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Description and Purpose of Undertaking

Purpose
Fredericksburg and Spotsylvania County Battlefields Memorial National Military Park was authorized by an act of Congress on February 14, 1927 (44 Stat. 1091). The purpose of the park, as stated in the act, is “to commemorate the Civil War battles of Fredericksburg, Spotsylvania Court House, Wilderness, and Chancellorsville, including Salem Church…” By Executive Order 6166 in 1933 the park was transferred to the Department of the Interior to be administered by the National Park Service.

National Park Service Management Policies 2006 states that the National Park Service “will not seek to acquire and operate dams and will seek to deactivate existing structures …” (p. 140)

Need
In 1998, the National Park Service acquired the 36.16 acre Ashton Tract in the Jackson Flank Attack area of the Chancellorsville Battlefield. The property contained a collection of mid-20th century domestic and farm buildings, which were removed in 2001, and two farm ponds. Both of these ponds served the farm, but once the NPS acquired the land and the buildings were removed, the ponds no longer served a purpose. Both ponds are located a considerable distance from park or public roads and thus the sites are difficult to monitor. Local residents continue to legally fish in both ponds. Since the ponds cannot be adequately monitored, they pose a safety risk. Additionally, the dams of both ponds are not adequately maintained and are deteriorating, posing their own safety concern. 

Description
Since the dams and ponds were created in the mid-20th century, and were thus not part of the original battlefield landscape, and they prove an increasing safety risk to park visitors and neighbors, Fredericksburg & Spotsylvania National Military Park proposes to drain the ponds and notch the dams.


Pond #1 is approximately 0.6 acres and appears to be fairly shallow throughout, perhaps a maximum depth of 5 feet. The dam for this pond is a very small structure approximately 5 feet high with a corrugated metal pipe overflow spillway.

Pond #2 is downstream from Pond #1. It is approximately 1.4 acres in size and was reportedly dug out to 28 feet deep, although recent soundings indicate a maximum depth of 12 feet. The dam is approximately 15 feet high with a concrete overflow spillway. Three small diameter pipes penetrate the concrete spillway way with one pipe open ended, one pipe capped and a gate valve visible on the third pipe outlet. It is believed that the inlets for these pipes are silted over. The embankment for this dam is in poor condition due to erosion, heavy vegetation and animal infestation.

Mark Spadea, Dam Safety Coordinator for the NPS Northeast Regional Office recently visited the ponds and dams. It is his recommendation that the ponds be drained and the dams removed, thus reopening the stream to free flow. NPS policy is to remove dams which are nonessential or not maintained, which is the status of these two dams and ponds.

Both ponds will be drained. The water from Pond #1 will be pumped downstream into Pond #2. The water from Pond #2 will pumped into the natural waterway downstream. A dewatering device, comprised of hay bales, will be set up. The water will be pumped into this structure built of hay bales to maintain an even flow of water that will reduce potential erosion of the natural watercourse and to minimize silt build up.

Once the ponds have been drained, the dams will be notched. The dam at Pond #1 will be notched by creating a hole ten feet wide at the top to three feet wide at the bottom and four feet high. The soil removed from the dam will be deposited in the emergency spillway. Since this dam also served as vehicle access between two fields, the dam will be replaced by a concrete culvert, so that farm machinery can still access the upper field.

The dam at Pond #2 will also be notched, by creating a hole twenty feet wide at the top, by fifteen feet wide at the bottom and six feet high. The soil removed from this dam will be deposited in old horse exercising area in an adjacent field.

Once this water is pumped from both ponds and the dams are notched, the stream will return to an uninterrupted free flowing waterway. The park has no immediate plans to fill in the ponds or do any landscaping. It is the intention of the park to remove these ponds and dams as they are safety concerns, and to allow the natural regrowth of vegetation at these locations.

Property Description

A. Major Physical Components

1. Ashton Tract – The Ashton Tract is 36.16 acres in size and fronts on Virginia State Route 3. It was a working farm, consisting of open fields, small woods lots and two ponds. The project area currently receives no maintenance. The fields are part of the park’s agricultural lease program, and are leased out to a local farmer who cultivates the fields and raises hay.

B. Historical Significance

1. Ashton Tract – The Ashton Tract is part of the Jackson Flank Attack area of the Chancellorsville Battlefield. On the afternoon of May 2, 1863, Union soldiers from the Army of the Potomac occupied this property. In the late afternoon, Confederates under General Thomas “Stonewall” Jackson attacked from the west and overran the Union position here, driving the Federal army nearly three miles in as many hours. 

C. Archeological Resources

1. Ashton Tract – No known archaeological resources exist on the Ashton Tract.

D. Cultural Landscape Resources


1.   Ashton Tract – No cultural landscape inventory or report exists for this 

      property. It is known that the dams and ponds were created in the 1950’s and 

      therefore are not part of the battlefield landscape.

Description of Alternatives

Alternative A – No Action

Under this alternative, the dams will continue to receive limited to no maintenance. Eventually, their deteriorated condition will result in collapse. If this happens, erosion and sediment build-up could occur downstream, on park neighbors’ property and could also alter the stream. Additionally, keeping the ponds only maintains the potential for an accident to occur with local fishermen.

Alternative B – Maintain Dams and Ponds

Under this alternative, the park will commit to retaining the ponds and maintaining the dams. This alternative would remove the potential for collapse of the dams, but would not remove the safety hazard involved with use of the ponds by local fishermen. Also, this alternative would be contrary to NPS policy to remove and deactivate existing dams and would result in the retention of features that were not part of the original 1863 battlefield landscape.

Alternative C – Drain Ponds and Breech Dams (Preferred)

Under this alternative, both ponds would be drained and their corresponding dams notched. This would remove the potential hazards associated with the long-term deterioration of the dams and the unsupervised fishing by local residents. This alternative would also fulfill the NPS policy to remove and deactivate existing dams and would result in the removal of features that were not part of the original 1863 battlefield landscape.

Mitigation Measures
A. A dewatering device, comprised of hay bales, will be set up. The water will be pumped into this structure built of hay bales to maintain an even flow of water that will reduce potential erosion of the natural watercourse and to minimize silt build up.

B. The spoil removed from the dams will be deposited on-site.

Park Consultation

The proposal has undergone the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) review.  The project has been listed as a categorical exclusion.

The proposal will be circulated among the park’s Section-106 Team of Advisors for archaeology and historical landscape architecture. 

The proposal will go through a 30-day public comment and review period. During that time, the proposal was posted on the park’s website. The park will also contact, and solicit comments from, representatives from known interested organizations. 

The proposal will be sent to the Virginia State Historic Preservation Officer for a 30-day review and comment period.

Assessment
It is the park’s opinion that the proposed action will have “no adverse effect” upon the National Register qualities of the park.

