 1896 Mr. Ashlin was appointed postmaster for an office to be so called, but for some reason it did not open, The office was
"reestablished*' by the Post Office Department in 1893, Mr. Ashlin was afflicted with blindness, and his niceo Mary "Mamie" Cooke

assisted him in the store and post office and succzeded him as postmaster.

The store and post office were in the building still standing at the junction of Route No, 624 and Route No, 6, The building has been
turned around; the projecting toom which housed the store and post office were in the front facing the road, {There is & delightful story
about the man who moved the building: "*If you don't pay me for my work, 'l just tum that building right back arcund!")

National Register Eligibility Information (Infensive Level Survey):

National Register Criteria:

Period of Sigrificance:
Level of Significance:

Graphic Media Decunentation

12657 B&W 35mm Photos

Photo Date

Photographer

DHR Negative # Photographic Media Negative Repository

April 1993

Lindsay Nolting

Brb!iogmg‘%rﬁegggg:nfenra.tfon

Bibliographic RecordType: Newsletter

Author: Fluvanna Co Society Butletin
DHR CRM Report Number:

Notes:

Number 16, Builetin of the Fiuvanna County Historical Society, April 1973.

Cultural Resonrce Management {CRM) Events
CRM Event# 1,

Page 2 of 3
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DHR ID#: 032-0340

Virginia Department of Historic Resources
Reconnaissance Level Survey

Other DHR ID#:

Cultural Resource Management Event:

Date of CRM Event:
CRM Person:
CRM Event Notes or Comments!

Undated and unsigned survey.

Bridge Information
Ceietery Imfbrm}ztian

Ownership Information

Survey:Phase IfReconnaissance
9999
VDHR,

Page 3 of 3
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032-0340, Holmhead Post Ofifice (1993)
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The Bulletin of the FLUVANNA COUNTY Historical Society
Number 16, April 1973

POST OFFICES OF FLUVANNA COUNTY

Places and People Part I

INTRODUCTION 5

X. FORK UNION AREA 6

Winn's Store - Winn's Tavern - Winnsville
Fork Union

Snead’s Tavemn

Holmhead

Cohasset

POST OFFICES OF FLUVANNA COUNTY
Places and People

Places — how they change, people — how they move. And when people move, places grow or
disappear. Fascinating. Who re members, today, Woodside? East Point or Rockaway? Or
Herndoft’s Store?

All the introduction necessary is in the last Bulletin, We would apologize that we never found the
names of all the early postmasters, or more information about Confederate post offices, but we
suspect that these two Bulletins tell you more about Fluvanna post offices than you ever reaily
wanted to know.

These lists of postmasters certainly contain a fair sampling of Fluvanna family names — with
maybe a carpetbagger or two included! As elsewhere, the peak number of post offices in Fluvanna
was reached about 1895, After Rural Free Delivery was instituted, the number started to decline.
For a long time the postmasters had rendered almost a personal service, much like those who, asa
personal favor, carried mail *¥By Hand.** This was illustrated in a letter from the Post Office
Department to Meriweather Morris, postmaster of Columbia from 9 August 1796.

There are many Offices in which the profits are really not adequate to the trouble, yet for the
accommodation of the people they are kept up. I hope you will be induced to continue in yours for
the convenience of your Neighborhood. Half the post offices in the United States would be broken
up, if the postmasters were not influenced by motives other than those of a pecuniary nature.

The wording of the sketches in these Bulletins has been deeply influenced by each person who
kindly took time to talk to us about the tiny spot of God's green earth which they call Home. We
had a problem, though. We wanted to publish all they told us!

We have enjoyed finding old post offices by searching records or by exploring on foot. But, as we
are afraid the manuscript shows, we are easily distracted from our objective — Suddenly one comes

~—on-an-amusing-entry-in-a-dusty-old-book, or discovers a resy-pink-dogwood in-full bloom-away-off= = =— - -




in the woods, And then there was the day we found a bush with exquisitely formed brown flowers,
Foundations of an old building that was once a post office, yes, but we never knew there was such a
thing as a brown flower. When following old roads in Fluvanna we know Rachel Fields noted truly:
"A road might lead to anywhere. **

FORK UNION AREA

Winn's Store Post Office (1826-1828)
Winn's Tavern Post Office (1825-1832)

Winnsville Post Office

Winn's Tavern Post Office changed its name to Winnsville in 1832, and one might conclude that
Winn's Store Post Office was a predecessor of Winn's Tavern. The dates given for the post offices
will not support this conclusion. If we could secure the names of the early postmastets, perhaps we
could prove the location of Winn's Store.

We believe Winn's Store Post Office was located at Winn's Mill on Big Bremo Creek near present-
day Shores. Thomas Winn, who was already prominent when the county was formed, owned Low
Fields (now home of Mr. and Mrs, T. J. Bugg, Jr.}, and, according to one source, he built a brick
home named Evergreen in 1819 (the farm now owned by Mr. J. W. Minter), nearer his mill on
Bremo Creek.

Thomas died in 1824, but some years previous he had turned the mill operation over to his son
George. In 1821 his son John had received a license to open a tavern in his own home about four
miles to the east near the Woolings, who were one of Fluvanna's first patentees. In 1819 John had
built a big brick house there that became known as Winnsville, One year after his father's death, we
believe John opened Winn's Tavern Post Office and that Brother George opened Winn's Store Post
Office at the Winn Mill the next year. Winn's Store closed after two years.

John Winn became a very prospesous man, but the post office closed when he died in 1845. It is
said that it was his brick home which later housed the extraordinary Fluvanna Institute.

Postmasters

Joseph Wooling 23 Feb. 1832 Philip J, Winn 16 Oct, 1844
J. Winn - Patrick I1. Jackson 31 July 1845

John Sclater

Closed to Fork Unioen 15 Oct, 1845

Fork Union Post Office

Fork Union Post Office opened the day Winnsville closed. Today it is housed in a modern brick
building and serves an atea growing in population, The Rural Route from Bremo Bluff picks up
mail from the post office and serves a section of the Fork Union area.

The village of Fork Union must have had its beginning when Austin Seay built a mill near his home
on Crooks Creek around 1800. Then a church for four denominations was built nearby in 1824,
called The Brick Union. The Charlottesville Stage Road wound its dusty way by the farms, and
someone decided to open a store. We hope that a complete record of Fork Union will be written of
Temperance Hall, Corinth Hill, the gold mines, and the Fork Union Military Academy which finally
— putthevillage.onthe.map... .. _ - e e e e e e e e




FUMA crowns the eastern hill, and for many years it has been the cadets who, with bugle and drum,
. have marked time for homes and farms round about.

Postmasters

George H. Snead 15 Oct, 1845 William H. Sadler 23 Dec, 1889

Sarah E. Oppenheimer [ 6 Feb. 1 866 Henry Davis 5 May 1 897

James M. Denton 19 Feb. 1867 Andrew L. Cobb 14 Nov. 1504

Miss Julia M. Seay 19 Mar. 1874 Ernest P. Burgess 1 Oct. 1913

Mrs. Julia M. Snead 21 Feb. 1884

Later postmasters include: C. Graham Thomas, Mrs. Bessie S. Burgess,

R. K. Drumwright, Sr., R.K. Drumwright, Jr., and Mrs. Aurelia W. Griffin.

Snead's Tavern Post Office

Postal histories tell how taverns, on both sides of the Atlantic, were used as mail depositories,
Snead's Tavern was one of those used in Fluvanna,

The first record we can find of Snead's Tavern is dated 1802 when John Snead received a license
from the County Court **to keep an Ordinary in his own House.** (In 1794 they granted Holman
Snead a license **to keep an ordinary at the place called the Fork Ordinary.**) John Snead
continued to renew his license, paying the yearly tax. In 1810'he paid $2.19, but in 1813 it was
much higher, $16.78. In 1820 and 1821 the wording in the minutes-changed to read:

On the motlon of John Snead for a License to keep a houss of private entertainment in his own
House from this time until the 1st day of May term next, it appearing to the satisfaction of the Court
that he Is a man of good character and not addicted to drunkenness or gaming and it being their
opinion that he will keep ant orderly and usefu! house of enterfainment, a License thereupon
granted,

As stated in the last Bulletin this Tavern stood, according to the John Wood Map of 1820, at the
forks of three roads: a road from ‘Columbia, a road from the Court House, and a road from Old Fork
Church.

The Snead's Tavern Post Office was active between the years 1813-1822. We have failed fo find a
list of the postmasters. One can happily assume that John Snead himself was the appointed post-
master, until someone finds records to the contrary.

Holmhead Post Office

Traditionally, Mrs, Cary M, Ashlin named Holmhead Post Office to honor the author of the Holmes
Readers which were popular in the schools of that day.

In 1896 Mr. Ashlin was appointed postmaster for an office to be so called, but for some reason it
did not open, The office was "reestablished*' by the Post Office Department in 1898, Mr. Ashlin
was afflicted with blindness, and his niece ¥**Mamie®** (Mary Cooke) assisted him in the store and
post office and succeeded him as postmaster.

The store and post office were in the building still standing at the junction of Route No, 624 and
Route No. 6. The building has been turned around; the projecting room which housed the storeand

post office were in the front fading the road. ‘(There is a delightful story ry about the man who moved




the building: "*If you don't pay me for my work, I'l just turn that building right back around!")
Black- smith shops and stores were compatible, and there was such a shop on the Ashlin property.

When George Turner Seay became postmaster he moved the post office to his home at the junction
of Routes 6 and 624 to the east (across the road from the cinderblock tomato cannery Mr. J. W,
Siegfried built in more recent years). Tradition holds that Mr. Seay's home was once Fork Tavern
and was last run as a public house by a Mr. Pettit. Fork Tavem dates back to at least 1794. Could
part of this present building be the first tavern, or is this building one of its successors?

The small frame house of worship called Holmhead Chapei, still standing on a loop of Route No.
624, was built by the folk of the neighborhood early in this century — a non-denominational church -
—+to some people it seemed too far to go to church at Fork Union or Columbia when the weather

and roads were so bad. The building was last used by the American Legion, who placed a cannon
from World War I before it as a memorial marker.

Near the Chapel stood Gravel Hill School which closed years ago and was sold to be used as a
dwelling.

"Not far from the post office, but on the other side of Route No. 6, is another house of worship, the
Gravel Hill Sunday School Chapel. It is a small building, a happy red in color, its bell perched on
the peak of the roof ready to peal out the Good News.

Postmasters

Cary M. Ashlin 4 June 1896 William B. Muggins 28 Aug. 1919
Cary M. Ashlin 4 Apr. 1 898 George T. Scay 24 Apr. 1923
Mary Cooke 8 Aug. 1914

Discontinued; moved to Columbia 31 May 1926.

Cohasset Post Office )

In 1908 the Virginia Airline Railway snaked its way across the County from Strathmore on the C &
O James River Line to Lindsay on the Washington Line. Little railroad stations and loading
platforms, stores and post offices, sprouted on the sidings.

A Mrs, Dickey christened the first station from the south, naming it for her hometown on Boston's
Back Bay in Massachusetts — Cohasset. An Indian name, it has a nice ring to it!

Farm produce, pulpwood, and railway ties were no longer hauled all the way to Bremo Bluff; the
mail and anticipated household freight came nearer home. Tt became the railhead for the village of
Fork Union and the Fork Union Military Academy.

Mr. Horace L. Branham opened a post office in his store, When that store burned, Mr, F. F. White
built the store that became Bransford's Store. Then Mr. Proffitt opened a store on the other side of
the road, and later, a filling station was built beside Mr. Bransford's store. Up the hill Mr. Walter
Melton opened a small gas station and a large second-hand business which became a mecca for
those hunting the unique and the antique.

The whine of a stave mill once filled the air at Cohasset. It was just behind the F., F. White home
(now Mrs. H. M. Bransford*s), and did a flourishing business during World War I, shipping slaves

to_Tregedar Iron Works,in Richmond. In the day of home industries, before big corporations stifled __ ___ _.




the do-it-yourself world, Mr. Charlie Talley ran a shoe shop. The local tomato cannery provided a
market for local farmers. It also increased production during the **First War** sending canned
Fluvanna tomatoes to the boys **Over There.** It continued under the management of F. 8. White
~— he still processes a few cans for his own use. )

As trucks began to compete with the railroads, the oil companies used the trains, confined to their
static rails, to promote their own demise. Capitol Oil Company established a branch plant at
Cohasset, later used by the American Oil Company. Today fuel oil is stored there. About 1930
Texaco Oil Company placed a bulk plant near the tracks.

Like the railroad, the post office, stores, and filling stations are idle, but the raitroad station still
stands. However, it has not become a gray ghost like others on the line. At the request of the
vesidents, it is painted white, the center of an attractive group of Fluvanna homes.

Postmasters

Horace L. Branham 19 Dec. 1908 Annie E. White 2 Feb, 1925
Frayser E, White 29 May 1915 Annie E. Satterwhite June 1927
William C, Proffitt 1 8 July 1 930

Last postmaster; Hunter M. Bransford, Closed 1970.

FLUVANNA HISTORICAL SOCIETY OFFICERS: 1972-73

President; Mrs. W. W, Bercaw

First Vice-President: Mrs., H. M, Bransford
Second Vice-President: Mr. Charles C. Manning
Recording Secretary: Mrs, John M. Hunt
Corresponding Secretary: Mrs, W. A. Talley
Treasurer: Mrs. Burwell W, Scay

Members of the Executive Board at Large: Mrs. Ellis P. Snead,
Mr. William Siegfried, Mrs. Charles E. Coffey.

The Fluvanna Historical Society was founded in 1964 to collect and preserve manuscripts and other
documents relating to the history of Fluvanna County in Virginia; to maintain the Old Stone Jail at
the county seat, Palmyra, as a museum where antiquities of the county may be exhibited; and to
encotrage historical research.

Meetings of the Society are held three times a year. Annual dues are $2.00; a life membership costs
$50.00. A bulietin is published twice a year, distributed to members free of charge. Copies can be
purchased for $2.00 single copy; $3.00 double copy. Readers are requested to contribute any
information of historical interest they may have or may be able fo obtain. The society will endeavor
to publish as much of this information as may be possible.

All communications should be addressed to: Mrs, Henry C. McGehee, Chairnan of Publications,
Fiuvanna County Historical Society, Box 132, Palmyra, Virginia,

Rt Anew. archive, orglstream/bulletinfluvann00socigoog/bulletinfluvann00socigoog diviixt
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City/County:  Fluvanna

Report Generated on: 4/14/2010

DEPARTMENT OF HISTORIC RESOURCES
ARCHAEQLOGICAL REPORT

{ DHRIDA:  44FV0133 |

BIIR Site Number: 44FV0133 Qther DHR Number:
Resource Name;
“Temporary Designation:
Site Class: Terestrial, open air
CULTURAL/TEMPORAL AFFILTATION

Cultural Designation Temporal Designation

[ndeterminate 20th Century: Znd quarter
"THEMATIC CONTEXTS/SITE FUNCTIONS

Thematic Context:  Industry/Processing/Extraction Exantple: Mine, gold

Comments/Remarks:

Industrial/gold mine
LOCATION INFORMATION
LSGS Quadrangle(s): PALMYRA Restrict UTM Dafa?
Center UTM Coordinates {for less than 10 acres):
NAD ZONE EAST NORTH

Boundary UTM Coerdinates (for 10 acves or more)s

INAD ZONE EAST NORTH
Physiographic Proyinge: Drainage:
Aspeel: Nearest Water Source:
Llevation (in feet): Disfance to Water(in feet):
Slape: Site Soils:

Adjacent Soils:

Landform: other
SITE CONDITION/SURYEY DESCRIPTION
Site Dimenslons: feet by feet Acreage:
Sitrvey Stratepy: Informant

Site Condision: Site Condition Unknown




City!/County:  Fluvarnma

‘Threats to Resouree:

Survey Deseription:

[detailed information from Virginia |
Division of Mines attached to original ]
site file)

CURRENT LAND USE

Land Use: Example:

ConmtmentsfRemarks:

SPECIMENS, FIELDNOTES, DEPOSITORIES

Dates of Use:

Specimens Obtained? Specimens Depository:

Assemblage Deseription:

Speciniens Reporied?

Assemhblage Description--Reported:

Ficld Notes Reported? Depository:

REPORTS, BEPOSITORY AND REFERENCES

Report(s})? Yes Depository:

BHR Libyzary Reference Number:

Reference for reports and publications:
Virginia Division of Mineral Resources, Publication 43, p. 1
81

PROTOGRAPHIC DOCUMENTATION AND DEPOSITORY

Photegraphic Documentation? Depository Type of Photos

CULTURAL RESOURCE MANAGEMENT EVENTS

Photo Date

Cultural Resource Managenent Event: Survey:Phase [/Reconnaissance

Date:  1986/09/08

Ovrganization and Person:

Ovganization: First:  VDHR-J. Mark Wittkofski

Sponsor Qrganization:
DHR Project Review File No:

CRM Event Notes or Comments;

INMIVIDUSI/ORGANIZATION/AGENCY TNFORMATION  ~ =~~~

Last:
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City/County: Fluvanna

[ndividual Category Codes:

Honorif: Fivsh: Last:
Suffix:

Title:

Companyl

Agency:

Adedress:

City: State: Zip
Fhone/Ext:

Notes;

Ownership Type:

Government Ageney!




VIRGINIA
DIVISION OF HISTORIC LANDMARKS

RESEARCH CENTER FOR ARCHAEOLOGY
ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE INVENTORY FORM

Nameof Site. Senan Miye Site Number: _ HH._FY 135

Type of Site: A w3l / Gold Mpe Cultural Affiliation; 1231
State/ National Register Status;

USGS Map Reference: P wyan 1S

UTM. Zone 11 Easting - 241 540 Northing q; 184, 100

{Attach photocopy of appropriate section of USGS 7.5 minute scries topographical map showing site boundaries.)

Owner; Address/ Telephone:
“Tenant{ Address/ Telephone:
Site Informant/Address/ Telephone:

Surveyed By (name, address, affiliation, date):

General Environment and Nearest Water Source:
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Dimensions of Site;

Site Description and Survey Techniques:

Conditton and Present Land Use:
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Historic Cemetery Documentation Fork Union, Virginia

Introduction

In mid-August 2010, Rivanna Archacological Services (RAS) was contacted by A. Morton
Thomas & Associates Inc. (AMT). Fieldwork related to the proposed construction of a new
fire engine station near Fork Union, Virginia had identified an historic cemetery straddling
the northern boundary of the proposed development parcel owned by Fluvanna County,
and an adjacent privately owned parcel. RAS was asked to conduct due diligence archival
research and to verify and document the presence of the cemetery. Between August 23" and
September 9, 2010, RAS conducted preliminary level archival research and a reconnaissance
level survey and documentation of an historic cemetery straddling TM 51 -129A and TM 51
-128 located north of Fork Union, Virginia in Fluvanna County.

Project Setting

The project area is located approximately 1 mile north of Fork Union and the intersection
of Routes 15 and 6, and approximately 550 feet west of Route 15 (Figure 1). The cemetery is
located on the northern edge of an east-west oriented ridge approximately 350 — 360 feet asl.
The cemetery area is lightly wooded with predominantly a mixed pine and hardwood forest
at its southern edge, and a hardwood forest (oak, beech, maple, etc.) within and on its
western, northern and eastern edges. Little undergrowth is present within the defined
boundaries of the cemetery. A heavy covering of dead leaves, pine needles and other forest
detritus obscured the ground surface. Surrounding the cemetery on its southern and western
perimeter was an old road bed. Piles of soil adjacent to the edges of the road along its length
suggest that the road was formed through mechanical means by plowing or pushing soil in
an attempt to clear a route.

Figure 1: Detail, U.S.G.S. Palmyra, Virginia Quadrangle,
7.5 Minute Series, showing project area circled in red.
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Historic Cemetery Documentation Fork Union, Virginia

Project Goals and Research Design

The general goal of the pre-field archival research was to find out more detailed information
about the cemetery and its inhabitants to include if possible the establishment of a brief
history of the development of TM 51-129A and 51- 128, to locate historic plats of the
cemetery, to date the cemetery, and to the identity of the individuals interred there. To this
end, archival research was conducted in local repositories including the Fluvanna County
Circuit Court Clerk’s Office (Palmyra), the Albemarle County Circuit Court Clerk’s
Office (Charlottesville), the Fluvanna County Historical Society archives (Palmyra), and the
University of Virginia Library (Charlottesville).

The reconnaissance level survey of the cemetery was designed to be a preliminary level
documentation of the identified cultural resource. The goals of the survey were threefold: 1)
to confirm that the cultural resource is an historic cemetery; 2) to provide a general
assessment based on above ground visual observation of the size of the cemetery and
number of individuals interred there; and 3) to more accurately determine the location of
the cemetery in relation to the property boundary between TM 51-129A and 51-128.
Documentation and mapping of the cemetery was accomplished through the establishment
of a site grid. Where relevant, photographs were taken of features within the cemetery such
as grave markers and cultural vegetation.

The field investigations and cemetery documentation described here was designed as a non-
invasive survey only. Soils contained within and surrounding the historic cemetery were not

disturbed.

Previously Identified Sites

A check of the Department of Historic Resources database of cultural resources located
3 archaeological and 13 architectural sites within a one-mile radius of the historic cemetery

(See Table 1).

The three archaeological sites included 44FV0170, a residential dwelling and associated
outbuilding and cistern of unknown date; 44FV0171 a 40 x 40 foot cemetery containing 19
graves and dating from the second half of the nineteenth to the first half of the twentieth
century; and 44FV0133 a second through fourth quarter of the nineteenth century mine, the
Snead Gold Mine, located on the parcel just north of the cemetery and within 1,750 feet
northwest of it.

The architectural sites included the ca. 1929 William Frank FHotel, the Fork Union Victorian
House, the ca. 1882 Cumnor dwelling, the ca. 1880 Wallace C. Haden House, the ca, 1830
Oak Grove dwelling, the ca. 1920 Gothic House, the ca. 1800 Reverend White’s House, the
ca. 1830 Rose Hill dwelling, the ca. 1941 Fork Union Elementary School, the ca. 1850 Galt-
Cobb-Snead House, the ca. 1800 Holm head Post Office, an unnamed House on Rte. 6, the
ca. 1945 Dixie Wayside Motel and Restaurant, the ca. 1950 Fluvanna War Monument at
Dixie, and the Fork Union Historic District. The ca. 1941 Fork Union Elementary School
(032-0295) is located within TM 51-129A but will not be impacted by the proposed
development.
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Table 1: List of Archaeological and Architectural Sites within one mile
of the historic cemetery on file at the Department of Historic Resoutces.

Resource # | Resource Name Date NR Eligibility
44EV0170 Unnamed Dwelling & Associated Bldgs | N/A Not Evaluated
44PV0171 Unnamed Cemetery Ca. 1850 | Not Evaluated
44BFV0133 Snead Gold Mine Ca. 1831 | Not Evaluated
032-0061 William Frank Hotel Ca. 1929 | Not Evaluated
032-0062 Fork Union Victorian House N/A Not Evaluated
032-3063 Cumnor 1882 Not Evaluated
032-0064 Wallace C. Haden House Ca. 1880 | Not Evaluated
032-0100 Ouak Grove Ca. 1830 | Not Evaluated
032-0135 Gothic House Ca. 1920 | Not Evaluated
032-0148 Reverend White's House Ca. 1800 | Not Evaluated
032-0224 Rose Hill / Capt. Snead Homestead Ca, 1830 | Not Evaluated
032-0295 Fork Union Elementary School Ca. 1941 | Not Evaluated
032-0339 Galt-Cobb-Snead House Ca. 1850 | Not Evaluated
032-0340 Holmhead Post Office Ca. 1800 | Not Evaluated
032-0362 House, Rte, 6 N/A Not Evaluated
032-0366 Dixie Wayside Motel and Restaurant Ca, 1945 | Not Evaluated
032-0368 Fluvanna War Monument at Dixie Ca. 1950 | Not Evalnated
032-5020 Fork Union Historic District Ca. 1824 | Recommended
Eligible for
Listing

The ‘Petersburg’ Parcel History

As located and mapped by A. Morton Thomas & Associates on an undated Preliminary Site
Plan (Figure 2), the historic cemetery straddles the northern property boundary of TM 51-
1294, a 90-acre parcel owned by Fluvanna County, and the southern property boundary of
'TM 51-128, a 10-acre parcel owned by Roger and Margaret Glass.

Preliminary deed research has documented that TM 51-128 (10-acres), TM 51-129 (10-
acres), TM 51-129A (90-acres), TM 51-130 (8.8 acres), TM 51-138 (15-acres), TM™M 51-139
(10-acres), and TM 51-130, 131, 132, 133A, B and C, 134 and the eastern portions of 135C,
136 and 137 (originally one parcel totaling 28 acres) used to compose a much larger
cighteenth to nincteenth century parcel that was called ‘Petersburg’ by the late nineteenth
century.

In 1770 when Fluvanna County was still a part of ‘big” Albemarle County, Thomas Napier
patented a 180-acre parcel on the waters of Cary Creek, Three years later he sold the same
parcel to Rees Hughes. Rees Hughes lived on the tract and presumably farmed it for nearly
two decades.’ ‘

A Thomas Farrar acquired the same 180-acre tract in 1787 from Rees Hughes described as
“on the waters of Cary Creek and bounded as followeth viz: by the lands of Richard Nutt,
Thomas Riddle, Archibald Sneed, dec’d, George Anderson Jr., Jacob Williamson and
Thomas Staples, it being the land whereon the said Rees Hughes formerly lived, and where
the said Thomas Farrow now lives.” Farrar was one of numerous petitioners to the General

! Albemarle County Deed Book 6:103.
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Figure 2: Detail, Preliminary Site Plan, A, Morton Thomas & Associates Inc., 2010, showing
possible burial area in upper right hand corner,

Assembly in supporting the separation of Fluvanna from Albemarle County. A Thomas
Farrar also appears in the 1810 census for Fluvanna County as a farmer owning 4 slaves. By
1820, the census for Fluvanna County also lists a Thomas Farrar as a farmer owning 6
slaves, with four members of his household employed in agriculture.”

In his will dated 1829, Thomas Farrar left his real estate to his wife Sally Farrar for her life,
but having no children of their own left several slaves to both of his nephews, Holeman and
Peter A. Bashaw. To Peter A. Bashaw he left Sylvia and her five children, Lucy, Sam,
Catharine, Ben and John and their future increase. Holeman and Peter were also left Farrar’s
stock of horses, sheep, and hogs to be equally divided between them.”

Tt is not exactly clear how or when Peter A. Bashaw acquired the Petersburg tract. It is
possible that Holeman and Peter were living with Thomas and Sally Farrar and that Peter
then eventually acquired the property after the death of Sally Farrar. Regardless, Peter A.
Bashaw shows up in the 1830 census for Fluvanna County as a farmer owning 10 slaves. A
decade later his is again listed as owning 12 slaves with 16 members of his household
employed in agriculture

? Fluvanna County Deed Book 2 {O.5.): 242; U. 5. Bureau of Census. Population Schedule, Fluvanna County,
Virginia, 1810-1820.

* Fluvanna County Will Book 3 (0.5.):249,

* Deed books do not record that Peter Bashaw ever purchased this parcel. Land tax records do not record Peter
Bashaw ever being taxed for a parcel of land this size. Likewise land tax records also record 1799 as the last year
that Thomas Farrar owned the 180-acre parcel. Sally Farrar, his wife never left a will and List of Heirs Accounts
for Fluvanna County do not record Holeman or Peter Bashaw as devisees of any real estate.

*1. §. Bureau of Census. Population Schedule, Fluvanna County, Virginia, 1830-1840.
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In 1840 Benjamin W. Snead acquired the then 170-acre tract for $1,190 from Peter A.
Bashaw. The property was described as lying “on the waters of Cary Creek and adjacent the
lands of Holeman Bashaw, Charles Clement, William Snead, the dower lands of Sarah
Snead, and John Duncan.” Benjamin Snead buile his primary residence, an estate named Oak
Grove (DHR 032-0100) on the east side of what is now Route 15 just north of Fork Union
ca. 1830s. Snead was a farmer and in the year he purchased the 170-acre tract federal census

data document he also owned 9 slaves. In the next two decades his enslaved population
nearly doubled to 17 in 1850 and 15 in 1860.°

Benjamin W. Snead died shortly after the Civil War and his estate was managed by his heirs.
No will is recorded for Benjamin W, Snead and an inventory and appraisal of his estate in
1868 recorded agricultural implements typical of a modest farmer including a one and two-
horse plow, a cultivator, one third interest in a threshing machine, a corn sheller, a corn
covering, a grind stone, wheat cradles, a straw cutter, and a wheat fan.

By the end of the third quarter of the nineteenth century, a suit was brought against the
estate of Benjamin W. Snead. In 1876, the judge in the case of ‘Sadlers admin vs. Sneads
admin’ ordered the conveyance of the respective lands to the separate purchasers Charles P.
Snead, William G. Snead, and John P, Snead. Although no deed was ever recorded, court
records document that John P. Snead, the 3rd eldest son of Benjamin W. Snead, acquired
172 acres of his father’s former lands.’

Federal census data for 1870 document that John P. Snead was also a farmer. Several deeds
of trust document that John P. Snead had his primary residence on a smaller20-acre parcel
near Forlk Union and that he owned the 170-acre Petersburg tract into the 1880s. Owning
only two other small parcels, John P. Snead likely also farmed portions of the larger
Petersburg tract.’

By the mid-1880s, John P. Snead began to sell off small parcels of the Petersburg tract. In
1886 he sold a 10-acre parcel (I'M 51-139) in the western portion of the property to Moses
Hampton. At the same time he also sold a 15-acre parcel (TM 51-138) to Andrew Haden
and Jennie Hampton. Two years later in 1888, Snead sold the remaining portion of his
father’s former lands, a 155-acre parcel, to John H. Bashaw son of neighbor Thomas F.
Bashaw. The land was described as “being a part of the tract known as the Petersburg tract
...adjacent the lands of George W. Snead, Howell L. Duncan, Thomas F. Bashaw and
others.”"

While federal census data for 1880 document that John H. Bashaw was also a farmer, he
soon moved from Fluvanna County. Throughout the first quarter of the twenticth century
federal census data record Bashaw as a resident of first Henrico, then Goochland County. It

* Fluvanna County Deed Book 12 (O.5.):388; U. S. Bureau of Census. Population Schedule, Fluvanna County,
Virginia, 1840; U. §. Bureau of Census. Slave Schedule, Fluvanna County, Virginia, 1850-1860. It is not clear
what the name ‘Petersburg’ signifies or when it becomes attached to the property, The eatliest reference to the
name appears in an 1888 deed.

? Fluvanna County Will Book 10:212.

! Fluvanna County Chancery Order Book 5:43 (September 1876)

’U. S. Bureau of Census, Population Schedule, Fluvanna County, Virginia 1870; Fluvanna County Deed Book
22 (0.5.):204; 23 {O.5.):375.

" Fluvanna County Deed Book 27 (O.5.):110,
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is not clear if the remnant portion of the Petersburg tract was farmed or not during his
period of absence. By 1933 Bashaw also began to portion off small parcels. During this year
he sold a 10-acre parcel (TM 51-128) in the eastern portion of the property abutting Route
15 to W. May Toeficld and Mary Baker." ‘

John H. Bashaw left all of his real estate to his daughter, Mazie B. Shelton. After his death in
1936, Mazie B. Shelton began to sell portions of the Petersburg tract. In 1937 she sold a 28-
acre parcel (I'M 51-130, 131, 132, 133A, B and C, 2 portion of 134, and the castern portions
of 135C, 136 and 137) to Elizabeth N. Warfield. Two years later she sold an approximately
6-acre parcel to John and Lucy Morris. In 1939 Mazie B. Shelton sold 100-acres (TM 51-29
and 51-29A) of the Petersburg tract to the Fluvanna County School Board, it “being [the]
residual of 155 acres conveyed to John H. Bashaw by John P, Snead on Oct. 15, 1888”
(Figure 3).”

Mazie B, Shelton died in 1951 leaving no will. A St. Julien Shelton, perhaps her son,
acquired her real estate, an 8-acre parcel in Fork Union, and a long narrow 13-acre parcel
(M 51-130) of the Petersburg tract. The unsold balance of the Petersburg tract remained
the property of his wife, Helen H. Shelton, after St. Julien’s death.”
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Pigure 3: Detail, Plat showing remnant 100-acre parcel of ‘Petersburg’ tract in 1939.
Fluvanna County Deed Book 27:437,

" Fluvanna County Deed Book 22:59,

" Fluvanna County Deed Book 25:49; 27:213; 27:437,

» Fluvanna County Deed Book 47:311. A plat of TM 51-130 drawn in 1954 records a 10-acre parcel, not a 13-
acre parcel as historic land tax books record,
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No historic maps or plats were located that showed the location of the cemetery, nor was
the cemetery mentioned in any deeds recording the property. Historic maps of Fluvanna
County that show the project area were identified in the Library of Congress collection.
These maps date to the Civil War era and record only one property owner in the general
vicinity of the cemetery, a William Snead (Figures 4 and 5). While William Snead never
owned the Petersburg parcel, his property was adjacent to and north of it. It was on Snead’s
property in the early-1830s in which gold was discovered. Shortly thereafter he leased his
land to the Rivanna Exploring and Mining Company, a small group of local investors. Over
the next three decades the William Snead’s land was extensively explored for both surface
and vein gold.

Figure 4: Detail, Map of Fluvanna PFigure 5: Detail, [Map of Nelson County and
County, Virginia, showing William Snead Part of the Counties of Albemarle, Amherst,
property in center. A, H. Campbell, 1863. Augusta, Fluvanna and Louisa, Virginia],

showing Snead property in center. J. F, Gilmer,
1863,

Reconnaissance Level Survey

Rivanna Archacological Services staff visited the site of the historic cemetery on September
2, 2010. Project methodology consisted of walking the larger area of the cemetery on
systematic transects and marking with pin flags the defining features of the historic
cemetery including grave markers, grave-sized depressions, cultural vegetation, etc. Once
the general size of the cemetery was defined, a 100 x 125 foot grid was set up for mapping
purposes. Cemetery features were mapped on site using measuring tapes. Photographs were
taken of typical grave markers and cemetery vegetation. Grid stakes were subsequently
surveyed by Stanley Land Surveys, PLC and a map of the location of the cemetery
produced using Fluvanna County aerial and parcel boundary GIS shape files.
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Cemetery Size and Interments "

As defined by the above grade observable interments, the cemetery is a north-south
oriented rectangle approximately 60 x 125 feet in dimension. At least five distinct rows of
burials (rows A through E) oriented in a north-south direction and containing 56 human
interments were identified within the cemetery (Figure 6). Each of the identified graves was
oriented in an east-west direction and marked by an oblong depression and/or a head ox
foot marker. No above ground evidence for a cemetery enclosure was identified.”

The large number of burials identified within the cemetery suggests its use either by a
relatively small population over a long period of time, or by a large population over a
relatively short period of time. Because the documentary record does not identify an
unusually large free or enslaved" population residing on the parcel during any one period, it
is assumed that the cemetery may represent a burial ground that was utilized by many
property owners over a relatively long period.

As previously noted, one of the more distinguishing patterns that appears within the
cemetery is the establishment of five distinct north-south oriented burial rows. This
imposed order implies that during its period of use the cemetery was likely cleared and kept
in good order, with earlier interments clearly marked and the placement of later interments
respecting those that preceded them.

A few discernable clusters of interments, burials that appear to be separate from the
majority of interments, were noted. Particularly on the southern end of the cemetery three
clusters of burials were identified: row A 1-4; row F 1-2; and F 1-5. It is not clear if these
burials represent familial units or if they represent unrelated interments separated by time
and space.

Although it was not possible to distinguish the age of the individuals buried in the cemetery,
the size of the interments as determined by the length of the soil depressions provides
relative information on the age of individuals at the time of death. A total of 10 interments
(B4, B11, B12, B13, B15, D3, D5, D12, E6, and F1) were found to be four feet or less in
length. This data documents the presence of 2 number of children and/or juveniles possibly
suggesting a multi-generational presence living on or near the Petersburg parcel.

* Tt should be understood that identification of individual graves and definition of cemetery size was
accomplished though visual abservation of above-ground features only. No attempt was made to define
individual graves or the larger cemetery through invasive means.

* Because the reconnaissance level survey was non-invasive and designed to collect data on the observable above-
ground features only, the actual number of interments in the cemetery may exceed or be less than the number
identified during the field visit,

% While many of the eighteenth to mid-nineteenth century owners of the Petersburg parcel possessed enslaved
African Americans, their numbers were never significant enough from decade to decade to suggest a limited use
period for the cemetery.
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Figure 6: Mapped interments at historic cemetery in TM 51-129A near Fork Union, Virginia.
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Grave Markers

A total of 33 in situ stone markers were identified associated with individual graves (Table
2). Sixteen markers were identified on the western end of graves, and seventeen markers
were identified on the eastern end of graves. Assuming that the east-west orientation of the
graves implies a Christian burial, then the western markers represent head stones and the
eastern markers represent foot stones. Twenty six of the 56 graves or 46% contained at least
one head or foot stone. Of these 26, seven or 27% contained both head and foot stones.”

Table 2: Grave Marker Record

Interment ID Headstone Mat. Footstone Mat.
Al Quariz White Quarez
A3 White Quartz Wihite Quartz
A4 White Quartz N/A
Bz N/A Unidentified Stone
B3 Unidentified Stone N/A
B5 White Quariz N/A
Bs N/A Unidentified Stone
B8 - Unidentified Stone Unidentified Stone
B13 N/A Wihite Quartz
Bi4 White Quarrz N/A
Bi5 N/A White Quarez

Ci White Quariz NA
C3 NAA Unidentified Stone
Cé White Quarez N/A
c7 N/A Unidentificd Stone
C8 Unidentified Stone Unidentified Stone
Cio Quartz Unidentified Stone
D2 NA CQuartz
D5 White Quartz N/A
Dsg Unideniified Stone N/A
Dio White Quartz N/A
Dit White Quartz White Quartz
E1 N/A Unidentified Stone
E5 N/A White Quartz
v White Quartz Unidentified Stone
E9 N/A Unidentified Stone

The predominant number of stone markers were small in size, approximately 0.5 to 0.7 feet
in width and nearly flush with or extending no greater than 0.2 to 0.3 feet above ground
surface. Only a handfu! of stone markers extended any distance above ground surface, the
tallest one approximately 0.8 feet tall. There did not seem to be any correspondence
between the size of stone markers and their placement at the head or foot of the grave.

The most common stone used as a grave marker was quartz (n=19 or 57%), generally white
or whitish in color (Figure 7 and 8). Although not indicative in and of itself, the presence of
white quartz grave markers is a common feature of regional African American cemeteries.
White quartz is a native rock and is found throughout central Virginia and Fluvanna

¥ Most grave markers identified were low to the ground. Although every effort was made to locate grave
markers underneath the leaf litter, it is possible that additional fieldstone markers are present and hidden under
soils or feaf Htter.

12




Historic Cemetery Documentation Fork Union, Virginia

County. Two markers were identified as a slate-like sedimentary rock, and the remainder
(n=12 or 36%) were unidentified. With the exception of the two slate-like stones, all of the
markers appeared to be unmodified fieldstones most likely locally obtained. No inscription
or writing was identified on any grave marker.

One large flat grave marker, a slate-like stone, approximately 1.0 x 2.0 feet in dimension was
noted to be in a disturbed context lying down in the cemetery but not positively associated

with any grave (Figure 9). The presence of this disturbed marker suggests that the cemetery
may have had additional quarried markers at one time.

Figure 9: Larger tabular slate-like grave marker, 1 x 2 feet, lying flat
within cemetery and unassociated with any interment.

13
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Vegetation

While very little undergrowth was noted within the cemetery, two types of vegetation
typically found in historic cemeteries were noted. Two holly trees, one approximately 5 feet
tall and a second approximately 20 feet tall, were identified near the center of the cemetery
(Figure 10). Although not apparent initially, periwinkle springs were also noted in the
cemetery in scarce clumps generally 6-inches or smaller in diameter (Figure 11). Most
evergreens, including holly, are symbolic of eternal life and are seen frequently in both
historic and contemporary cemeteries. Periwinkle, an invasive ground cover, is also noted to
be common on historic domestic sites and cemeteries.

Figure 11: Periwinkle sprigs in cemetery.

Figure 10: Holly tree in center of cemetery.

Occupants

Although the location of small family graveyards on private property was the norm in
Virginia during the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries, preliminary documentary research
has provided no indication of who might be interred in the historic cemetery. Because there
is no mention of the cemetery in twentieth century deeds, it is thought that the primary
period of use would have occurred earlier, most likely in the cighteenth or nineteenth
centuries. Eighteenth and nineteenth century populations that could have used or occupied
the larger property include free white property owners, enslaved African Americans, and
even possibly second to third quarter of the nineteenth century gold miners residing on an
adjacent parcel to the north. However the presence of several child and/or juvenile
interments in the cemetery appears to rule out the likelihood of mid-nineteenth century
gold miners being buried there.

14
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In an attempt to determine if the historic cemetery contained white landowners,
compendiums of local public and private cemeteries were checked. Several Farrars and
Bashaws were identified as buried in private cemeteries throughout Fluvanna County. A
Snead family graveyard was also identified at the rear of Oak Grove, the Fork Union

residence of Benjamin W. Snead. Headstones there record the interment of two of his sons
Gideon and Philip. *

Although death records and the location of interments of enslaved African Americans were
generally not kept by their owners, census data can provide some insight into the
populations of slaves on local farms and plantations.” Table 3 shows the names of the
owners of the Petersburg parcel and the number of slaves owned by them between 1810 and
1860. While there is no way of determining whether any of these slaves worked, lived or
died on the Petersburg parcel, this data documents that over a 50 — 100 year period the
population of enslaved and subsequent post-Emancipation African Americans was large
enough to have established a moderately sized burial ground,

Table 3: Petersburg parcel owners and numbers of enslaved
African Americans potentially working there, 1810 - 1860.

Owners of Petersburg Parcel | 1810 | 1820 | 1830 | 1840 | 1850 | 1860
Thomas Farrar 4 6

Peter A, Bashaw 10 12

Benjamin W. Snead 9 17 i5

No oral histories from the Fork Union area were found in local or regional repositories to
add any insight into the history of the Petersburg parcel or the identity of those interred in
the historic cemetery.

Location

Topographically the cemetery lies on a northern spur of a low northwest-southeast trending
ridge. The location of the cemetery on prominent high ground is fairly typical of rural
interments.

Based on a survey conducted by Stanley Land Surveys, PLC, the cemetery was found to
straddle the boundary between Fluvanna County owned Tax Map 51-129A and privately
owned Tax Map 51-128 (Figure 12). Approximately the southern one third of the 60 x 125
foot cemetery lies within Fluvanna County owned property and contains roughly 20% of
the interments or portions of interments.

* Fluvanna County Historical Society, Family Cemeteries in Fluvanna County, Virginia, 27, 83, 89 and 98.
Palmyra: Seven Islands Company, 1996. No burial could be identified for Thomas Farrar, Peter A. Bashaw, or
Benjamin Snead.

" Many cemeteries containing enslaved African Americans do not have grave markers with inscriptions as it was
illegal for slaves to learn how to read and write.
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Figure 12: Map showing location of historic cemetery in relation to Tax Map Parcel 51-129 A and 51-128.
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Summary and Recommendations

Reconnaissance level survey confirmed that an historic cemetery approximately 60 x 125
feet containing at least 56 individual interments was identified on the border between TM
51-129A and 51-128. Although no record for the cemetery was found during preliminary
archival research, the fact that it does not appear in eatly twentieth century deeds when TM
51-128 was sold suggests that it may have been forgotten by this time and that the
cemetery’s primary period of use was earlier, possibly during the late eighteenth and
nineteenth centuries. The fact that no significantly large population, white or black, was
identified as owning or occupying the property for any one period, combined with the large
number of individual interments identified, suggests that the cemetery was used over a long
period of time by many successive occupants and generations. Preliminary level archival
research failed to identify the individuals buried in the historic cemetery. However based on
land ownership records and census data, it is likely that the occupants of the cemetery are
either white property owners (members of the Farrow/Farrar, Bashaw, or Snead families) or -
their enslaved African Americans.

The cemetery was found to lie within County and privately owned property straddling the
northern property boundary of TM 51-129A, a 90-acre parcel owned by Fluvanna County,
and the southern property boundary of TM 51-128, a 10-acre parcel owned by Roger and
Margaret Glass.

In order to facilitate the recognition and preservation of the historic cemetery in both the
near and long term, the following recommendations are made.

o Itis recommended that an appropriate fence be erected around the Fluvanna County
portion of the cemetery to provide near-term protection during the proposed Fire
Station construction project.

o Itis recommended that an appropriate plan of action be adopted by Fluvanna
County that addresses the protection of the cemetery during the proposed Tire
Station construction project, and that the location of the cemetery be included in all
agreements with future contractors.

o Itis recommended that an appropriate plan of action be adopted by Fluvanna
County that addresses the long-term protection and preservation of the historic
cemetery and all potential future development within TM 51-129A.

o Itisrecommended that Roger and Margaret‘ Glass, the adjacent property owners of

'TM 51-128, be formally notified of the presence and location of the historic
cemetery on their property.
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