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The cultural landscape would be affected to a greater degree than in Alternative B. The Visitor Contact Station 
would be a small visual intrusion in the stock pond field. The station would be screened from the historic area and 
Mansion by woodlands, however. 

More archeological resources potentially would be damaged or rendered inaccessible by this alternative due to 
Contact Station construction. Thiswould be minimal, as mandated investigations of the construction site would 
take place. This would result in a gain in the base archeological knowledge of the site. 

Additional soil compaction created by construction of the contact station would be minimal. Only slight increases 
in disturbances to natural resources are expected in this Alternative versus Alternative B. Some disturbance in 
wildlife circulation patterns would be expected. Air quality and noise levels would remain the same as Alternative 

Some __ the construction Station. _________ _____________ _ 

The visitor experience would be greatly enhanced by the construction of a Visitor Contact Station. An audio-visual 
area and additional exhibit space would be available within the station. large groups could be oriented to the site 
in an interior meeting room. Park meetings could take place in non· 
visitor use areas. Increased administrative space would allow for greater staffing levels, resulting in increased 
interpretive operations. In addition, removal of the offices from the Mansion would free the second floor for use 
as potential interpretive exhibit space. 

The visitor experience for disabled persons would be enhanced under this alternative. Physically challenged 
individuals would be able to reach additional exhibit space in the contact station as it would be constructed under 
provisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act. A ramp at the West Wing of the Mansion House and interior 
chair lift would allow of more exhibits by wheelchair bound persons. Disabled employees would be better 
accommodated under this alternative, as office as well as work space would be accessible. 

Recreational opportunities would be the same as for Alternative B. 

The effects to landowners and the local economy would be essentially the same as Alternative B. 
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Copies of the Assessment have been sent to the following: 

The Accokeek Foundation 
National Colonial Farm 
3400 Bryan Point Road 
Accokeek, MD 20607 

--William Corkern 
-Susan Van Buren 

The African-American Heritage Society 
Attn.: Louise Webb 

· 2540 OldWash!ngtonRoad 
Waldorf, MD 20601 

Calvert County Tourism 
Attn.: Herman Schieke, Jr. 
Courthouse 
Prince Frederick, MD 20678 

Charles County Community Services 
Attn.: Joanne Roland 
Star Route 1, Box 1144 
Port Tobacco, MO 20677 

The Charles County library 
la Plata, MD 20646 

Charles County State Delegation 
216 Lowe House Office Building 
Annapolis, MD 21401-1991 
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The Honorable Thomas E. Hutchins, Delegate 
The Honorable Samuel C. Linton, Delegate 
The Honorable Van Mitchell, Delegate 

Robert Agee 
Chaney Enterprises 
P.O. Box 548 
Waldorf, MO 20604 

Calvert County Chamber 
Attn.: Joan M. Connel 
P:O~ Box 9 -- --- -
Prince Frederick, MD 20678 

Charles County Commissioners 
Charles County Government Building 
P.O. Box B 
la Plata, MD 20646 

··The Honorable Murray D. Levy, President 
··The Honorable Marland Deen 
--The Honorable Robert J. Fuller 
-The Honorable M. Charles Kisamore 
··The Honorable Wm. Daniel Mayer 

Charles County Community College 
Attn.: Sarah Barley 
P.O. Box 910 
La Plata, MD 20646-0910 

Charles County Sheriff's Office 
Mr. Frederick E. Davis, Sheriff 
P.O. Box 189 
La Plata, MD 20646 

Chesapeake Bay Trust 
Attn.: Richard Leader 
60 West Street 
Suite 200 A 
Annapolis, MD 21401 
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Crain Memorial Travel Information Center 
Attn.: Paulette Clay 
P.O. Box 158 
Newburg, MD 20664 

General Smallwood State Park 
Attn.: Pat Norton 
Rt. 1, Box 64 
Marbury, MD 20658 

Geo·rge Dyson 
P.O. Box 217 
Ironsides, MD 20643 

The Historical Society Of Charles County 
P.O. Box 261 
Port Tobacco, MD 20677 

The Honorable Steny Hoyer, Congressman The Honorable Thomas Mac Middleton, State Senator 
1705 Langworth House Office Building 210 James Senate Office Building 

-- -- Washington~ De 205-15----------------- --- ---Annapo6s;-MD-2t40t~199t--------------- -- -

Maryland Department of Natural Resources 
Greenways 
Attn.: Ken Shanks 
580 Taylor Ave., 03 
Annapolis, MD 21401 

NSWC·lndian Head 
Attn.: Christina S. Adams 
101 Strauss Avenue 
Indian Head, MD 20640 

Society for the Restoration of Port Tobacco 
P.O. Box 302 
Port Tobacco, MD 20677 

Don White 
303 Post Office Road 
Suite B4A 
Waldorf, MD _20602 
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Paul Nistico 
7 Red Spruce Court 
Bryan's Road, MD 20616 

Patuxent River State Park 
Attn.: Jean Tierney 
1600 Croom Airport Road 
Upper Marlboro, MD 20772 

Surrat House 
Attn.: Laurie Verge, Director 
P.O. Box 427 
Clinton, MD 20735 
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MARYLAND 
HISTORICAL 

TRUST 
Office of Preservation Services 

Ms. Marie Rust, Field Director 
Northeast Field Area 
National Park Service 
U.S. Custom House 

December 8, 1995 

-- - --zoo~ehe-stnuc--stre·ec-------~-------- -- - - -- - - - ----
Philadelphia, PA 19106 

Parris N. Glendening, Governor 
Patricia J. Payne, Secretary 

Re: Draft GMP Revision and EA 

Dear Ms. Rust: 

Thomas Stone National Historic Site 
Charles County, Maryland 

Thank you for your recent letter, received by the Trust on 
23 October 1995, requesting our comments on the above-referenced 
document. 

The proposed revision to the General Management Plan (GMP) 
addresses concerns which were not adequately addressed in the 
1990 GMP, primarily limited physical accessibility to the main 
house, lack of space for certain functions, and additional staff. 
The preferred alternative entails construction of a new visitor 
contact station, trails, interpretive markers, parking, and an 
accessible entry ramp to the main house. The Trust has no 
objection to these proposed modifications to the GMP. We look 
forward to working with NPS to complete the Section 106 review of 
the proposed new undertakings, as project planning progresses. 

If you have questions or require further assistance, 
please call Ms. Beth Cole (for archeology) at (410) 514-7631 or 
me (for structures) at (410) 514-7630. Thank you for your 
providing us this opportunity to comment. 

JEF/EJC/9502711 
CC: Ms. Tina LeCoff 

~~c- ly, 
( ). /, ~ ~ _ _) }'{,'ti.-- L::r2£t~~ 

· ~i~Ellen Freese 
/,.Administrator 

Project Review and Compliance 

Mr. John Donohue (Superintendent) 
Dr. Ralph Eshelman 
Ms. Peggy Shaumburg 

Division of Historical and Cultural Programs 
100 Community Place • Crownsville, Maryland 21032 • (410) 514-_____ _ 

The Maryland Depanmenr of Housing and Communiry Developmenr (DHCDJ pledges to fosrer 
the leuer and spirit of the law for achieving equal housing opponunity in Maryland. 
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H30(NEF A/P-PHPD) 
'nt""" wi 

Robert D. Bush 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
Executive Director 

---------UOO-Pennsylvania-Avenue--NW;--suite- so9------- ----------------------------- -- ---- ------ --------
Washington, DC 20004 

Dear Dr. Bush: 

Enclosed is the General Management Plan Revision and Environmental Assessment for the 
Thomas Stone National Historic Site in LaPlata, Charles County, Maryland. We are submitting 
this for informal consultation under Stipulation E of the 1990 Programmatic Agreement. 

If you have any technical questions, please feel free to call Superintendent John Donohue at 
(804) 224-1732. 

Please direct Section 106 comments to this office, Attn: Tina C. LeCoff at (215) 597-5194. 

Sincerely, 

.TOSEPR TiiB"F.T.Tl" 

~M·R ,; ane ust 
v Field Director 

cc: 
Superintendent, THST 

bee: 
PRP, THST, 106 file FY 9' 
PRP, Iris-Willliams 
PRP,Pascale 
PRP,LeCoff 
General 
Daily 
Field Directors Reading File 
JPascale:bh: 10.16.95 

AS OF APRIL 8, 1996, NO RESPONSE HAS BEEN RECEIVED BY THE NATIONAL PARK SERVICE. 
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H30(NEF A/P-PHPD) 

J. Rodney Little 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
Maryland Historical Trust 

OCT l 8 1995 

Division of Historical and Cultural Programs 
-uepa.rtmerit-ofJtousmg · a.nacommUrilty:l5evefopinent 
100 Community Place 
Crownsville, MD 21032-2023 

Dear Mr. Little: 

-. :_, '." · ,, \cTtc 
c ~~/ .,_1\WAf c..a..... __ ,._. 

(; .. 
': /\ <M . .AU. \utl,(; 

17ff2i 
. . ~(~/0/;7 
S.C...-,. II.SU. CHSOIAL.SO 

(C~trJtJIJ 
OISOIALSO T- .-iiS&P 

Enclosed is the General Management Plan Revision and Environmental Assessment for the 
Thomas Stone National Historic Site in LaPlata, Charles County, Maryland. We are submitting 
this for informal consultation under Stipulation E of the 1990 Programmatic Agreement. 

• If you have any technical questions, please feel free to call Superintendent John Donohue at 
(804) 224-1732. 

Please direct Section 106 comments to this office, Attn: Tina C. LeCoff at (215) 597-5194. 

Sincerely, 

J v~;M, c..,~tt . ;'\.,,. -· ,..,. .. ..,. .. -
Wane Rust 
~ Field Director 

Enclosure 
cc: 
Superintendent, TIIST 
bee: 
PRP, THST, 106 file FY <}j 
PRP, Iris-Williams 
PRP,Pascale 
PRP, LeCoff 
General 
Daily 
Field Directors Reading File 
JPascale:bh: 10.16.95 



Finding of No Significant Impact/Decision Record Environmental Assessment 

Addressing the Impacts of the Amendment to the 1989 "General Management Plan" for 
Thomas Stone National Historic Site 

Introduction 

The National Park Service has completed an Environmental Assessment to address the impacts of the 1995 
Amendments to the 1989 ·seneral Management Plan" (GMP) for Thomas Stone National Historic Site. 

The purpose of this document is to record the decision to enlarge the size of the visitor center proposed in the 
--sMPWfiiCfiWilfProvrire·aadfticfnaraammistrat1veanarneetingspace,-anafoimprove jihysicaTacc!!Ssillility-oTpark ___________ _ 

structures. This document will also provide a "Finding of No Significant Impact" pursuant to the Council on 
Environmental Quality regulations tor implementing the National Environmental Policy Act (40 CFR 1500). 

Compliance 

The 1989 "General Management Plan" for Thomas Stone NHS was found to inadequately address several 
concerns. These issues became apparent during planning, design and research processes after the approval of the 
Plan in 1990. The five issues identified are as follows: 

1. Limited physical accessibility to the main house; 
2. Lack of administrative space at the site; 
3. Lack of group meeting space; 
4. Need tor expanding partnerships with local and state interests; and 
5. Need for additional staff. 

An u Amendment• to the 1989 "General Management Plan" was drafted in 1995 to address these inadequacies. 
These amendments provide for the enlargement of the visitor center to include space for staff offices and public 
meetings. The additional administrative space would accommodate increased levels of NPS or partnership agency 
staff. The amendment also revises the method of entry/egress to the main house to comply with the Americans 
with Disabilities Act in a manner that is less intrusive on the historic scene. 

An Environmental Assessment was completed to address the impacts of the "Amendments to the General Man· 
agement Plan". The views of federal, state, and local government agencies, private organizations, and interested 
individuals were sought. The review process for the Environmental Assessment extended from July 5 through 
August 5, 1995. 

A total of 131 copies of the GMP Amendment/Environmental Assessment were distributed. Seven respondents 
provided comments. The respondents consisted of a NPS Volunteer, the Maryland Department of Natural Re· 
sources, two members of the Charles County Historic Trust, and the directors of the Charles and Calvert County, 
MD Tourism Councils. All of the comments to the Amendments and the Environmental Assessment were positive 
in nature. 
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The environmental consequences of the alternatives of the Assessment-are listed on pages 18-21 of the docu· 
ment. Alternative C-Construction of a Visitor Contact Center is the Agency preferred alternative. No endangered 
or threatened natural resources will be impacted by this alternative. No previously identified cultural resources 
will be significantly impacted, however, implementation of Alternative C will be carried out under the provisions of 
the National Historic Preservation Act. 

Finding of No Significant Impact 

Based on the analysis of potential environmental impact contained in the Environmental Assessment; and after 
review of public and agency comments, I have determined that the 1995 Amendments to the 1989 "'General 
Management Plan" for Thomas Stone NHS does not constitute a major federal action significantly affecting the 
quality-offhe-filimanenVlronrrient~Ail-Envlionmental 1mpicfStatemeniwlflnot fieprep-arecr___ ------ ------- --- ---

Decision 

It is my decision to implement Alternative C as described in the Environmental Assessment. 

Recommended: 

John J. Donah e, Superintendent 
Thomas Stone NHS 

Approved: 

M/r;e Rust, Director 
North East Field Area 
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As the nation's principle conservation agency, the Department of the Interior has responsibility for most of our 
nationally owned public lands and natural and cultural resources. This includes fostering wise use of our land and 
water resources. protecting our fish and wildlife, preserving the environmental and cultural values of our national 
parks and historical places, and providing for the enjoyment of life through outdoor recreation. The department 
assesses our energy and mineral resources and works to ensure that their development is in the best interests of 
all our people. The department also promotes the goals of the Take Pride in America campaign by encouraging 
stewardship and citizen responsibility for the public lands and promoting citizen participation in their care. The 
department also has a major responsibility for American Indian reservation communities and for people who live 
in island territories under U.S. administration. 


