NORTH CAROLINA

‘ Turnpike Authority

Complete 540

Triangle Expressway Southeast Extension
PO Box 30923

Raleigh, NC 27622

Your thoughts and questions are important to us. We encourage your input, and there are many ways you can reach us:

Web | Visit our website at www.ncdot.gov/projects/complete540/
E-mail | Send us a comment via e-mail to complete540@ncdot.gov
Telephone | Call our toll-free hotline at 1-800-554-7849

Ms. Nora McCann

North Carolina Department of Transportation
1548 Mail Service Center

Raleigh, NC 27699-1548

Letter | Send your letter to:

NCDOT is using an online public engagement tool called mySidewalk to provide the
public and our stakeholders another way to learn more about the process and provide
feedback. This forum can be accessed at:

mySidewalk

engageNCDOT.mysidewalk.com
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Preferred Route Location Selected

The North Carolina Department of Transportation (NCDOT)
in cooperation with the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA),
has selected Detailed Study Alternative 2 as the Preferred
Alternative for the proposed Complete 540 project. Alternative
2 consists of the Orange Corridor segment, a portion of the
Green segment, all of the Mint segment, and another portion
of the Green segment. This route is shown on the map on the
inside of this newsletter.

NCDOT and FHWA reached this decision after a thorough
review of the results of the impact assessment conducted for
the 17 Detailed Study Alternatives (DSAs), as documented in
the study’s Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). The
decision was also based on an assessment of the comments
made on the Draft EIS by local governments, governmental
agencies, non-governmental organizations and the public.

Some of the key reasons Alternative 2 was selected as the
Preferred Alternative are as follows:

e Itis formally supported by all local governments;

It minimizes the number of relocations of homes and

businesses, compared to other alternatives;

e |t avoids impacts to the Swift Creek watershed critical
area (a source for Raleigh’s drinking water);

¢ |t avoids the Clemmons Educational State Forest;

e |t avoids impacts to historic resources; and

¢ |t minimally affects only one local park.

The selection of the Preferred Alternative was based on
data from the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (including
topics such as impacts on the environment, homes and
businesses, parks, community facilities and historic sites, and
cost), past public comments on the proposed alternatives, as
well as public comments made during the public comment
period that ran from Nov. 9, 2015 through Jan. 8, 2016.

Details about the selection of the Preferred Alternative
and the decision-making process can be found in the study’s
“Preferred Alternative Report,” which is available on the study’s
website at www.ncdot.gov/projects/complete540/.

Public Outreach Summary

NCDOT, in cooperation with FHWA, held three public meetings
and a formal public hearing in December 2015 to present
information about the 17 DSAs and the findings of the Draft
EIS and to receive comments on those findings. In total, these
events were attended by more than a thousand individuals.

During the comment period for the Draft EIS (from early
November 2015 to January 8, 2016), written comments
addressing the DSAs, the Draft EIS, or other substantive project
issues were received from about 1,500 people. During the
comment portion of the formal public hearing, 34 people made
oral statements. At the public meetings, 5 individuals recorded
oral comments electronically. There were also 23 people who

(continued on page 2)

More than 1,000 individuals attended the three public meetings and one
public hearing held this past December.

Si desea recibir una copia de este boletin en Espanol, por favor llame al nimero de
teléfono 1-800-481-6494, o envie un correo electronico a complete540@ncdot.gov.
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SUMMARY EVALUATION MATRIX (Key Evaluation Factors’)

The Complete 540 study is being (“Public Outreach Summary,” continued from page 1)
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-40. Comments that SpeCiﬁca | |y address those corridors most often *The categories shown here are some of the more important ones for differentiating the DSAs. The complete matrix, with each category shown,
. . can be found in the study’s Draft Environmental Impact Statement .ncdot. rojects/complete540/).
[O) STEP 4 expressed support for the Green Corridor. The Brown Corridor and the unain e st " ? (nminedotgoy/prejects/ completes40/)
* Prepare and distribute Draft EIS Tan Corridor were those with the greatest level of opposition.

STEP 5 in the study’s “Preferred Alternative Report,” which is available on the
¢ Hold formal public hearing study’s website at www.ncdot.gov/projects/complete540/.

More detail about the content of the public comments can be found PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE (Orange, Green, Mint Segments)

STEP 6

¢ Review all comments made on
the Draft EIS

* Select preferred route

What are the next steps in the study?

Additional studies need to be undertaken or completed for the

preferred alternative before the Final EIS can be prepared. These include:
STEP 7
* Develop preliminary engineering * an updated traffic forecast and related analysis for the preferred
designs alternative;
Conduct additional field studies
Prepare and distribute Final EIS
Receive final Federal Highway * additional viability studies and related research for the

Administration (FHWA) approval of endangered dwarf wedgemussel;
project route (Record of Decision)

WE ARE HERE

¢ detailed archaeological field surveys;

* design refinements and associated changes in right-of-way and =

STEP 8 impacts in response to comments on the Draft EIS; and, L %ﬁ&@/ﬁ7

* Begin final design; conduct Design ¢ a quantitative study of the indirect and cumulative effects of the 3 5 Lo
T preferred alternative on land use and water quality. -

* Begin permit acquisition, AYTON
financing, right-of-way acquisition, In addition to summarizing these findings in the Final EIS, they must : : _
SRESONSIHEHONSCHutes be presented to local governments and agencies before the Final EIS > @/

* Assuming project approval and can be approved. Currently, approval of the Final EIS is expected in mid- 7

availability of funding. 2017, depending on the outcome of these remaining tasks.
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