[image: image1.png]NATIONAL
PARK
SERVICE






ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENTPRIVATE 


THOMAS FARM TRAIL


MONOCACY NATIONAL BATTLEFIELD


NATIONAL PARK SERVICE

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

May14, 2004

Recommended:

______________________
____________

Superintendent

Date

Monocacy National Battlefield

Approved:

______________________
____________ 

Regional Director

Date

National Capital Region

TABLE OF CONTENTS

1.0  PURPOSE AND NEED FOR ACTION


1.1  Purpose 


1.2  Need

  
1.3  Decision to be Made

2.0  PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

3.0  ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

  
3.1  Process Used to Formulate Alternatives


3.2  Alternatives Eliminated from Detailed Study



3.2.1  Establishing a horse trail on the Thomas Farm

3.2.2  Establishing a bike trail on the Thomas Farm

3.2.3  Opening the Thomas Farm to unlimited public access


3.3  Alternatives Considered in Detail



3.3.1  Alternative 1:  No Action



3.3.2  Alternative 2:  Opening the Thomas Farm to limited public access

3.3.3  Alternative 3:  Opening the Thomas Farm using a hiking trail (Preferred Alternative)

4.0  IMPACTS OF THE ALTERNATIVES


4.1  Affected Environment



4.1.1  Host Vegetation



4.1.2  Geology
 and Soils

4.1.3  Rare, Threatened and Endangered Species


4.2  Impacts of the Alternatives 



4.2.1  Alternative 1:  No Action 

      

4.2.2  Alternative 2:  Opening the Thomas Farm to limited public access

4.2.3  Alternative 3:  Opening the Thomas Farm using a hiking trail (Preferred Alternative)

5.0  CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION 

6.0  REFERENCES

APPENDIX A: Maps for the Alternatives

APPENDIX B: Press Release Announcing Draft Environmental Assessment

1.0  PURPOSE AND NEED FOR ACTION


1.1  Purpose

This Environmental Assessment (EA) provides decision-makers and the public with information and analysis on alternatives related to the National Park Service (NPS) establishing a self-guided hiking trail on the historic Thomas Farm at Monocacy National Battlefield.  As identified in the park’s Annual Performance Plan, GPRA Goals IIa1 and IIb1 relate to visitor satisfaction with park recreational opportunities and visitor understanding and appreciation of the significance of the park.  Also, the park’s Draft General Management Plan identifies the need for self-guided interpretation through trail systems throughout the park.  In order to provide for interpretation of the area, increase the visitor experience and enjoyment, fulfill the park’s GPRA goals, and limit the natural and cultural resource disturbance, opening the Thomas Farm area with a self-guided hiking trail is proposed. 


1.2  Need


On July 9, 1864, a majority of the fighting during the Battle of Monocacy took place on the Thomas Farm.  Union troops set up defensive positions on the farm and withstood repeated assaults from their Confederate counterparts.  The Thomas house and yard changed hands several times during the battle before the Union troops finally broke and retreated across the Washington Turnpike and to the north.  


Monocacy National Battlefield opened to the public in 1991.  Since that time, access to closed areas of the park has been increased to meet the demand of park visitors.  The site being considered, the historic Thomas Farm, was purchased in fee in 2001 and, at present, is closed to the public.  


Monocacy National Battlefield has continued to increase its visibility in the community and has plans to construct a new visitor center in the near future.  Also, in July of 2004, the 140th Anniversary of the battle will take place.  Public comments received during the General Management Plan planning process and recent visitor surveys call for increased access to features on the battlefield.  The increased future visitation, combined with requests for additional access has led park management to consider opening this vital portion of the battlefield.  The proposed self-guided trail will focus visitor access to limited areas of the Thomas Farm.  Doing so allows the NPS to expand visitor opportunities, yet remain mindful of the staff available to maintain and protect visitors and resources in these newly opened areas.  The lack of adequate park personnel to staff and patrol this area on a full-time basis makes the establishment of a self-guided trail the proposed action.



1.3  Decision to be Made

The USDI, National Park Service, Monocacy National Battlefield prepared this document. The responsible official is:


Terry Carlstrom, Regional Director


National Capital Region, National Park Service


1100 Ohio Drive, S.W.


Washington, D.C. 20242


The decision to be made is what approach should be used to open the Thomas Farm to visitor access. 

  2.0  PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT


Monocacy National Battlefield emphasizes an ongoing communication with public and private organizations and agencies, public officials, and individuals.


The Draft Environmental Assessment for the Thomas Farm Trail will be made available for public review and comment on May 14, 2004.  Notices of availability will appear in several local newspapers (Frederick News Post, and Frederick Gazette) and press releases (Appendix C) will be sent to local media. The document will be available at park headquarters, at local libraries, and on the park’s web site at www.nps.gov/mono.  

3.0  ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED



3.1  Process Used to Determine the Alternatives


Monocacy National Battlefield is dedicated to providing an enjoyable and educational recreation experience while preserving and protecting the natural and cultural resources contained within its boundaries.  To that end, alternatives were selected that limited the amount of disturbance to the landscape but satisfied park objectives for visitor use and understanding.  Along with the appropriate federal regulations, agency policies identified suitable public uses of the area and these guidelines were also used in the process of determining alternatives.



3.2  Alternatives Eliminated From Detailed Study
3.2.1 Establishing a horse trail on the Thomas Farm

Horse use was not considered at this time, since the compatibility of this activity with preserving the historic setting of the Thomas Farm has not been evaluated.  As outlined in the park’s Compendium, horse use is restricted to the farm lanes in the Worthington Farm area.


3.2.2   Establishing a bike trail on the Thomas Farm
Bicycle use was not considered at this time, since the compatibility of this activity with preserving the historic setting of the Thomas Farm has not been evaluated.  Pursuant to 36 CFR §4.30(a), bicycle use is restricted to park roads and parking areas.

3.2.3   Opening the Thomas Farm to unlimited public access
This alternative was not considered due to the fact that the existing life-estate on the property prohibits unlimited public access.  Also, there is minimal law enforcement staffing at the park, and the area could not be patrolled adequately to ensure effective resource protection.  Activities such as poaching of wildlife, off-road vehicle use, vandalism, dumping, and damage to agricultural areas could possibly result.  


3.3  Alternatives Considered in Detail


3.3.1  Alternative 1:  No Action

This alternative keeps the Thomas Farm area closed to the public.  No access or interpretation would take place, with the exception of special events when ranger-guided tours are scheduled.  



3.3.2  Alternative 2:  Opening the Thomas Farm to limited public access 



This alternative would establish a small parking area for approximately four vehicles on Baker Valley Road, at the present gravel road entrance to the Thomas Barn area.  A gate would be placed across the gravel road and visitors would be able to hike the present gravel and dirt road on the Thomas Farm.  No access or interpretation would be available to specific points of historical interest.



3.3.3  Alternative 3:  Opening the Thomas Farm using a hiking trail (Preferred Alternative)




This alternative would establish a 1.5-mile hiking trail on the Thomas Farm.  A parking area for approximately four vehicles would be constructed off Baker Valley Road, and would serve as the trailhead.  The trail would proceed down the present gravel and dirt road for .6 miles to the road’s end near Interstate 270.  It would then enter the woods and follow the historic fence/tree line for .3 miles in a northeast direction.  At this point, the trail would turn southeast, following another fence/tree line for .2 miles.  The trail would then turn southwest, along another fence/tree line, and travel .3 miles – emerging on the existing dirt road.  Visitors would then turn southeast and return to the parking area via the dirt road.




This alternative would provide established routes of travel for visitors to access the farm area.  It would also provide for self-guided interpretation of significant and specific points of historical interest, through the use of trail stops and an accompanying brochure.  




The trail would be designed according to National Park Service low-impact standards by utilizing existing farm lanes and topography.  A minimal-width tread would be constructed, with special attention given to minimizing soil erosion potential.

4.0  IMPACTS OF THE ALTERNATIVES


4.1  Affected Environment


4.1.1  Vegetation


The vegetation within the proposed site boundaries includes a riparian forest area containing maple (Acer spp.), oak (Quercus spp.), sycamore (Platanus occidentalis), hackberry (Celtis occidentalis), and box elder (Acer negundo) trees as well as understory species such as spicebush (Lindera benzoin), bush honeysuckle (Lonicera spp.), and multiflora rose (Rosa multiflora).  Numerous herbaceous species are present but no known species of concern exist in the area.  



A majority of the Thomas Farm is under agricultural lease, with primary crops being corn and alfalfa.  Since the proposed alignment of the trail will not traverse these agricultural fields, no impacts should occur to this vegetation.



4.1.2  Geology and Soils


The park lies within the Lowland section of the Piedmont Plateau Province in the Frederick Valley.  Two primary rock types underlie the area.  The Frederick Limestone formation is present in the lower elevations and bottomland, while sandstone and siltstone of the Antietam Formation are present in the upper elevations.  Soils in the lowland areas are of the Codorus series, with low runoff potential, while the upland areas consist of the Cardiff and Whiteford series, with moderate to high runoff potential depending on slope. 

4.1.3 Rare, Threatened and Endangered Species


A rare plant species survey on the Thomas Farm began work in the spring of 2004.  The principal investigator surveyed the area under consideration for alignment of the trail and determined that it is not suitable habitat for rare plants (Fleming, personal communication).  There are no known rare animal species within or near the project area.


4.2  Impacts by Alternative


4.2.1  Alternative 1 – No Action

This alternative would not adversely impact the area, since current conditions would continue.  However, it would not meet park objectives since interpretation of the area would remain very limited and visitor experience and understanding of the park would not be increased.



4.2.2  Alternative 2 – Opening the Thomas Farm to limited public access 

Impacts to the environment in this alternative would be limited to the gravel parking area off Baker Valley Road.  The parking lot would be approximately 35 feet by 40 feet and would require the leveling of the soil between the white blockhouse structure and the existing wayside exhibits.  No trees or shrubs would need to be removed and the area does not lie within a floodplain or riparian area.  No threatened or endangered species occur within the proposed parking area.  Interpretation of the area would remain limited, however the visitor experience and understanding would increase slightly due to partial access to this area of the battlefield.



4.2.3  Alternative 3 – Opening the Thomas Farm using a hiking trail (Preferred Alternative)

Impacts in this alternative would include those mentioned in Alternative 2 for the parking area, and those associated with construction of the trail itself.  Direct impacts caused by the construction of the trail include the removal of surface rock and soil, only when necessary, to a depth of no more than four inches and a width of no more than 24 inches.  Some soil disturbance may also result from the possible installation of trail signs or benches, however no significant impacts to the soil are expected.  The removal of small trees and shrubs may be required.  The trail will conform to all elements of low-impact location, design, and construction in accordance with National Park Service trail standards.  These impacts are minor and will be limited to the immediate route of the trail.  A rare plant botanist surveyed the proposed trail alignment and determined that the area would not be suitable habitat for rare, threatened, or endangered plants, therefore, no impacts to those resources are foreseen.  Due to the fact that the Thomas Farm is in active agricultural use, pesticides and herbicides may be applied to the crop fields at any time.  To minimize impact to visitors, notice will be posted at the trailhead detailing what pesticides have been applied and when they were applied.  This alternative would meet park objectives of providing self-guided interpretation and access to previously closed portions of the park.  Visitor experience and understanding would increase substantially, as they would have access to key points of the battlefield on the Thomas Farm.

5.0  CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION


During the assessment process, the following persons, groups and agencies 


were contacted/consulted.


Beasley, Joy. Cultural Resources Program Manager, NPS, Monocacy National Battlefield, Frederick, Maryland.


Fleming, Cris.  Botanist & Principal Investigator, Rare Plant Species Survey of the Thomas Farm.

Wenschhof, Edward.  Chief Ranger, NPS, Antietam National Battlefield, Sharpsburg, Maryland.

6.0  REFERENCES


U.S. Department of Interior, National Park Service, Natural Resource Management Reference Manual #77.
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Monocacy National Battlefield News Release

	


Release Date: May 14, 2004

For Immediate Release

Andrew Banasik 301-662-3515
Monocacy National Battlefield Announces call for comments on the 

Thomas Farm Trail Environmental Assessment

Effective May 14, 2004 the DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT THOMAS FARM TRAIL will be available at the park headquarters (address listed above), the Frederick County Public Library – Frederick Branch, and will also be available on the Monocacy National Battlefield web page at www.nps.gov/mono.

The National Park Service, Monocacy National Battlefield, is required under the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 to complete an Environmental Assessment for its proposed trail on the Thomas Farm.    The document outlines the alternatives and impacts of those alternatives to the natural resources at the park.  Comments and questions pertaining to the Environment Assessment will be accepted in writing on or before June 13, 2004 to: Superintendent, Monocacy National Battlefield, 4801 Urbana Pike, Frederick, Maryland 21704.

Monocacy National Battlefield is one of 388 units administered by the National Park Service, U.S. Department of the Interior.  The park Visitor Center, located on State Route 355 three miles south of the city of Frederick, Maryland, is open daily from 8:00 a.m. until 4:30 p.m.

-NPS-

