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TO: Eric Rothermel 
FROM: Andrew Pike 
DATE: October 11, 2022 

CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION (CE) 

Date CE level document approved by VA FHWA Division: 
FHWA Contact: Eric Rothermel 
Project Name: I-64 Improvements: Exit 205 to Exit 234 
Route: Interstate 64 
Route Type: Primary 
Project Type: Construction 
State Project Number: 0064-063-623, 0064-063-624, 0064-047-771 
Federal Project Number: 
UPC: 
From: I-64 MM 204.96 
To: I-64 MM 233.26 
County/City: Henrico Co./New Kent Co./James City Co./York Co. 
District / Residency: Hampton Roads & Richmond 

Project in STIP: Yes No 
Project in Long Range Plan: Yes No N/A Project Outside of MPO Area 
Next Phase of Funding Available: Yes No 

Project Description: The project is to widen the existing Interstate 64 (I-64) from Exit 205 – Route 33/New 
Kent Highway to 1.15 miles west of Exit 234 – Route 199/646/Humelsine Parkway/Newman Road (MM 
204.96 to MM 233.26) within Henrico County, New Kent County, James City County, and York County from 
four lanes to six lanes. The project does not include improvements to the interchanges within the study area, 
with the exception of improvements to the auxiliary lanes at the I-64 Exit 205 interchange. 

CE Category 23 CFR 771.117: (c)(22) 
Description of CE Category: Projects, as defined in 23 U.S.C. §101, that would take place entirely within 
the existing operational right-of-way. Existing operational right-of-way refers to right-of-way that has been 
disturbed for an existing transportation facility or is maintained for a transportation purpose. This area 
includes the features associated with the physical footprint of the transportation facility (including the 
roadway, bridges, interchanges, culverts, drainage, fixed guideways, mitigation areas, etc.) and other areas 
maintained for transportation purposes such as clear zone, traffic control signage, landscaping, any rest 
areas with direct access to a controlled access highway, areas maintained for safety and security of a 
transportation facility, parking facilities with direct access to an existing transportation facility, transit power 
substations, transit venting structures, and transit maintenance facilities. Portions of the right-of-way that 
have not been disturbed or that are not maintained for transportation purposes are not in the existing 
operational right-of-way. 

USGS Map Attached Yes 
Logical Termini and Independent Utility: 

1 



 

 

□
 

~
 

Form EQ-104 
(Revised 07/08/21) 

Yes N/A (For Non-highway construction only, explain in 
comments below) 

Purpose and Need Statement: 
The purpose of this project is to improve traffic operations and safety on I-64 from MM 204.96 to MM 233.26. 
The I-64 corridor in this area has recurring congestion, including congestion resulting from incidents along I-
64, and high crash frequency and severity. 

Comments: VDOT identified the preferred alternative as adding one 12-foot travel lane in each direction 
along eastbound and westbound I-64. This widening will take place in the median of I-64 within the existing 
right-of-way and will avoid impacts to existing interchanges. The widening of I-64 from Exit 205 to 1.15 miles 
west of Exit 234 will tie into the following recently completed widening projects along I-64: 

• Widening I-64 from four to six lanes from Exit 200 – I-295 to Exit 205 – Route 33 at the western 
terminus; and 

• Widening I-64 from four to six lanes from approximately 1.15 miles west of Exit 234 – Route 199 
to 1.05 miles west of Exit 242 – Route 199 at the eastern terminus. 

The proposed project is included in the long-range transportation plans of the Richmond Regional 
Transportation Planning Organization (RRTPO) and Hampton Roads Transportation Planning Organization 
(HRTPO). Currently, the proposed project is not programmed in the RRTPO or HRTPO transportation 
improvement program (TIP) or the Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP). Once the RRTPO 
and HRTPO boards act, the proposed project will be programmed in the TIPs and STIP and next phase 
funding made available. 

The interchanges at Exit 205 and Exit 234 are being considered as logical termini for this 30-mile-long project 
corridor as it: 1.) is of sufficient length to address environmental matters on a broad scope, 2.) addresses the 
need for improving congestion and safety; 3.) will not force immediate transportation improvements to the 
adjacent roadways, thereby causing problems or environmental impacts that are currently not known 
because the adjacent roadways have not been addressed; 4.) will not restrict consideration of alternatives 
for other reasonably foreseeable transportation improvements; and 5.) has independent utility, that is, is 
usable and is of a reasonable expenditure even if no additional transportation improvements in the area are 
made. Therefore, this project provides logical termini and independent utility. 

Typical Section: The improvements will include pavement reconstruction of the existing 12-foot-wide travel 
lanes; addition of a 12-foot-wide travel lane in each direction; and paved 10-foot-wide inside shoulders and 
existing 10-foot-wide outside shoulders. 

Structures: The widening or rehabilitation of twelve I-64 bridges will be required as a part of the project. 

Federal Structures in Project Corridor 
12671 (over Route 155)
10498 (over Route 600) 
12674 (over Beaverdam Creek) 
12675 (over Wahrani Swamp) 
12703 (over Chickahominy River) 
12669 (over Route 155) 

12676 (over Wahrani Swamp)
12667 (over Good Hope Road) 
12702 (over Chickahominy River) 
12673 (over Beaverdam Creek) 
10496 (over Six Mount Zion Road) 
12665 (over Good Hope Road) 
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SOCIO-ECONOMIC 
PRESENT IMPACTS 
YES NO YES NO 

Minority/Low Income Populations: See Comments for additional discussion. 
Disproportionate Impacts to Minority/Low Income Populations:  Yes No 
Existing or Planned Public Recreational Facilities 
Source: EPA EJScreen; Virginia (VA) Outdoors Foundation (VOF) Easements Map, VA-Department of 
Conservation and Recreation (VDCR) Virginia Outdoors Plan Mapper, VDCR Land & Water Conservation Fund 
(LWCF) Mapper, and VDCR State Park Locator Map 
Community Services 
Source: Henrico County GIS Viewer; New Kent County GIS Website; James City County GIS Portal 
Consistent with Local Land Use:  Yes No 
Source: Henrico County GIS Viewer; New Kent County GIS Website; James City County GIS Portal 
Existing or Planned Bicycle/Pedestrian Facilities: 
Source: HenricoNext 2045 Comprehensive Plan; Richmond Regional Bike/Ped Plan; New Kent County 2012 
Comprehensive Plan; James City County/Williamsburg/York County 2012 Comprehensive Transportation Study 
Comments: 
Environmental Justice (EJ): An analysis to determine the presence of and impact to Environmental Justice 
populations was conducted for the 30-mile project corridor, in accordance with Executive Order 12898, Federal 
Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority and Low-Income Populations, and FHWA’s 2011 “Guidance 
on Environmental Justice and NEPA.” Although minority populations and low-income populations are present within 
the census block groups analyzed (EJ analysis area), there are no disproportionately high and adverse effects 
because the  improvements will be made within existing VDOT right-of-way and will not require any relocations. A 
Preliminary Noise Analysis has identified potential noise impacts within the project limits, and a total of four noise 
barriers have been identified as feasible and reasonable. An air quality assessment indicates that the project would 
meet all applicable federal and state transportation conformity regulatory requirements as well as air quality 
guidance under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA); therefore, the project will not cause or contribute 
to a new violation of the national ambient air quality standards (NAAQS) established by the US Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA). In addition, the proposed improvements will add capacity to I-64, providing a benefit to 
all users of the facility. See the Socioeconomic and Environmental Justice Analysis Memorandum for additional 
information. 
Recreational Facilities: Recreational resource databases identified the Potomac Heritage Trail as crossing over I-
64; however, there will be no impacts to this trail. The Chickahominy River is within the Study Area but outside of 
the LOD; therefore, it will not be impacted. The State Parks locator map showed the nearest park to the Study Area 
was more than two miles away and, therefore, will not be impacted by the project. 
Community Facilities: Based on a search and review of the counties’ GIS databases and available public records, 
no community facilities were located within the Study Area; however, 33 facilities were identified approximately 
one-half mile or greater than from the Study Area’s limits of disturbance. These community facilities will not be 
subjected to direct impacts, and any indirect impacts will be short-term and temporary in nature. 
Land Use: County planning and zoning databases indicated land uses ranged from single-family residential units 
to economic opportunity zones. None of the uses will be directly impacted as the proposed I-64 widening activities 
are anticipated to be accomplished within existing right-of-way and will not require rezoning or impact future land 
use plans. The land use designations indicate that the counties are prepared for any indirect growth that may occur 
as a result of improved travel times along the corridor. 

SECTION 4(f) and SECTION 6(f) YES NO 
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Use of 4(f) Property: 
Acres of use: N/A 
Name of Resource: 
Type of Resource: 

Individually Eligible Historic Property: 
Contributing Element to Historic District 
Public Recreation Area: 
Public Park: 
Public Wildlife/Waterfowl Refuge: 
Planned Public Park, Recreation Area, Wildlife or Waterfowl Refuge: 

Source: Virginia (VA) Cultural Resources Information System, Outdoors Foundation Easements Map, VA-
Department of Conservation and Recreation (VDCR) Virginia Outdoors Plan Mapper, VDCR Land & Water 
Conservation Fund Mapper, and VDCR State Park Locator Map 
De Minimis: 
Type of Use: 

Permanent: 
Temporary: 

Section 4(f) Evaluation Attached: 
Conversion of 6(f) Property: 
Acres of Conversion: N/A 
Source: VDCR Land and Water Conservation Fund Map; VDCR Outdoors Plan Map 

Comments: No properties protected by Section 4(f) (49 U.S.C. § 303/23 U.S.C. § 138), or by Section 6(f) of the 
Land and Water Conservation Act of 1965 or other unique areas or special lands are required to be acquired or 
used by this project. No conservation lands or lands protected under the LWCF program were identified. 

COMPLETE N/A CULTURAL RESOURCES 
Source: Programmatic Agreement executed November 20, 2013 among FHWA, the National Park Service, the 
Virginia State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), and VDOT, and updated on November 6, 2018. 
"No historic properties present or affected in accordance with the 2016 Federal 
PA" 
Phase I Architecture Conducted 
Phase II Architecture Conducted 
Phase I Archaeology Conducted 
Phase II Archaeology Conducted 

Section 106 Effect Determination: No Adverse Effect 
DHR Concurrence on Effect: Yes Date: March 8, 2013 
MOA Attached: Yes N/A Execution Date: / / 
Name of Historic Property: Cold Harbor Battlefield (DHR: 042-5017); Savage Station Battlefield (DHR 043-0308); 
House (DHR: 047-0055); Stuckey’s Restaurant (DHR: 047-5292); House (DHR: 099-5087); Garage (DHR: 099-
5109); Mill (DHR: 44JC0252); Dwelling (DHR: 44JC0297); Camp artifact scatter (DHR: 44NK0282) 

Comments: Section 106 for this portion of I-64 was concluded through a Programmatic Agreement, dated 
November 20, 2013 and updated on November 6, 2018. The effect determination is limited to above-ground 
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resources listed or considered eligible for listing on the NHRP; the SHPO concurred with VDOT’s findings that 
above-ground historic properties will not be adversely affected by the project. Consistent with the Programmatic 
Agreement, studies to identify archaeological properties on or eligible for the NRHP within the Project’s Area of 
Potential Effect for direct effects would be completed following a NEPA decision. 

NATURAL RESOURCES 
PRESENT IMPACTS 
YES NO YES NO 

Surface Water (Name ): Chickahominy River, Crumps Swamp, Allens Run, Toe 
Ink Swamp, Schiminoe Creek, Rumley Marsh, Diascund Creek, Beaverdam 
Creek, Wahrani Swamp, Barnes Swamp, and Edwards Swamp 
Source: U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) topographic and aerial maps, USGS National Hydrography Dataset 
(NHD); USFWS National Wetland Inventory (NWI); U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) Natural Resources 
Conservation Service (NRCS) soils map 
Federal Threatened or Endangered Species: 
Terrestrial: See comments for additional discussion 
Northern long-eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis) FTST 
Rafinesque’s eastern big-eared bat (Corynorhinus rafinesquii macrotis) SE 
Aquatic: N/A 
Plants: See comments for additional discussion 
Small whorled pogonia (Isotria medeoloides) FTSE 
Narrow-leaved spatterdock (Nuphar sagittifolia) ST 
New Jersey rush (Juncus Caesariensis) ST 
Source: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Information for Planning and Consultation System; VA 
Department of Wildlife Resources VA Fish and Wildlife Information System; VDCR-Natural Heritage Data 
Explorer. 
100 Year Floodplain: 
If "Yes" then identify the regulatory floodway zone: 100-yr floodplains within: 
Chickahominy River, Wahrani Swamp, Diascund Creek, Rumley Marsh, 
Schiminoe Creek, Toe Ink Swamp, Crumps Swamp, Beaverdam Creek, Barnes 
Swamp, and several unnamed tributaries to the James River 
Source: Federal Emergency Management Agency National Flood Hazard Database 
Tidal Waters/Wetlands: N/A 

Wetlands: 44.40 ac. of wetlands, approximately 11.61 ac. may be impacted 

Source: USGS topographic and aerial maps, USGS NHD; USFWS NWI 
Yes No 

Permits Required 
Source: US Army Corps of Engineers Norfolk District; VA Department of Environmental Quality (VDEQ) 
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Comments: Eleven named streams—the Chickahominy River, Crumps Swamp, Allens Run, Toe Ink Swamp, 
Schiminoe Creek, Rumley Marsh, Diascund Creek, Beaverdam Creek, Wahrani Swamp, Barnes Swamp, and 
Edwards Swamp, and several unnamed tributaries—flow through the study area. These streams ultimately flow 
to the James River (see Natural Resources Technical memo). 

VDOT will coordinate with VDWR to ensure appropriate conservation and protection measures are taken for the 
listed species. VDOT conducted habitat assessments for small whorled pogonia, narrow-leaved spatterdock, and 
New Jersey rush in 2022. While suitable small-whorled pogonia habitat was identified, a presence/absence 
survey, conducted in accordance with USFWS survey protocols, found no small-whorled pogonia. Potential 
suitable habitat for the New Jersey rush and narrow-leaved spatterdock (yellow pondlily) was identified but most 
of the study area was determined to be habitat that is generally unfavorable or unsuitable to support New Jersey 
rush or narrow-leaved spatterdock. 

Since the proposed project involves tree removal, it has the potential to impact northern long-eared and 
Rafinesque’s eastern big-eared bats. Conservation and protection measures for the northern long-eared bat would 
be in accordance with the final 4(d) rule and the Programmatic Biological Opinion for Transportation Projects in 
the Range of the Indiana Bat and Northern Long-eared Bat. Many of these conservation measures would also 
serve to protect Rafinesque’s eastern big-eared bat. VDOT will coordinate with DWR to ensure appropriate 
conservation and protection measures are taken for the Rafinesque’s eastern big-eared bat. Additional bat 
conservation measures may be implemented depending on the outcome of agency coordination. 

Future re-evaluations and certifications of this NEPA document would include updated coordination on Section 7. 

Based on the FEMA floodplain mapping, the project would impact approximately 6.52 acres of 100-year 
floodplains. The design would ensure that no substantial increase in downstream flooding would occur and/or 
would document the need for any Letters of Map Revision (LOMR) or Conditional Letters of Map Revision 
(CLOMR) and that all encroachments would conform with all applicable state and local floodplain protection 
standards 

Based on the March 2022 limits of disturbance, and NWI and NHD mapping, the project would impact 
approximately 11.61 acres of wetlands (0.02 acres of Palustrine Emergent, 9.93 acres of Palustrine Forested, 
1.25 acres of Palustrine scrub shrub, and 0.41 acres of Palustrine unconsolidated bottom) and 5,761 linear feet 
of stream. Compensatory mitigation for permanent impacts to streams and wetlands will be developed, as 
required, during the Section 404/401 permitting process in coordination with the appropriate state and federal 
agencies, which will occur after NEPA is complete. 

AGRICULTURAL/OPEN SPACE 
PRESENT IMPACTS 

YES NO YES NO 
Open Space Easements 
Source: Virginia (VA) Outdoors Foundation Easements Map, VA-Department of Conservation and Recreation 
(VDCR) Virginia Outdoors Plan Mapper, VDCR Land & Water Conservation Fund Mapper, and VDCR State 
Park Locator Map 
Agricultural/Forestal Districts 
Source: Henrico County GIS Viewer; New Kent County GIS Website; James City County GIS Portal; and VA 
Department of Forestry 
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Comments: No properties contained within adjacent open space easements or agricultural/forestal districts 
are required to be acquired or used by this project. 

FARMLAND YES NO 
NRCS Form CPA-106 Attached: 
Rating: 
Alternatives Analysis Required: 
If Form CPA-106 is not attached check all that are applicable: 
Land already in Urban use: 
Entire project in area not zoned agriculture: 
NRCS responded within 45 days: 
NRCS Determined no prime or unique farmland in the project area. 
Source: Natural Resource Conservation Service – Farmland Protection Policy Act 

Comments: The entire project corridor is anticipated to be constructed within existing transportation facility 
rights-of-way and are considered in urban use. Lands already in urban use or constructed within existing right-
of-way purchased on or before August 4, 1984 are not subject to the Farmland Protection Policy Act. 

PRESENT 
YES NO UNKNOWN INVASIVE SPECIES 

Invasive Species in the project area: 
There is potential for invasive species to become established along the limits of disturbance of the project during 
and following construction. Section 244.02(c) of VDOT’s Road and Bridge Specifications (2016) includes 
provisions intended to control noxious weeds (which includes non-native and invasive species). 

While rights-of-ways are at risk from invasive species colonization from adjacent properties, implementing the 
above provisions would reduce or minimize potential for introduction, proliferation, and spread of invasive 
species. Additionally, the implementation of BMPs for erosion/sediment control and abatement of pollutant 
loading would minimize indirect impacts to adjoining communities and habitat by reducing excess nutrient loads 
that could encourage invasive species proliferation. 
Comments: The VDCR has only general information about the distribution of invasive species. Many invasive 
plant species are adapted to take advantage of soil disturbances and poor soil conditions. Non-native invasive 
plants are found throughout Virginia. Therefore, the potential exists for some VDOT projects to further the 
establishment of invasive species. Minimizing soil disturbance will help to inhibit the establishment of invasive 
species. Project construction would adhere to provisions intended to control noxious weeds (which includes 
nonnative and invasive species) in VDOT’s Road and Bridge Specifications manual (VDOT, 2016). As such, the 
project is not anticipated to impact invasive species. 

AIR QUALITY 
Carbon Monoxide (CO) Yes No 
This project is located in a CO Attainment Area Maintenance Area 
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CO Hotspot Analysis Required? (if “Yes”, please attach analysis) 
If "No", indicate which exemption it falls under: 

Exempt project under 40 CFR 93.126. 
Exempt project based on traffic volumes below thresholds in the current VDOT Project Level 
Air Quality Studies Agreement with FHWA/EPA. 

Ozone 
Attainment Area Maintenance Area This project is located in an Ozone Nonattainment Area Early Action Compact Area 

Only projects located in ozone nonattainment or maintenance areas must complete this box 
Exempt from regional emissions requirements under 40 CFR 93.126 or 40 CFR 93.127. 
Properly programmed in the CLRP and FY - TIP. 
The project is not regionally significant and/or is not of a type that would normally be included in the 
regional transportation model. 
This project is regionally significant; however the project was not modeled, or the scope of the project is not 
consistent with what was modeled in the currently conforming CLRP and TIP. 

Fine Particulate Matter (PM2.5) Yes No 
Nonattainment Area Maintenance Area This project is located in a PM2.5 Attainment Area 

PM2.5 Hotspot Analysis Required? (If “Yes”, Please Attach Analysis) 
Check all that apply; 

A. Exempt project under 40 CFR 93.126, Table 2. 
B. Not a project of air quality concern under 40 CFR 93.123(b)(1)(i) thru (v). 
C. Properly programmed in the CLRP and FY - TIP. 
D. This project is regionally significant; however the project was not modeled, or its scope is not consistent 
with what was modeled, in the currently conforming CLRP and TIP. 

If “B” is checked above, please indicate the following for highway projects; 
Design Year ,  Peak AADT ,  Peak Diesel Truck % 
Mobile Source Air Toxics (MSAT) 

is exempt with no meaningful potential MSAT effects 
This project is one with low potential MSAT effects (attach qualitative MSAT analysis) 

is one with high potential MSAT effects (attach quantitative MSAT analysis) 
Check all that apply; 

Exempt project under 40 CFR 93.126, or qualifies as a CE under 23 CFR 771.117(c). 
Project with no meaningful impact on traffic volumes or vehicle mix. 

If a qualitative MSAT analysis is required, please indicate the following for highway projects; 
Design Year: Peak AADT: 
Source: VDOT/FHWA Programmatic Agreement for Project-Level Air Quality Analyses for Carbon Monoxide; 
USEPA Green Book: VA Nonattainment/Maintenance Status for All Criteria Pollutants 

Comments: Federal conformity requirements, including specifically 40 CFR 93.1142 and 40 CFR 93.1153, do 
not apply as the area in which the project is located is in attainment for the National Ambient Air Quality Standards 
(NAAQS). However, federal conformity requirements do apply for the project as it is located in an area which is 
affected by the 2018 South Coast II court decision that reinstated conformity requirements nationwide associated 
with the 1997 ozone NAAQS. An amendment is expected to add the proposed project to the HRTPO 2045 Long 
Range Transportation Plan and FY 21-24 Transportation Improvement Program, for which a regional conformity 
assessment (by VDOT and HRTPO) will be needed. 
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A project-specific analysis for CO is not needed under the terms of the 2020 Programmatic Agreement between 
VDOT and the Virginia Division of the FHWA which applies for analyses or assessment of potential CO impacts 
for projects undergoing studies for purposes of NEPA. Additionally, the project may also qualify as exempt per 
the EPA conformity rule at 40 CFR 93.126 under the category “Projects that correct, improve, or eliminate a 
hazardous location or feature”, as the project purpose includes safety as follows: “The purpose of this project is 
to address traffic operations and safety deficiencies, including recurring congestion, congestion resulting from 
incidents along I-64, and high crash frequency and severity…” 

The FHWA’s Updated Interim Guidance on Mobile Source Air Toxic Analysis in NEPA Documents specifies three 
possible tiers of MSAT analysis and associated traffic volume and other criteria, based on which this project may 
be categorized as one “…qualifying as a categorical exclusion under 23 CFR 771.117 with no meaningful 
potential MSAT effects.” A quantitative assessment was therefore not required for the project, following FHWA 
guidance for projects. 
The proposed action was included within a larger set of highway, transit and rail projects that were assessed in 
a build/no-build Statewide Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Planning Level Analysis for the year 2040. The GHG effects 
of the statewide build scenario compared to the no-build were found to be small (0.3 percent increase) and are 
much smaller than the forecast 47 percent decrease in surface transportation GHG emissions between 2015 and 
2040 as a result of cleaner and more efficient vehicles. A project-specific quantitative analysis of GHG impacts 
was not performed because the impacts of the proposed project are expected to be small, and the level of effort 
in quantifying these impacts would be disproportionate to the value of the information provided. 
Construction-related activities can result in short-term increases in fugitive dust and equipment-related particulate 
emissions in and around the Study Area. These potential air quality impacts would be short-term, occurring only 
while demolition and construction work is in progress and local conditions are appropriate. The potential for 
fugitive dust emissions is typically associated with ground clearing, site preparation, grading, stockpiling of 
materials, on-site movement of equipment, and transportation of materials. The potential is greatest during dry 
periods, periods of intense construction activity, and during high wind conditions. Greenhouse gas (GHG) 
emissions will also be generated during construction. However, these emissions are likely to be relatively minor 
given the nature and size of the proposed improvements, and the limited duration of the construction activities. 
All construction will be performed in accordance with VDOT’s Standard Road and Bridge Specifications and will 
assure the following VDEQ air pollution regulations are adhered to: 9 VAC 5-130, Open Burning restrictions; and 
9 VAC 5-50, Article 1, Fugitive Dust precautions. 

YES NONOISE 
Type I Project: 
Source: 
Noise Analysis Attached: 
Barriers Under Consideration: 
Source: 
Comments: The Preliminary Noise Analysis has identified potential noise impacts within the project limits, 
warranting a noise abatement evaluation. A total of five noise barriers have been identified as feasible and 
reasonable, all of which would be new construction. A more detailed assessment of noise impacts and abatement 
will be completed during final design. As such, noise barriers that are found to be feasible and reasonable by this 
assessment may also not be recommended for further consideration in the future. Conversely, noise barriers that 
were not considered feasible and reasonable may meet the established criteria and be recommended for 
construction (see Preliminary Noise Analysis Report). 
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YES NORIGHT OF WAY AND RELOCATIONS 
Residential Relocations: 
If “Yes”, number: 
Source: Project Design Plans, Henrico County GIS Viewer; New Kent County GIS Website; James City County 
GIS Portal 
Commercial Relocations: 
If “Yes”, number: 
Source: Project Design Plans, Henrico County GIS Viewer; New Kent County GIS Website; James City County 
GIS Portal 
Non-profit Relocations: 
If “Yes”, number: 
Source: Project Design Plans, Henrico County GIS Viewer; New Kent County GIS Website; James City County 
GIS Portal 
Right of Way required: 
If “Yes”, acreage amount: 

Source: Project Design Plans, Henrico County GIS Viewer; New Kent County GIS Website; James City County 
GIS Portal 

PRESENT IMPACTS 
YES NO YES NO 

Septic Systems, Wells, or Public Water Supplies 
Source: Henrico County GIS Viewer; New Kent County GIS Website; James City County GIS Portal; VA 
Department of Health 
Hazardous Materials: 
Source: VDEQ Environmental Data Mapper and Pollution Response and Preparedness Incident Lookup Tool; 
US EPA EnviroAtlas Interactive Map; Preliminary project design plans 
Comments: 
Based on the search and review of environmental databases and available regulatory records, it is unlikely that 
hazardous materials or contaminants will be encountered during the construction of the proposed project (see 
Hazardous Materials Analysis Memo). The Virginia DEQ’s Environmental Data Mapper did not indicate any non-
NPL federal facilities, registered petroleum tank facilities, solid waste facilities or VRP sites within the project area. 
The EPA’s EnviroAtlas database did not identify any hazardous waste sites (RCRA) within the project area. 

The DEQ Pollution Response and Preparedness Incident Lookup Tool indicated eight incidents within the project 
area; however, seven of the incidents have completed compliance actions, while one incident is still under 
investigation. This incident involves a spill of 75 gallons of diesel fuel. Due to the location of the project within an 
existing transportation network and the project not requiring property acquisition, no properties with potential 
identified hazardous materials present are anticipated to be affected. 

The Virginia Department of Health (VDH) identified 40 public groundwater wells between 1,000 feet up to 1 mile 
of the Study Area. Due to the location of the project within an existing transportation network and the project not 
requiring property acquisistion, no groundwater wells are anticipated to be affected. 

PRESENT 
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CUMULATIVE AND INDIRECT IMPACTS YES NO N/A 
Present or reasonably foreseeable future projects (highway and non-highway) 
in the area: 
Impact same resources as the proposed highway project (i.e. cumulative 
impacts): 
Indirect (Secondary) impacts: 
Source: HenricoNext 2045 Comprehensive Plan; New Kent County 2012 Comprehensive Plan; James City 
County/Williamsburg/York County 2012 Comprehensive Transportation Study, EM-NEPA-715, VDOT Central 
Office review 
Comments: 
Cumulative Impacts: Per EM-NEPA-715, the cumulative effects of the proposed action have been considered 
as part of this document. The widening of I-64 from four to six lanes is to improve the operation of the corridor, 
including to assist in handling increasing commuter traffic, between the Hampton Roads Region and the City of 
Richmond. Such improvements are identified in the Commonwealth Transportation Board’s I-64/664 Corridor 
Improvement Plan. The proposed project will improve traffic operations and address safety deficiencies. 

The land adjacent to I-64 is primarily classified as economic opportunity zones, general business, and residential. 
The Groves at New Kent, located north of I-64, and Oakmont at Kentland and Brickshire Estate Villas, located 
south of I-64, are primarily Residential Planned Communities with a mix of General Business use. The majority of 
the existing land use is consistent with the planned land uses identified in the Henrico County, New Kent County 
and James City County plans and the project is consistent with the planned land uses in the area. Since the project 
will take place within an existing transportation network and areas adjacent to the project location are already 
developed, cumulative effects are expected to be minimal. 

Indirect Impacts: Per EM-NEPA-715, the indirect effects of the proposed action have been considered as part of 
this document. The impact causing activities as part of the project could result in limited indirect effects to the 
surrounding area. Indirect effects are anticipated to be minimal because the proposed improvements are to an 
existing transportation facility primarily within existing right of way in an environment that is already developed and 
influenced by highway-related pressures. 

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT YES NO 
Substantial Controversy on Environmental Grounds: 
Source: VDOT Central Office 
Public Hearing: 
If “Yes”, type of hearing: Willingness 
Other Public Involvement Activities: 
If “Yes”, type of Involvement: Public mailer (flyer and pre-paid comment 
postcard) 
Source: VDOT Central Office 
Comments: On May 31, 2022, 275 mailers were sent out to adjacent property owners and tenants, providing 
additional information and requesting comments related to the proposed project. 

On October 5, 2022, VDOT published a notice of willingness to hold a public hearing. The notice expired 
October 20, 2022. In addition to the notice being published in local and regional newspapers, the notice was 
sent to adjacent property owners and tenants. 
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COORDINATION 
The following agencies were contacted during development of this study: 

Federal Aviation Administration 
US Army Corps of Engineers 
US Environmental Protection Agency 
US Department of Interior 
US Department of Agriculture 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
US Department of Homeland Security 
Virginia Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services 
Virginia Marine Resources Commission 
Virginia Department of Conservation and Recreation 
Virginia Department of Wildlife Resources 
Virginia Department of Historic Resources 
Virginia Department of Health 
Virginia Department of Environmental Quality 
Virginia Department of Forestry 
Virginia Department of Housing and Community Development 
Virginia Energy 
Virginia Department of Rail and Public Transportation 
Virginia Outdoors Foundation 
Virginia Economic Development Partnership 
Virginia Department of Emergency Management 
York County 
Henrico County 
New Kent County 
James City County 
Hampton Roads Transportation Planning Organization 
Richmond Regional Transportation Planning Organization 

This project meets the criteria for a Categorical Exclusion pursuant to 40 CFR 1508.4 and 23 CFR 
771.117 and will not result in significant impacts to the human or natural environment. 
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