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Document 
Number 

Name Date 
Page 

Number 

c001 Mattie Parker Adams 06/22/09 B6-1 

c002 Billy Bryson 06/22/09 B6-2 

c003 Karen Drennan 06/22/09 B6-3 

c004 Frank Ellington 06/22/09 B6-4 

c005 Martha Furyk 06/22/09 B6-5 

c006 Nancy and Bill Hall 06/22/09 B6-6 

c007 Barbara R. Hart 06/22/09 B6-7 

c008 James Haskin Jr 06/22/09 B6-8 

c009 Nancy P. Hopper 06/22/09 B6-9 

c010 Daryl D. Hutchins 06/22/09 B6-10 

c011 Libby Hutchins 06/22/09 B6-11 

c012 Max D. Jackson 06/22/09 B6-12 

c013 Ed Jackson 06/22/09 B6-13 

c014 Marsha D. Jordan 06/22/09 B6-14 

c015 Daniel McKee 06/22/09 B6-15 

c016 Anna Lisa McKee 06/22/09 B6-16 

c017 Mary Sue Moore 06/22/09 B6-17 

c018 Johnny Oates 06/22/09 B6-18 

c019 Benjamin Paul Schoenbauer 06/22/09 B6-20 

c020 Huston R. Sheppard 06/22/09 B6-21 

c021 Mary B. Stamey 06/22/09 B6-22 

c022 Susan Stragard 06/22/09 B6-23 

c023 Jonathan Williams 06/22/09 B6-24 

c024 Richard Williams 06/22/09 B6-25 

c025 Ramona Williams 06/22/09 B6-26 

c026 David Adams 06/23/09 B6-27 

c027 Darlene Adams 06/23/09 B6-28 

c028 Charles and Michelle Andrews 06/23/09 B6-29 

c029 Joyce Barbee 06/23/09 B6-30 
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c030 Jack C. Barbee 06/23/09 B6-31 

c031 Patricia L. Barnes 06/23/09 B6-32 

c032 Eleanor Beasley 06/23/09 B6-33 

c033 Karol Carter 06/23/09 B6-34 

c034 Linda Cizon 06/23/09 B6-35 

c035 Kristin Cizon 06/23/09 B6-36 

c036 Adam Cope 06/23/09 B6-37 

c037 John Corbett 06/23/09 B6-38 

c038 Susan Corbett 06/23/09 B6-38 

c039 Shirley Cox 06/23/09 B6-39 

c040 Jim Daughtridge 06/23/09 B6-40 

c041 Dorothea Delano 06/23/09 B6-41 

c042 Jack D. Drum 06/23/09 B6-42 

c043 Stephanie Falk 06/23/09 B6-43 

c044 Audrey Fascella 06/23/09 B6-44 

c045 Dennis Fascella, Jr. 06/23/09 B6-45 

c046 Darlene Frisbee 06/23/09 B6-46 

c047 Sunnie Frisbee 06/23/09 B6-47 

c048 Jane Glenn 06/23/09 B6-48 

c049 Jeff Gunn 06/23/09 B6-49 

c050 Robin Gunn 06/23/09 B6-50 

c051 Keith Harbin 06/23/09 B6-51 

c052 William E. Hinkle 06/23/09 B6-52 

c053 James Hopkins 06/23/09 B6-53 

c054 Andrew Howe 06/23/09 B6-54 

c055 Tracy Hullett 06/23/09 B6-55 

c056 Thelma Hullet 06/23/09 B6-56 

c057 Paul Imrie 06/23/09 B6-57 

c058 Drucilla Isles 06/23/09 B6-59 

c059 Leah Jackson 06/23/09 B6-60 

c060 Lyn and Keri Jenkins 06/23/09 B6-61 

c061 Jennifer Joye 06/23/09 B6-62 

c062 Kathryn Kytle 06/23/09 B6-63 

c063 Stephen Kytle 06/23/09 B6-64 
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c064 Marie Leford 06/23/09 B6-65 

c065 Michael Lund 06/23/09 B6-66 

c066 McCormick Machining 06/23/09 B6-67 

c067 Ian Martin 06/23/09 B6-68 

c068 Todd McCuen 06/23/09 B6-69 

c069 Donald Love McGinnis, Sr. 06/23/09 B6-70 

c070 Patrice and Edgar Nixon 06/23/09 B6-71 

c071 Christy Owca 06/23/09 B6-72 

c072 Ruth Patterson 06/23/09 B6-73 

c073 Molly Pekarek 06/23/09 B6-74 

c074 David Peterson 06/23/09 B6-75 

c075 Sherry Peterson 06/23/09 B6-76 

c076 Kelvin Reagan 06/23/09 B6-77 

c077 Johnathan Roberto 06/23/09 B6-78 

c078 Leah P. Stone Stewart 06/23/09 B6-79 

c079 Wendy Hopewell Wade 06/23/09 B6-80 

c080 Beverly Washington 06/23/09 B6-81 

c081 Pam White 06/23/09 B6-82 

c082 Brett Withers 06/23/09 B6-83 

c083 Kelly Wright 06/23/09 B6-84 

c084 Mary Austin 06/24/09 B6-85 

c085 Judy B. Bello 06/24/09 B6-86 

c086 Mack and Barbara Boyte 06/24/09 B6-87 

c087 Mitchell Culp 06/24/09 B6-88 

c088 Beth Davis 06/24/09 B6-89 

c089 Rob Dills 06/24/09 B6-90 

c090 Maria Gosa 06/24/09 B6-91 

c091 Rhonda Harmon 06/24/09 B6-93 

c092 Donna Harris 06/24/09 B6-95 

c093 Larry Harris 06/24/09 B6-96 

c094 Christin Harrison 06/24/09 B6-97 

c095 William Holloway 06/24/09 B6-98 

c096 Marguerite Horstman 06/24/09 B6-99 

c097 Matt Hogan 06/24/09 B6-100 
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c098 Emma H. Julian 06/24/09 B6-101 

c099 Allen McCuen 06/24/09 B6-102 

c100 Katherine Morris 06/24/09 B6-103 

c101 Gwen C. Nance 06/24/09 B6-104 

c102 Tom O’Neill 06/24/09 B6-105 

c103 Gayle Parker 06/24/09 B6-106 

c104 Walter Penley 06/24/09 B6-107 

c105 Linda Piltch 06/24/09 B6-108 

c106 Jeani Reagan 06/24/09 B6-109 

c107 Gail Shook 06/24/09 B6-110 

c108 James F. Smothers, III 06/24/09 B6-111 

c109 Martha Stowe 06/24/09 B6-112 

c110 Ken and Anna Taylor 06/24/09 B6-113 

c111 Lisa Valdez 06/24/09 B6-114 

c112 Verlene Bradshaw 06/25/09 B6-115 

c113 Susan Denton 06/25/09 B6-116 

c114 Stacy Lund 06/25/09 B6-117 

c115 Doris McCrorie 06/25/09 B6-118 

c116 Kenneth McCrorie 06/25/09 B6-119 

c117 Daniel McCraw 06/23/09 B6-120 

c118 William Shaw 06/25/09 B6-121 

c119 Lydia C. Mullis 06/22/09 B6-122 

c120 
Ann Karine Melius-Beaver and 

Von Beaver 
06/23/09 B6-123 

c121 Carol Posey 06/24/09 B6-124 

c122 Doris Hollifield 06/23/09 B6-125 

c123 Charles Longnecker 06/23/09 B6-126 

c124 William Jarman 06/23/09 B6-127 

c125 Margaret Ferguson 06/23/09 B6-128 

c126 Faith Nolen Moxham 06/23/09 B6-129 

c127 Rick Kirby 06/24/09 B6-130 

c128 Ted V. McIntosh 06/23/09 B6-131 

c129 Kirsten D’Amore 06/23/09 B6-132 

c130 Jennifer Whitehouse 06/22/09 B6-133 

c131 Bill Waltz 06/23/09 B6-134 
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c132 Carolyn Maiers 06/23/09 B6-135 

c133 Carolyn Henderson 06/22/09 B6-136 

c134 Jackay McDaniel 06/22/09 B6-138 

c135 Donna Speed 06/23/09 B6-140 

c136 Jim Speed 06/23/09 B6-141 

c137 Raymond and Janice Dinse 07/19/09 B6-142 

c138 Leigh Gintert 06/23/09 B6-143 

c139 Audrey Schauer 06/23/09 B6-145 

c140 Melodie Schauer 06/23/09 B6-146 

c141 Mark and Linda Wilson 06/23/09 B6-147 

c142 Travis Pate -- B6-148 

c143 Brenda B. Barker 06/23/09 B6-149 

c144 Theron D. Houser 06/23/09 B6-151 

c145 Michael Patterson 06/23/09 B6-152 

c146 Joe and Kay Ashton 06/24/09 B6-153 

c147 Richard and Deborah Taylor -- B6-155 

c148 Gary L. Grant -- B6-156 

c149 K. Todd McCuen 06/23/09 B6-157 

c150 Harriet Harrison Armstrong 06/22/09 B6-159 

c151 Heather Klingebiel 06/23/09 B6-160 

c152 Margaret Koontz 06/23/09 B6-161 

c153 Coyt Costner 06/22/09 B6-162 

c154 Richard Williams 06/22/09 B6-163 

c155 Rita Thuot -- B6-164 

c156 Doug and Susan Stroud 06/23/09 B6-165 
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Table B6-1: Public Comment Form Comments 

Documents: c001 – c156  

DOC. NO. COMMENT 

NO. 

PRIMARY 

TOPIC 
COMMENT RESPONSE 

c006,c008, c012, c013, c015, c016, c019, c024, 

c026, c029, c030, c032, c037, c038, c042, 

c043, c048, c058, c060, c064, c066, c073, 

c097, c111, c117, c119, c127, c128, c144, 

c152, c153, c154, c156 

Expressed opinions in support of the Garden Parkway and/or the 

Recommended Alternative.   
No detailed responses needed. 

C001, c002, c009, c017,c020, c021, c022, 

c027, c028, c034, c036, c039, c044, c046, 

c047, c049, c050, c051, c052, c054, c055, 

c067, c 070, c072, c080, c082, c083, c088, 

c091, c092, c093, c094, c095, c099, c101, 

c102, c103, c104, c105, c108, c112, c115, 

c116, c122, c126, c129, c130, c134, c136, 

c137, c141, c142, c145, c148, c150 

Expressed opinions opposing the Garden Parkway and/or the 

Recommended Alternative.   
No detailed responses needed. 

c061, c069, c120, c121, c123 Blank forms or information requests.   Requests were fulfilled separately.  No additional detailed responses needed. 

c003 1 Service Roads I am concerned with the existing entrance to Boat Club Road off 

of South Point Road.  We see that you are adding an extension 

from Boat Club Road to Mary Tate Road to Henry’s Chapel Road 

to South Point Road. This would add at least 2 miles from 

Drennan Horne Drive on Boat Club to South Point. Bottom line – 

please keep existing entrance to Boat Club off of South Point. 

The service road connecting Boat Club Road to Henry’s Chapel Road shown on 

Figure 2-9cc of the Draft EIS has been eliminated.  The Preferred Alternative 

refined preliminary design of the NC 273 (Southpoint Rd) interchange 

decreased the interchange footprint, and the existing Boat Club Road 

intersection with NC 273 is maintained.   

c004 1 Community 

Characteristics 

and Resources 

The study is influenced by the fact that many rich and influential 

people have moved in the southern area and they are using their 

influence to assure that the road does not come south.  The 

southern route is much shorter, affects fewer homes, and is less 

environmentally disruptive.  DSA 9 will destroy the only Little 

League field in the area.  DSA 9 will disrupt home places that have 

been in established families for years.   

The National Environmental Policy Act requires an objective evaluation of 

alternatives and a transparent process that includes public involvement (23 

CFR 771.105).  The project has complied with these requirements.  The 

Recommended Alternative and Preferred Alternative were identified based on 

a balance of cost and design considerations, impacts to the human and natural 

environments, and input received from agencies and the public, as described 

in the Draft EIS (Recommended Alternative) and Final EIS (Preferred 

Alternative).  The public, including state and local officials, was informed of 

the project studies, results and recommendations through workshops, 

newsletters, and the project website.   

The Preferred Alternative preliminary design was refined to avoid directly 

encroaching on the expanded Optimist Club recreation fields on Boat Club 

Road.  The design modifications are described in Section 2.3.1 of the Final EIS. 
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Table B6-1: Public Comment Form Comments 

Documents: c001 – c156  

DOC. NO. COMMENT 

NO. 

PRIMARY 

TOPIC 
COMMENT RESPONSE 

c004 2 Community 

Characteristics 

and Resources 

DSA 9 will destroy the only Little League field in the area.  DSA 9 

will disrupt home places that have been in established families 

for years.   

The Preferred Alternative preliminary design was refined to avoid directly 

encroaching on the expanded Optimist Club recreation fields on Boat Club 

Road.  The design modifications are described in Section 2.3.1 of the Final EIS.  

The Preferred Alternative for the Gaston East-West Connector was selected 

because it provided the best overall balance between impacts to the human, 

physical, cultural and natural environments, as discussed in Section 2.2 of the 

Final EIS. 

c005 1 Land Use and 

Transportation 

Planning 

I believe a study should have been done on who was going to use 

the road before going forward.  Other toll roads have failed 

financially due to lack of use. 

Based on available information, including the Preliminary Traffic and Revenue 

Study for the Gaston East-West Connector (available on the NCTA Web site), 

and the project’s financial plan, the NCTA has determined that the project is 

financially feasible.  An Investment Grade Traffic and Revenue Study, which 

includes more in-depth analysis, will be conducted prior to selling the bonds 

that will comprise a portion of the project funding.   

c007 1 Public 

Involvement 

The people had no voice, whatsoever, in this project.  It is totally 

useless and a waste of taxpayer’s money. 

Public involvement was, and continues to be, integral to the project 

development and decision-making process.  Chapter 9 of the Draft EIS 

includes a summary of the public involvement efforts associated with the 

project up to the publication of the Draft EIS.  Public involvement activities 

and input received after the Draft EIS are summarized in Section 3.3 of the 

Final EIS.  Design refinements to the Preferred Alternative resulting from 

public input and comment are described in Section 2.3.1 of the Final EIS. 

c010 1 Land Use and 

Transportation 

Planning 

By your own study, 20,000 vehicles will be dumped on south 321.  

You do not have funding for full connector.  What do propose to 

do with the traffic dumped on south 321?  It will destroy York-

Chester neighborhood – you will have to widen HWY 321 south 

thru that neighborhood. Use funding for light rail between 

Gastonia and Charlotte, much better use of tax money. The study 

is flawed on number of vehicles that will use toll hwy.  Feel very 

strongly that tolls will not pay for hwy.  

The ultimate project would extend from I-85 west of Gastonia to I-485 in 

Mecklenburg County, as described and evaluated in the Draft EIS.  At this 

time, based on available information, NCTA is planning on initially constructing 

the entire length of the project, with four lanes from I-485 to US 321 and two 

lanes from US 321 to I-85.  The section from US 321 to I-85 would be upgraded 

to four lanes by 2035. 

However, in order to respond to concerns expressed prior to, and as part of, 

the public review process for the Draft EIS, the NCTA studied traffic forecasts 

for a potential interim project phase ending at US 321.  The studies indicate 

there would be an increase in traffic along US 321 from the Gaston East-West 

Connector north to Stagecoach Road for a distance of approximately 3/4 mile.  

Beyond Stagecoach Road, the traffic is estimated to generally be the same 

with or without the interim project phase.  Under both an interim phase for 

the project and the ultimate project, a corridor-level analysis indicates US 321 

would operate under capacity and at acceptable levels of service from 

Robinson Road to US 29-74 through the year 2030.  Therefore, the project 

would not be expected to have an impact on the York Chester historic district 
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Documents: c001 – c156  

DOC. NO. COMMENT 

NO. 

PRIMARY 
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COMMENT RESPONSE 

or the Downtown Gastonia historic district farther north along US 321. 

As discussed in Section 2.2.5 of the Draft EIS, Mass Transit Alternatives were 

considered, but determined not able to meet the project’s purpose and need.  

However, mass transit could provide additional mode choices for travelers in 

Gaston County.  Both mass transit and roadway improvements are included in 

the Gaston Urban Area Long Range Transportation Plan, and there is a need 

for both in Gaston County.    

The traffic forecasts for the proposed project for 2030 are described in Section 

2.4.4 of the Draft EIS.  These forecasts were developed using the Metrolina 

Regional Travel Demand Model, which is a 13-county model maintained by 

the Charlotte DOT, updated on a continual basis, and used for transportation 

planning throughout the region.  Updated traffic forecasts for 2035 for the 

Preferred Alternative, also based on the latest version of the Metrolina 

Regional Travel Demand Model, are presented in Section 2.3.5 of the Final EIS. 

c011 1 Land Use and 

Transportation 

Planning 

Other existing roads could be improved to help with traffic and 

have money left over.  Too much traffic will dump on 321.  

Money is not available to complete road.  Too much traffic will 

dump out on 321.  Everyone that signed my petition against this 

road told me there was no way they would pay a toll to drive to 

Charlotte. 

See response to Comment 1 in comment form c010.   

c011 2 Other How are they going to bill people that do not buy a sticker?  The 

cost of sending out bills and employees to do this will be 

outrageous.  

Section 2.4.3 of the Draft EIS includes a description of how tolls will be 

collected. 

c014 1 Service Roads Reroute of Boat Club Road will inconvenience and extend driving 

time for residents to get access to South Point Road.  Also – 

fencing should be adequate to protect established farm, 

agriculture, and animals. 

The service road connecting Boat Club Road to Henry’s Chapel Road shown on 

Figure 2-9cc of the Draft EIS has been eliminated.  The Preferred Alternative 

refined preliminary design of the NC 273 (Southpoint Rd) interchange 

decreased the interchange footprint, and the existing Boat Club Road 

intersection with NC 273 is maintained.  Any fencing removed by the project 

would be replaced.   Where the project right of way will be access-controlled, 

fencing will be installed.   
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c018 1 Service Roads The access road proposed to be build from Matthews Acres to 

Diane Theater Road needs to be built south to come out on 29-

74. It would only be half the distance and not require a bridge. 

This would save several million dollars. The road from Matthews 

Acres to Diane Theater Road would disturb a whole lot more than 

going south to 29-74.  

In addition to this comment, some Pre-Hearing Open House attendees that 

are residents of Matthews Acres and surrounding neighborhoods also 

suggested connecting the Matthews Acres subdivision to US 29-74 directly 

south.  Members of the Broomfield Neighborhood Watch (includes 

neighborhoods surrounding Shannon Bradley Road) provided comments at a 

small group meeting held July 7, 2009.  The preliminary design for the 

Preferred Alternative was altered by extending Belfast Drive eastward, under 

the mainline, to tie directly back into Shannon Bradley Road, as described in 

Section 2.3.1 of the Final EIS.  The proposed access would more closely 

maintain existing access routes.   Figure 2-3a shows the Preferred Alternative 

refined preliminary design in this area. 

c023 1 Community 

Characteristics 

and Resources 

I want to save my church True Vine Church of God.  Implementation of the Preferred Alternative (DSA 9) would not impact the 

True Vine Church of God located at 5348 Lewis Road in Gastonia (Draft EIS, 

Table 3-8).   

c025 1 Community 

Characteristics 

and Resources 

My church is True Vine Church of God located at 5348 Lewis 

Road, Gastonia. We wish to be able to save our church building.  

Implementation of the Preferred Alternative (DSA 9) would not impact the 

True Vine Church of God located at 5348 Lewis Road in Gastonia (Draft EIS, 

Table 3-8).   

c025 2 Alternatives 

Considered 

Why would the environmental recommended route not be 

considered as the final route? I was under the impression that 

the final route would be based on the environmental study’s 

recommendation! 

In accordance with federal law (NEPA), a Draft EIS must consider a range of 

reasonable alternatives that meet the project’s stated purpose and need.  

Based on detailed studies of the Detailed Study Alternatives, DSA 9 was 

identified as the Recommended Alternative in the Draft EIS.  In accordance 

with NEPA and FHWA guidance, the Preferred Alternative is identified only 

after the public and agencies have an opportunity to provide comments on 

the Draft EIS.  The Preferred Alternative must be identified in the Final EIS.  

Once the Final EIS is published and a Record of Decision filed, the selected 

route can be considered the final route.   

c031 1 Service Roads All traffic through to Saddlewood comes out in a dangerous curve 

need to come up with a way to control traffic – i.e. traffic light. 

Does Saddlewood know that double the traffic will come through 

their neighborhood? Roads through the neighborhood are 

narrow. Some houses will be blocked to access – driveways will 

be blocked. 

In addition to this commenter, some Pre-Hearing Open House also attendees 

raised concerns with closing Pam Drive and rerouting access to Robinson Road 

via the Saddlewood neighborhood.  Concerns included additional driving 

distance and sight distance at the Saddlewood Road/Robinson Road 

intersection.  Some suggested keeping Pam Drive open and connecting it 

directly across from the interchange ramp.  As discussed in Section 2.3.1 of 

the Final EIS, Pam Drive will be kept open and connected to Robinson Road at 

the proposed interchange ramp intersection. 
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c033 1 Noise I am concerned about impacting our environment, road noise, 

congestion for people living in Gastonia trying to get around, air 

pollution and quality, the fact that we have to get 30 million/yr 

for the next 20 years to pay for it from the state and it still 

doesn’t reach 85.  I do not believe you will get $2.50 as a toll. 

The Preferred Alternative for the Gaston East-West Connector was selected 

because it provided the best overall balance between impacts to the human, 

physical, cultural and natural environments, as discussed in Section 2.2 of the 

Final EIS.  

The Investment Grade Traffic and Revenue Study, to be prepared prior to the 

project opening for traffic, will recommend the initial toll rates.  This study 

includes evaluating traffic forecasts and conducting market surveys, and will 

be completed prior to the sale of bonds as part of the project funding. 

The ultimate project extends from I-85 west of Gastonia to I-485, and this is 

the project NCTA intends to construct as soon as possible, based on available 

funding. 

c035 1 Alternatives 

Considered 

Any large highway project will affect an area drastically.  Why not 

just expand I-85?   

Various combinations of improvements to I-85 and US 29-74 as Improve 

Existing Roadways Alternatives were evaluated for the project, as 

documented in Section 2.2.6 of the Draft EIS.  These alternatives were 

eliminated for the reasons described in Section 2.2.6.5 of the Draft EIS.            

c040 1 Land Use and 

Transportation 

Planning 

This road will only add to the congestion along the South Point 

Road and to the SP High School located just 1 1/2 miles north of 

where the proposed road is to cross HWY 273. 

Traffic on some segments of some secondary roads in the project study area 

may increase, while on other roads or segments traffic may decrease as traffic 

patterns redistribute to include the presence of the proposed project.  Overall, 

as discussed in Appendix C of the Draft EIS, congested vehicle hours traveled 

and congested vehicle miles traveled in Gaston County are expected to be less 

in 2030 with proposed project in place compared to the No-Build Alternative.   

c041 1 Purpose and 

Need for 

Action 

If the forecasted traffic volumes are going to be highest on the 

eastern end of the project, that is not a sufficient or justified 

reason to construct a new road system.  The traffic problem on I-

85 and 74 is of greater urgency.  The Route 74 

Mecklenburg/Gaston County Bridge critically needs to be 

widened or replaced and Wilkinson Boulevard widened.  I-85 

needs additional lanes north and south.  Bus lanes on the 

interstate with transit stops along the way can be considered.  

Commuter rail, which probably can be implemented with existing 

railroads, would alleviate traffic problems generated by growth.   

Updated forecasted traffic volumes for 2035 are presented in Section 2.3.5 of 

the Final EIS.   

As discussed in Section 2.2.5 of the Draft EIS, Mass Transit Alternatives were 

considered, but determined not able to meet the project’s purpose and need.  

However, mass transit could provide additional mode choices for travelers in 

Gaston County.  Both mass transit and roadway improvements are included in 

the Gaston Urban Area Long Range Transportation Plan, and there is a need 

for both in Gaston County.  In addition to identifying the Gaston East-West 

Connector as the top priority, the Gaston Urban Area 2035 Long Range 

Transportation Plan (LRTP) also includes the widening (from four to six lanes) 

of the US 29-74 bridge over the Catawba River as a project to be built by 2025. 
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c045 1 Land Use and 

Transportation 

Planning 

How many years will all this wonderful traffic the parkway will 

attract, have to dump out onto 321 and grope their way through 

Gastonia, past schools and neighborhoods like York Chester, 

looking for I-85.  10 years? 15 years?   

The ultimate project would extend from I-85 west of Gastonia to I-485 in 

Mecklenburg County, as described and evaluated in the Draft EIS.  However, 

construction of large transportation projects such as the Gaston East-West 

Connector, I-485 in Charlotte, I-540 in Raleigh, etc., are typically constructed 

in phases as funding becomes available.  Construction phases are determined 

after the environmental planning phase is completed based on availability of 

funding.   The intent is to build as much of the project in the first phase as 

possible, with the remainder constructed as soon as possible after that.  At 

this time, based on available information, NCTA is planning on initially 

constructing the entire length of the project, with four lanes from I-485 to US 

321 and two lanes from US 321 to I-85.  The section from US 321 to I-85 would 

be upgraded to four lanes by 2035. 

However, in order to respond to concerns expressed prior to, and as part of, 

the public review process for the Draft EIS, the NCTA studied traffic forecasts 

for a potential interim project phase ending at US 321.  The studies indicate 

there would be an increase in traffic along US 321 from the Gaston East-West 

Connector north to Stagecoach Road for a distance of approximately 3/4 mile.  

Beyond Stagecoach Road, the traffic is estimated to generally be the same 

with or without the interim project phase.  Under both an interim phase for 

the project and the ultimate project, a corridor-level analysis indicates US 321 

would operate under capacity and at acceptable levels of service from 

Robinson Road to US 29-74 through the year 2030.  Therefore, the project 

would not be expected to have an impact on the York Chester historic district 

or the Downtown Gastonia historic district farther north along US 321. 

c053 1 Land Use and 

Transportation 

Planning 

Excessive traffic on Hwy 321.  Also, there is no provision for 

commercial traffic (weigh stations).  This would allow commercial 

vehicles to bypass the weigh stations on I-85 and Hwy 74.  If the 

western part of the highway is not built that will force the traffic 

up Stagecoach Road or Hwy 321 through the historic district to 

reach I-85.  These roads are in poor conditions as they are, the 

excessive traffic would do more damage.    

Regarding US 321, see response to Comment 1 in comment form c045.   

Regarding weigh stations, the State Highway Patrol is the agency responsible 

for enforcing commercial weight restrictions.  NCTA will cooperate with the 

State Highway Patrol in their enforcement activities.   
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c053 2 Alternatives 

Considered 

I feel that other options should be more fully explored to include 

repairs or replacement of traffic lanes and bridges as well as the 

mass transit options. 

Alternatives for the project were rigorously explored and evaluated, as 

documented in the Addendum to the Final Alternatives Development and 

Evaluation Report for the Gaston East-West Connector (October 2008) and 

summarized in Chapter 2 of the Draft EIS.  Various options for Improve 

Existing Roadways Alternatives were evaluation.  In addition, a Mass Transit 

Alternative, which would not be within the jurisdiction of the FHWA nor NCTA, 

also was included in the evaluation.  The alternatives were eliminated from 

consideration for various reasons, as described in Chapter 2 of the Draft EIS. 

c056 1 Land Use and 

Transportation 

Planning 

This road would not be any closer to Charlotte.  It would take 

more time on 321, because of all stop lights, schools, funeral 

homes, speed limits, it would take longer.  Lanes are very narrow 

for big trucks. 

Regarding US 321, see response to Comment 1 of comment form c045. 

c056 2 Service Roads Please don’t put the interchange on Bud Wilson Road. The interchange at Bud Wilson Road was eliminated from the Preferred 

Alternative, as discussed in Section 2.3.1 of the Final EIS.   

c057 1 Community 

Characteristics 

and Resources 

During this public involvement phase of the project we wish to 

reiterate our concerns over the safety issues around the steam 

fog situation and the Fly Ash drift hazard.  Additionally the 

increased negative Environmental Impacts of the southern 

crossing as defined by the River Keeper and other groups need to 

remain critical points of consideration as this proposal moves 

forward.  

DSA 9, which uses a northern corridor across the Belmont Peninsula, was 

selected as the Preferred Alternative, for the reasons described in Section 2.2 

of the Final EIS.  Fog is addressed in Section 3.2.6.2 of the Draft EIS.  As stated 

in this section, in accordance with NCDOT normal operating procedures, fog-

related safety issues will be evaluated on a case-by-case basis after 

construction, and measures installed where warranted.   

Duke Power Company LLC has an Air Quality Permit (Permit Number 

03757T33 – effective from January 5, 2009 to December 31, 2013) from the 

NC Department of Environment and Natural Resources Division of Air Quality 

(NCDAQ) to operate the Allen Steam Station.  Dust and particulate emissions 

from processes (e.g. flyash transfer, rail car unloading, etc.) and fugitive non-

process dust emission sources are regulated in the permit.  For example, a 

condition in the permit states (page 32):  “The Permittee shall not cause or 

allow fugitive non-process dust emissions (i.e., particulate matter that is not 

collected by a capture system and is generated from areas such as pit areas, 

process areas, haul roads, stockpiles, and plant roads) to cause or contribute 

to substantive complaints (i.e., complaints that are verified with physical 

evidence acceptable to the DAQ).” 
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c059 1 Water 

Resources, Air 

Quality 

Inaccuracies addressing impact on Lake Wylie’s water qualities.  

Impact on planning for Belmont long term and impact on traffic 

at exit points from the road.  Where are the 20-40,000 cars 

estimated to exit for the 485-321 portion of the road? What is 

the plan to offset air quality impacts? What is the plan to offset 

water quality damage to the lake? 

The Gaston East-West Connector project is consistent with the Belmont 

Comprehensive Land Use Plan (Draft EIS Section 3.1.3).  

Regarding water quality.  Numerous permits to protect water resources will 

be required prior to project construction.  The project will require a Section 

401 Water Quality Certification from the NC Division of Water Quality and a 

Section 404 permit from the US Army Corps of Engineers for impacts to 

streams and wetlands.  Mitigation will be required as conditions of these 

permits.  Section 6.4.5 of the Draft EIS describes these permitting issues.  The 

NCTA must also prepare an erosion and sedimentation control plan in 

accordance with Erosion and Sediment Control Planning and Design (NC 

Division of Land Resources) and Best Management Practices for the Protection 

of Surface Waters (NCDOT).  These are described in Section 6.2.4 of the Draft 

EIS.  The Preferred Alternative crosses Lake Wylie (the Catawba River, South 

Fork Catawba River and Catawba Creek), which is subject to Catawba River 

Buffer Rules.  The NCTA must obtain written authorization from the NC DWQ 

and provide compensatory mitigation (see Section 6.4.5.4 of the Draft EIS).  A 

conceptual mitigation was prepared for the Preferred Alternative, as 

described in Section 2.5.4.4 of the Final EIS.      

Regarding project phasing.  The ultimate project extends from I-85 west of 

Gastonia to I-485 in Mecklenburg County, and this is the project NCTA 

evaluated in the Draft EIS as required by NEPA, and this is the project NCTA 

intends to construct as soon as possible.  However, construction of large 

transportation projects, I-485 in Charlotte, I-540 in Raleigh, etc., are typically 

constructed in phases as funding becomes available.  Construction phases are 

determined after the environmental planning phase is completed.  Also, see 

response to Comment 1 in comment form c045.      

Regarding air quality.  The Charlotte-Gastonia-Rock Hill air quality region is a 

non-attainment area for ozone, meaning the area is exceeding the National 

Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for this pollutant.  The North Carolina 

Division of Air Quality develops the State Implementation Plan (SIP) to 

describe how North Carolina will maintain or achieve compliance with the 

NAAQS in non-attainment and maintenance areas.  For transportation 

resources, the region is evaluated as a whole for conformity with the SIP 

through the region’s long range transportation plans and transportation 

improvement programs.  At this time, the Gaston Urban Area Metropolitan 

Planning Organization’s (MPO’s) Long Range Transportation Plan and the 

Mecklenburg Union MPO’s Long Range Transportation Plan have been 
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determined to be in conformity with the State’s plans to comply with the 

NAAQS.  The Gaston East-West Connector is included in these long range 

transportation plans designed to conform to the SIP.  This topic is addressed in 

more detail in Section 2.5.2.2 of the Final EIS. 

c062 1 Other Answer how this road will be paid for…construction, buying 

property, houses, etc. How about light rail transit? 

Funding to construct the project will be from multiple sources over the course 

of several years.  The majority of the project will be funded through the sale of 

revenue bonds, which will be repaid with the tolls collected by the project.  

The project may also be funded, in part by federal credit assistance from the 

USDOT under the Transportation Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act 

program (TIFIA).  State Transportation Improvement Program funds may also 

be used.  Appropriations from the NC Legislature (i.e., Gap Funding in the 

currently approved amount of $35 million per year) are also anticipated.   As 

discussed in Section 2.2.5 of the Draft EIS, Mass Transit Alternatives and 

Improve Existing Roadways Alternatives (which included widening I-85) were 

considered, but determined not able to meet the project’s purpose and need.  

However, mass transit could provide additional mode choices for travelers in 

Gaston County.  Both mass transit and roadway improvements are included in 

the Gaston Urban Area Long Range Transportation Plan, and there is a need 

for both in Gaston County.    

c063 1 Alternatives 

Considered 

Road not needed.  Put in light rail instead. As discussed in Section 2.2.5 of the Draft EIS, Mass Transit Alternatives were 

considered, but determined not able to meet the project’s purpose and need.  

However, mass transit could provide additional mode choices for travelers in 

Gaston County.  Both mass transit and roadway improvements are included in 

the Gaston Urban Area Long Range Transportation Plan, and there is a need 

for both in Gaston County.    

c065 1 Community 

Characteristics 

and Resources 

I am concerned that safety factors were not seriously considered 

in the Draft EIS.  Primarily concerns of poor visibility from intense 

fog which regularly occurs over the South Fork river along the 

proposed southern crossing due to the hot water discharge from 

Duke Power.  This hot water discharge creates extreme fog 

conditions throughout the cooler months of the year.  This must 

be considered as part of the Draft EIS and not just dealt with after 

the fact.  Also the Fly Ash Basin along the southern route creates 

visibility issues from clouds of Fly Ash which regularly occur.   

See response to Comment 1 in comment form c057. 
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c068 1 Other If this gets built it will decrease the value of my home since I am 

approximately 1400 feet within the new road.  At least give those 

of us close enough free travel since it will decrease my value! 

Property values in the project study area are a function of a number of 

factors.  While some properties values may decrease based on the location of 

the proposed alignment, others may increase based on the geographic 

orientation and the provision of access. 

c071 1 Noise I am concerned about the noise level.  Currently I do not hear 

traffic, trucks, ambulances, etc.  With these plans I will be 

approximately 1100 feet from the pavement on this road.   

Noise abatement measures are discussed in Section 4.1.6 of the Draft EIS.  A 

home 1,100 feet from the proposed Gaston East-West Connector would not 

be exposed to noise levels that would approach or exceed FHWA’s Noise 

Abatement Criteria (see Section 4.1.2 of the Draft EIS).  Depending on weather 

conditions, topography, other ambient noise, and intervening features such 

buildings, it’s possible that traffic noise from the Gaston East-West Connector 

would be audible at times at 1,100 feet away. 

c074 1 Noise Neighborhood (Longbriar Drive) noise and pollution will increase. Noise and air quality are discussed in Sections 4.1 and 4.2 of the Draft EIS, 

respectively.  Updates to air quality conformity issues and mobile source air 

toxics are included in Section 2.5.2.2 of the Final EIS.  As shown in Figure 4-1a, 

the commenter’s neighborhood (end of Longbriar Drive) is adjacent to, and 

would benefit from, preliminary Noise Barrier 17-1.   

c074 2 Land Use and 

Transportation 

Planning 

Highway 321 will not be able to survive the increase in traffic. Regarding US 321, see response to Comment 1 in comment form c045. 

c075 1 Air Quality, 

Water 

Resources 

Lots of studies but no info on how the pollution will affect my 

family’s health.  What does “very strong” mean when considering 

effects on water resources?   

Public health concerns related to traffic are often expressed in terms of air 

quality issues such as ozone or mobile source air toxics.  Potential health 

effects to individuals are indirectly addressed in the Draft EIS (Section 4.2) 

through evaluation of the project’s compliance with standards and regulations 

for air quality.   

In accordance with the Clean Air Act, the US EPA has established National 

Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for ozone, carbon monoxide, 

particulate matter, nitrogen dioxide, sulfur dioxide and lead, at limits intended 

to “protect the public health with an adequate margin of safety”.  In North 

Carolina, the NC Division of Air Quality develops a State Implementation Plan 

(SIP) to describe how the state will maintain or achieve compliance with the 

NAAQS in non-attainment and maintenance areas.  Transportation projects 

are considered in the SIP through transportation conformity.  USEPA has 

issued regulations implementing transportation conformity requirements (40 

CFR Part 93).  These regulations are intended to ensure that a state does not 

undertake federally funded or approved transportation plans, programs, or 

projects that are inconsistent with the State’s obligation to meet and maintain 
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the NAAQS.  Transportation conformity is discussed in Sections 4.2.2 and 

4.2.5.1 in the Draft EIS.  Updates to the transportation conformity issue are 

included in Section 2.5.2.2 of the Final EIS. 

Regarding MSATs, the mobile source air toxics (MSAT) qualitative analysis 

included in Appendix H of the Draft EIS was conducted in accordance with the 

Federal Highway Administration Interim Guidance on Mobile Source Air Toxic 

Analysis in NEPA Documents (February 3, 2006).  This guidance has been 

updated in the Interim Guidance Update on Mobile Source Air Toxic Analysis 

in NEPA Documents (September 30, 2009).  This updated guidance, which 

includes updates on MSAT research, is discussed in Section 2.5.2.2 and 

Appendix D of the Final EIS.   As stated in the updated guidance (page 5), “air 

toxics analysis is an emerging field and current scientific techniques, tools, and 

data are not sufficient to accurately estimate human health impacts that 

would result from a transportation project in a way that would be useful to 

decision-makers.”   

The term “very strong” in Draft EIS Table S-2 is a relative term used to 

compare the relative effects the Detailed Study Alternatives may have on 

water resources and is not based on any regulatory thresholds.  Numerous 

permits to protect water resources will be required prior to project 

construction, as described in Section 6.2.4 of the Draft EIS.  The NCTA will 

work with the permitting agencies to determine the appropriate mitigation 

and best management practices to implement for the project.   

c075 2 Right-Of-Way 

Acquisition 

and 

Relocations 

Low income families will really struggle with relocation.  They 

may not have means to secure new home, even if compensated.  

Most rent, and they would have to find an affordable place within 

their school districts, and a reasonable distance from their jobs. 

The NCTA will follow the requirements of the Federal government (Uniform 

Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970) and 

the relocation policies of the NCDOT.  The NCDOT policies include three 

programs to minimize the inconvenience of relocation: Relocation Assistance, 

Relocation Moving Payments, and Relocation Replacement Housing Payments 

or Rent Supplement.  These programs are designed to assist both 

homeowners and renters with the cost of relocation. 

c076 1 Community 

Characteristics 

and Resources 

Doesn’t need to impact Optimist Park/Optimist Fields. The Preferred Alternative preliminary design was refined to avoid directly 

encroaching on the expanded Optimist Club recreation fields on Boat Club 

Road.  The design modifications are described in Section 2.3.1 of the Final EIS.  
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c077 1 Alternatives 

Considered 

I think this is a very short sighted plan to ease congestion.  Light 

rail or commuter rail based on success of Charlotte light rail 

would give better results in the long term for commuting to 

Charlotte as Gaston County continues to grow as a commuter 

city.  It is too inaccurate to see what true environmental impacts 

will happen.  We would be impacting wetlands and watersheds 

including green areas and no paper study can accurately predict 

what the impact could be.   

As discussed in Section 2.2.5 of the Draft EIS, Mass Transit Alternatives were 

considered, but determined not able to meet the project’s purpose and need.  

However, mass transit could provide additional mode choices for travelers in 

Gaston County.  Both mass transit and roadway improvements are included in 

the Gaston Urban Area Long Range Transportation Plan, and there is a need 

for both in Gaston County.     

As the commenter states, there is no accurate way to predict the future.  The 

impacts and benefits of the proposed project, as reported in the Draft EIS and 

the Final EIS, are based on the best available information and accepted 

standards of practice for all technical studies conducted, and regulatory 

requirements. 

c078 1 Air Quality I am concerned about increased auto emissions and the direct 

negative impact this would have on my home and my children’s 

health since we are so close to the road.  I feel that this road has 

a very negative impact on the lives of my family and neighbors.  

My home is at the end of a quiet, family oriented neighborhood.  

Now my children and my neighbors’ children will be subjected to 

noise from vehicles traveling on the road close to their play 

places and they will be forced to breathe in pollution from 

vehicles passing by.   

Regarding air pollution, see response to Comment 1 in comment form c075.  

Noise impacts are addressed in Section 4.1 of the Draft EIS in accordance with 

FHWA and NCDOT policy and guidance.  Updated preliminary noise barriers 

recommended for the Preferred Alternative are described in Section 2.5.2.1 of 

the Final EIS. 

c079 1 Land Use and 

Transportation 

Planning 

I am president of HOA for Cameron Point off of South New Hope 

Road. Concerned about congestion, property value, and noise.   

Cameron Point is about one mile north of the Preferred Alternative’s 

interchange at NC 279 (South New Hope Road).  This neighborhood should not 

be impacted by traffic noise from the Preferred Alternative.  Updated 2035 

noise contours for the Preferred Alternative are included in Appendix J of the 

Final EIS.  Figure 12 in Appendix J shows the South New Hope Road area. 

Traffic on some segments of some secondary roads in the project study area 

may increase, while on other roads or segments traffic may decrease as traffic 

patterns redistribute to include the presence of the proposed project.  Overall, 

as discussed in Appendix C of the Draft EIS, congested vehicle hours traveled 

and congested vehicle miles traveled in Gaston County are expected to be less 

in 2030 with proposed project in place compared to the No-Build Alternative. 
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c081 1 Alternatives 

Considered 

I feel the money spent could be used in other areas such as 

improving I-85 and 485 and coming up with maybe a light rail 

system to Charlotte via Gastonia and Belmont.  

The Draft EIS rigorously explored and objectively evaluated a range of 

reasonable alternatives as required by 23 CFR 771.123(c), as summarized in 

Chapter 2.  The alternatives evaluated included, among others, Mass Transit 

and Multimodal Alternatives and Improve Existing Roadways Alternatives 

(which included various options for widening I-85 and US 29-74).  As described 

in Chapter 2, Mass Transit Alternatives, Multimodal Alternatives, and Improve 

Existing Roadways Alternatives would not meet the project’s purpose and 

need, and were eliminated from consideration.  These types of projects could 

be constructed as separate projects, independent of the Gaston East-West 

Connector.          

c084 1 Water 

Resources 

No adequate info regarding sediment buildup from construction 

in our precious waterways.   

As discussed in Draft EIS Section 6.2.4, an erosion and sedimentation plan will 

be developed for the Preferred Alternative prior to construction in accordance 

with all applicable regulations and guidance.  The NCTA will work with the 

permitting agencies to determine the appropriate best management practices 

to implement for the project.   

c084 2 Water 

Resources 

These rivers are impaired and no further bridge construction and 

new road work should be done.  

Numerous permits to protect water resources will be required prior to project 

construction.  The project will require a Section 401 Water Quality 

Certification from the NC Division of Water Quality and a Section 404 permit 

from the US Army Corps of Engineers for impacts to streams and wetlands.  

Mitigation will be required as conditions of these permits.   Section 6.4.5 of 

the Draft EIS describes these permitting issues.  The NCTA must also prepare 

an erosion and sedimentation control plan in accordance with Erosion and 

Sediment Control Planning and Design (NC Division of Land Resources) and 

Best Management Practices for the Protection of Surface Waters (NCDOT).  

These are described in Section 6.2.4 of the Draft EIS.  The Preferred 

Alternative crosses Lake Wylie (the Catawba River, South Fork Catawba River 

and Catawba Creek), which is subject to Catawba River Buffer Rules.  The 

NCTA must obtain written authorization from the NC DWQ and provide 

compensatory mitigation (see Section 6.4.5.4 of the Draft EIS).  . 

c085 1 Land Use and 

Transportation 

Planning 

Given the recent changes in Washington and Raleigh, it seems 

that the key assumptions underlying the regions forecast of 

revenues are questionable.  Given the federal requirement for 

fiscal reasonableness, the plans basic assumptions should be 

reviewed!! 

Based on available information, including the Preliminary Traffic and Revenue 

Study for the Gaston East-West Connector (available on the NCTA Web site), 

and the project’s financial plan, the NCTA has determined that the project is 

financially feasible.  An Investment Grade Traffic and Revenue Study, which 

includes more in-depth analysis, will be conducted prior to selling the bonds 

that will comprise a portion of the project funding.   
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c085 2 Alternatives 

Considered 

Widening of I-85 needs to be on the drawing board.  Room for 4 

lanes each way is presently available through the entire corridor.  

This action may be needed to handle growing long-distance and 

truck travel in the Atlanta-Washington corridor.  Given that 

widening might be needed west of Gastonia and through the 

region, even if the Parkway is built, more attention should be 

placed on this option.  Other options that should be looked at 

included reversible lanes and a HOT lane. 

Various combinations of improvements to I-85 and US 29-74 as Improve 

Existing Roadways Alternatives were evaluated for the project, as 

documented in Section 2.2.6 of the Draft EIS.  These alternatives were 

eliminated for the reasons described in Section 2.2.6.5 of the Draft EIS.  

Scenarios evaluated included adding capacity to I-85 as non-tolled or tolled.  

Tolled options evaluated for I-85 are described in Section 2.2.6.2 and included 

a fully barrier-separated toll facility, toll or HOT lanes not fully barrier-

separated, and reconfiguration of existing pavement on I-85 to add HOT or 

HOV lanes.  None of the Improve Existing Roadways Alternatives were 

retained for detailed study, for the reasons described in Section 2.2.6.5 of the 

Draft EIS. 

c086 1 Noise Concerned about noise from proposed highway, this area is 

practically a wildlife refuge.   

Traffic noise is addressed in Section 4.1 of the Draft EIS.  Preliminary noise 

barriers to reduce noise levels at adjacent noise-sensitive receptors are shown 

in Figure 4-1(a-b) of the Draft EIS, and updated for the Preferred Alternative as 

described in Section 2.5.2.1 of the Final EIS.  As stated in Section S.8.3.1 of the 

Draft EIS, overall ambient noise levels would be expected to increase in the 

vicinity of the proposed project due to the cumulative effects of the project, 

together with increases in population and land development. 

c087 1 Alternatives 

Considered 

There are other alternatives that could be exercised.  Widen I-85 

through Gastonia.  Light rail from Gaston County to Mecklenburg 

County.    

As discussed in Section 2.2.5 of the Draft EIS, Mass Transit Alternatives and 

Improve Existing Roadways Alternatives (which included widening I-85) were 

considered, but determined not able to meet the project’s purpose and need.  

However, mass transit could provide additional mode choices for travelers in 

Gaston County.  Both mass transit and roadway improvements are included in 

the Gaston Urban Area Long Range Transportation Plan, and there is a need 

for both in Gaston County.    

c089 1 Land Use and 

Transportation 

Planning 

The proposed East-West Connector Toll Road will not fix the ever 

growing traffic problems.  This proposal is not strong enough to 

anticipate the necessity of travel that will be required in 10+ 

years. 

By itself, the proposed project would not solve the region’s transportation 

problems.  The Gaston Urban Area Metropolitan Planning Organization’s 

(MPO) 2035 Long Range Transportation Plan and the Mecklenburg-Union 

MPO’s 2035 Long Range Transportation Plan describe and prioritize 

transportation projects for the region for all modes of transportation, 

including vehicles, pedestrians, bicyclists, and aviation.  The long range 

transportation plans are based on the best available land use forecasts and 

forecasts from the Metrolina Regional Travel Demand Model. 
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c090 1 Service Roads A group of us talked with Clint, Carl, and Harold.  We would like 

the Sunderland Road access moved north 800 feet.  No one 

beyond 331 Sunderland would need access and it would be a 

waste of money to pave additional roadway when you’d save 

1500 feet of roads by just going west across South Point from 331 

Sunderland. 

The service road connecting Sunderland Road to Southpoint Road has been 

redesigned for the Preferred Alternative to connect to Southpoint Road 

farther north.  This service road is described in Section 2.3.1 of the Final EIS.  It 

also connects to the Optimist Club ball fields on Boat Club Road. 

c091 1 Right-Of-Way 

Acquisition 

and 

Relocations 

You need to shift this right of way and road so that I am not 

land/road locked and you completely destroy all that I have 

worked for in 15 years. 

A service road study was conducted for the Preferred Alternative, as 

summarize in Section 2.3.2 of the Final EIS.  The service road study identified 

properties landlocked by the refined preliminary design and determined 

whether it was cost effective to provide a service road.  If a service road was 

not cost effective for a landlocked property, or properties, then the NCTA 

would purchase that property as part of the right of way acquisition process. 

c096 1 Other I would like to know who did the impact examinations. Did they 

use just maps or physical examination of the areas. 

Chapter 10 of the Draft EIS includes a list of the principal participants involved 

in the preparation of the Draft EIS and supporting documentation.  Mapping 

was used and site visits were conducted as part of the various environmental 

studies. 

c099 1 Service Roads I suggest that the extension of Sunderland Road be angled off my 

property to the vacant property to the west side.    

The service road connecting Sunderland Road to Southpoint Road has been 

redesigned for the Preferred Alternative to connect to Southpoint Road 

farther north.  This service road is described in Section 2.3.1 of the Final EIS.  It 

also connects to the Optimist Club ball fields on Boat Club Road. 

c101 1 Community 

Characteristics 

and Resources 

Concerned of impact to racetrack parking and pit area.  Is it 

possible to shift the road north of racetrack on Union Road 

toward Crawford road? There are vacant houses on Crawford 

Road and less impact.  The corner on main highway goes through 

pits and the improvements on Union Road impact the parking.  

Could these areas be shifted to avoid impacting these functions 

of the speedway? 

The NCTA coordinated with the Carolina Speedway operators after the 

Preferred Alternative was identified.  The Preferred Alternative refined 

preliminary design was modified in the speedway vicinity to minimize impacts 

to the speedway, as described in Section 2.3.1 of the Final EIS.   

c106 1 Community 

Characteristics 

and Resources 

As the youth cheerleading program manager with the Belmont 

Optimist Club, I am extremely concerned about the impacts to 

our fields.  We recently established the fields because the youth 

of Belmont have nowhere else to play football.  We’ve 

volunteered countless hours on fundraising activities to be able 

to establish these fields.  

The Preferred Alternative preliminary design was refined to avoid directly 

encroaching on the expanded Optimist Club recreation fields on Boat Club 

Road.  The design modifications are described in Section 2.3.1 of the Final EIS.  
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c107 1 Water 

Resources 

The environmental issues are huge it is the most endangered 

river in the US which supplies Charlotte with water and 

surrounding areas. 

See response to comment 1 in comment form c084. 

c109 1 Alternatives 

Considered 

I was very chagrined when I read the letter from Duke’s project 

manager to the TPA about scrubbers.  The study was in progress 

at that point and I am amazed no one worked with them to find 

an alternative plan which would have given the TPA a route 

recommend by the 40 member committee of which Duke Power 

was a part.  There apparently was a major communication 

disconnect. 

The NCTA coordinated with Duke Energy throughout the project development 

process regarding each agency’s projects and plans.  Duke Energy indicated in 

their letter dated August 7, 2007 (included in Appendix A-5 of the Draft EIS) 

that the “evaluated several alternatives and sites for the future storage area, 

however this was the only viable site that provided the required capacity.” 

c110 1 Purpose and 

Need for 

Action 

The intents/goals of the project are not truly met by the project 

other options are more feasible than to create a new road that 

won’t really be used – look @ Greenville, SC. 

Section 2.2.7.3 of the Draft EIS describes how the New Location Alternative 

(Toll Scenario) would meet the project’s purpose and need.  Based on 

available information, including the Preliminary Traffic and Revenue Study for 

the Gaston East-West Connector (available on the NCTA Web site), and the 

project’s financial plan, the NCTA has determined that the project is financially 

feasible.  An Investment Grade Traffic and Revenue Study, which includes 

more in-depth analysis, will be conducted prior to selling the bonds that will 

comprise a portion of the project funding.   

c113 1 Water 

Resources 

The river and its watershed are in a very fragile environment.  

Wildlife will be adversely affected.  There will be runoff and soil 

erosion that will affect water quality and the habitat.  We simply 

do not need another river crossing, so why risk this. 

See response to Comment 1 in comment form c084. 

c113 2 Alternatives 

Considered 

The EIS study is not complete and does not even address the 

west end of the proposed road. 

The Draft EIS addresses the ultimate planned project, which extends from I-85 

west of Gastonia to I-485 in Mecklenburg County. 

c113 3 Land Use and 

Transportation 

Planning 

The Downtown Historic District of Gastonia will be negatively 

impacted.  Has anyone done a study to determine the effects of 

the increased traffic up and down 321/York and Chester Streets 

to access the toll road? 

Regarding US 321, see response to Comment 1 in comment form c045. 
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c113 4 Alternatives 

Considered 

Please consider other alternatives to solve the future traffic 

problem: rebuilding and widening the bridge on 74, widening 

portions of I-85, planning an ‘outer-outer’ loop which would not 

require river crossings, just to mention a few. 

The Draft EIS rigorously explored and objectively evaluated a range of 

reasonable alternatives as required by 23 CFR 771.123(c), as summarized in 

Chapter 2.  The alternatives evaluated included, among others, Improve 

Existing Roadways Alternatives (which included various options for widening I-

85 and US 29-74).  For alternatives eliminated from detailed study, brief 

discussions of the reasons are included. 

An outer-outer loop (this is assumed to be relative to I-485) would be a 

parallel ring to I-485.  In Gaston County, a parallel ring would run north-south.  

The purpose of the project, as stated in Section 1.3 of the Draft EIS, is to 

“improve east-west transportation mobility in the area around the City of 

Gastonia, between Gastonia and the Charlotte metropolitan area, and 

particularly to establish direct access between the rapidly growing area of 

southeast Gaston County and western Mecklenburg County.” 

c114 1 Community 

Characteristics 

and Resources 

Fog and safety issues were not evaluated.  Especially the severe 

steam fog occurring on South Fork river near the “hot hole” from 

Allen Steam Plant.  

See response to Comment 1 in comment form c057. 

c118 1 Water 

Resources 

Will increase runoff water in creeks causing erosion. The NCTA must prepare an erosion and sedimentation control plan in 

accordance with Erosion and Sediment Control Planning and Design (NC 

Division of Land Resources) and Best Management Practices for the Protection 

of Surface Waters (NCDOT) to minimize impacts to erosion and sedimentation.  

These are described in Section 6.2.4 of the Draft EIS.  

c124 1 Right-Of-Way 

Acquisition 

and 

Relocations 

Alternative #9 crossing of Robinson Road:  Land on east of road is 

farmland.  The road approaches to the connector should be all on 

the east of Robinson Road so as to not impact the houses on the 

west side of Robinson Road.  I own that land (eastside).  My 

neighbors do not need additional roads on their property. 

The Robinson Road interchange configuration was revised to reduce the right 

of way footprint.  The ramps on the north side of the Gaston East-West 

Connector were moved closer to the mainline.  This minimized right of way 

required on to the north of the interchange and also preserved the driveway 

and security gate on the D’Amore property, who is the neighbor the 

commenter refers to.  Design changes to the Robinson Road interchange are 

discussed in Section 2.3.1 of the Final EIS. 

c125 1 Right-Of-Way 

Acquisition 

and 

Relocations 

Wilson Farm Road just south of Union Road.  We own 140 acres 

of relatively flat land and one proposal shows a right-of-way 

cutting off a narrow strip near our northern property line.  This 

strip will become near worthless if this road is built.  Why not 

shift the road north to eliminate this strip?   

The alignment of the Preferred Alternative cannot be shifted to the north due 

to the presence of a large wetland in this location.  This portion of the parcel 

would have access via White Cedar Drive and Stone Pine Drive. 

c131 1 Community 

Characteristics 

and Resources 

I think the fog and fly ash issues raised by the Gaston Southeast 

Connector Coalition were not given enough thought – other than 

that, I think you did a very good job. 

See response to Comment 1 in comment form c057. 
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c132 1 Land Use and 

Transportation 

Planning 

This I-485/I-85 connector does not connect to I-85 for at least 2 

decades.  What it does is funnel extra traffic onto Highway 321, 

already too narrow and overcrowded.  There are 19 traffic lights 

from the connector’s projected terminus and I-85. 

Regarding US 321, see response to Comment 1 in comment form c045. 

c133 1 Noise Noise and polluting the air.  It’s bound to make ozone worse. A noise study, summarized in Section 4.1 of the Draft EIS, was conducted for 

the Detailed Study Alternatives in accordance with FHWA and NCDOT policies 

and guidance.  Noise abatement measures are discussed in Section 4.1.6 of 

the Draft EIS, and updated for the Preferred Alternative as described in 

Section 2.5.2.1 of the Final EIS.        

The project is included in the 2035 long range transportation plans for the 

region, and these have been found to conform to the State Implementation 

Plan, which is a document prepared by the NC Division of Air Quality that 

describes how North Carolina will maintain or achieve compliance with the 

National Ambient Air Quality Standards in non-attainment and maintenance 

areas.  Section 2.5.2.2 of the Final EIS discusses this transportation conformity 

issue in more detail.   

c135 1 Community 

Characteristics 

and Resources 

Crowder’s Mountain park will be affected in a negative way.  This 

is not needed or wanted. 

As stated in Draft EIS Section 3.2.6.1, the project would not directly impact 

Crowder’s Mountain State Park.  The Preferred Alternative (DSA 9) is one of 

the alternatives farthest from the park and indirect impacts are also not 

anticipated.  

c138 1 Land Use and 

Transportation 

Planning 

The road is only potentially funded to 321.  A project should not 

begin if the funding is not fully obtained for the completion of the 

entire road.  If partially built, ending at 321, the increased vehicle 

traffic will have to go somewhere.  This will obviously increase 

congestion on local roads. 

Regarding US 321, see response to Comment 1 in comment form c045. 

c139 1 Land Use and 

Transportation 

Planning 

Highway 273 is only a two lane road and already cannot handle 

the traffic due to South Point High School. It certainly cannot 

handle the traffic of an interchange either next to Greystone 

Estates or by Daniel Stowe Botanical Gardens.  

Traffic signals at proposed interchanges will create gaps in traffic to allow for 

turning movements onto Southpoint Road.  Southpoint Road in the immediate 

vicinity of the proposed interchange would be widened to accommodate 

projected traffic volumes.  Improvements to other segments of Southpoint 

Road and other area roadways would be separate projects. 

c140 1 Land Use and 

Transportation 

Planning 

Highway 273 is only a 2-lane road and already cannot handle the 

traffic due to South Point High School.  It certainly can’t handle 

the traffic of an interchange, either next to Graystone Estates or 

by Daniel Stowe Botanical Gardens. 

See response to Comment 1 in comment form c0139. 
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c143 1 Land Use and 

Transportation 

Planning 

So why should we believe the Garden Parkway will ever go to I-

85?  Also, the traffic on 321 to I-85 will run through Gastonia’s 

Historic District, with many stoplights, on a 2 lane road, for 15 

years before extending to I-85. 

Regarding US 321, see response to Comment 1 in comment form c045. 

c143 2 Alternatives 

Considered 

Why not add another lane to I-85 if it’s being built only to relieve 

congestion. 

Various combinations of improvements to I-85 and US 29-74 as Improve 

Existing Roadways Alternatives were evaluated for the project, as 

documented in Section 2.2.6 of the Draft EIS.  These alternatives were 

eliminated for the reasons described in Section 2.2.6.5 of the Draft EIS.            

c143 3 Land Use and 

Transportation 

Planning 

Has anyone polled the trucking companies to see if they are 

willing to pay these tolls on a road that takes them 15-20 miles to 

I-85 when they’re only a few miles from it and won’t have to pay 

anything for a direct route? 

Market surveys will be conducted for the Investment Grade Traffic and 

Revenue Study that will need to be completed prior to the sale of bonds for 

the project.   

c143 4 Indirect and 

Cumulative 

Effects 

Another concern that I have is that the Garden Parkway will 

promote urban sprawl and ruin another rural area in our county. 

In accordance with NCDOT procedures, a qualitative Indirect and Cumulative 

Effects Assessment for the Gaston East-West Connector was prepared and is 

summarized in Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS.   The qualitative analysis concludes 

that all Detailed Study Alternatives (DSAs) have a “High” potential for 

accelerated growth and indirect land use effects in Gaston County.  A 

quantitative indirect and cumulative effects assessment was prepared for the 

Preferred Alternative, and is summarized in Section 2.5.5 of the Final EIS.  The 

quantitative assessment provides more detail regarding potential land use 

changes and indirect and cumulative impacts to water quality and other 

notable resources with and without the project.   

c143 5 Alternatives 

Considered 

If connecting the airport to I-85 is necessary, why not follow 

NC49 from the airport, cross into SC along Ridge Road, and back 

into NC near the NC/SC line and go across to I-85.  That would get 

the congestion out of Gaston County completely and would solve 

the problem. 

The purpose for the project is described in Section 1.3 of the Draft EIS.  The 

purpose is to improve east-west transportation mobility in the area around 

the City of Gastonia, between Gastonia and the Charlotte metropolitan area, 

and particularly to establish direct access between the rapidly growing area of 

southeast Gaston County and western Mecklenburg County.  A project outside 

of Gaston County would not achieve this purpose. 

c146 1 Service Roads We believe the J1D and J1C would be a much better choice that 

would affect the fewest as it is mostly farmland.  We live in the 

Pam Drive/Saddlewood area there are more than 100 homes that 

are adversely affected by closing the Pam Drive exit to Robinson 

Road.  There are many acres of undeveloped land that adjoins, 

which when developed, will add even more traffic through these 

established neighborhoods.  The subject of the noise nuisance 

would take another entire page.    

The Preferred Alternative (DSA 9) for the Gaston East-West Connector was 

selected because it provided the best overall balance between impacts to the 

human, physical, cultural and natural environments, as discussed in Section 

2.2 of the Final EIS.  As discussed in Section 2.3.1 of the Final EIS, Pam Drive 

will be kept open and connected to Robinson Road at the proposed 

interchange ramp intersection. 
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c147 1 Service Roads If you close Pam Drive @ Robinson Road and force us to go 

through the Saddlewood subdivision, you will cut off our 

EMERGENCY response and access. 

As discussed in Section 2.3.1 of the Final EIS, Pam Drive will be kept open and 

connected to Robinson Road at the proposed Preferred Alternative’s 

interchange ramp intersection. 

c149 1 Service Roads Do not close off the opening of Pam Drive.  Closing off the current 

entrance will add 2 miles to my daily commute due to having to 

drive through Saddlewood.  Saddlewood entrance is at a 

dangerous curve and this will increase wrecks. 

As discussed in Section 2.3.1 of the Final EIS, Pam Drive will be kept open and 

connected to Robinson Road at the proposed Preferred Alternative’s 

interchange ramp intersection. 

c151 1 Service Roads Please do not add more traffic and commotion to Saddlewood 

Development, the highway is enough.  Let Pam Drive be its own. 

As discussed in Section 2.3.1 of the Final EIS, Pam Drive will be kept open and 

connected to Robinson Road at the proposed Preferred Alternative’s 

interchange ramp intersection. 

c155 1 Land Use and 

Transportation 

Planning 

Disagree.  Dumps traffic through historic (?) – Chester & 

Brookwood.  Adds traffic to an already gridlocked & dangerous I-

85/US321 interchange.  Cuts Belmont in half. 

See response to Comment 1 in comment form c045.   

c155 2 Air quality, 

Relocations 

This project will add to the pollution.  Instead of looking to other 

less polluting alternatives the parkway adds to the situation.  

Asthma & other lung diseases are growing in number.  Takes too 

many houses and will destroy the habitat of many lake birds & 

animals 

See response to Comment 2 in comment form c075. 

c155 3 Other We are in a recession and it is predicted that recovery will not 

occur for at least a decade.  It is likely that the projected tolls will 

not be collected and more state funds will be needed. 

Funding to construct the project will be from multiple sources over the course 

of several years.  The majority of the project will be funded through the sale of 

revenue bonds, which will be repaid with the tolls collected by the project.  

The project may also be funded, in part by federal credit assistance from the 

USDOT under the Transportation Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act 

program (TIFIA).  State Transportation Improvement Program funds may also 

be used.  Appropriations from the NC Legislature (i.e., Gap Funding in the 

currently approved amount of $35 million per year) are also anticipated.   

Based on available information, including the Preliminary Traffic and Revenue 

Study for the Gaston East-West Connector (available on the NCTA Web site), 

and the project’s financial plan, the NCTA has determined that the project is 

financially feasible.  An Investment Grade Traffic and Revenue Study, which 

includes more in-depth analysis, will be conducted prior to selling the bonds 

that will comprise a portion of the project funding.   
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c155 4 Alternatives 

Considered 

For less money you can add more lands to I-85; rebuild the ‘74’ 

(?) bridge; not damage the habitat of birds and not upset the 

homeowners who would have to be relocated by this very 

imprudent project. 

Various combinations of improvements to I-85 and US 29-74 as Improve 

Existing Roadways Alternatives were evaluated for the project, as 

documented in Section 2.2.6 of the Draft EIS.  These alternatives were 

eliminated for the reasons described in Section 2.2.6.5 of the Draft EIS.   

As a separate project, the Gaston Urban Area 2035 Long Range Transportation 

Plan (LRTP) includes the widening (from four to six lanes) of the US 29-74 

bridge over the Catawba River as a project to be built by 2025. 
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