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 TEAC Meeting Minutes      04/08/08 

• Concurrence Point 1, 2 and 2a – Purpose and Need, Detailed Study 
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MEETING MINUTES 
 
Date:  April 8, 2008 
  1:30 pm to 3:00 pm 
  NC Turnpike Authority Office Board Room (Suite 400) 
  
Project:             STIP U-3321 Gaston E-W Connector – STP-1213(6) 
 
Gaston E-W Connector Spotlight: 
 
Attendees:    
George Hoops, FHWA 
Donnie Brew, FHWA 
Steve Lund, USACE 
Kathy Matthews, USEPA 
Chris Militscher, USEPA 
Marla Chambers, NCWRC 
Dewayne Sykes , NCDOT-Roadway Design 

Kristina Solberg, NCDOT - PDEA 
Dan Grissom, NCDOT-Division 12 
Michael Gloden, EcoScience Corp. 
Jennifer Harris, NCTA 
Jill Gurak, PBS&J 
 

 
Via Telephone:    
Marella Buncick, USFWS 
Polly Lespinasse, NCDENR - DWQ 
 
 
Presentation Materials: (All materials have been posted on the TEAC website) 
 

• Meeting Agenda 

• Memo – Merger Process Concurrence Point 2a Bridging Decision Information – NCTA’s 
Response to Agency Requests from the March 4, 2008 Meeting – This memo addresses action 
items from the March 4, 2008 TEAC meeting. 

 
Purpose: 

 
Discuss action items from the March 4, 2008 TEAC Meeting (Concurrence Point 2a meeting) in 
order to achieve agreement/concurrence on the bridging/alignment decisions for streams and 
wetlands crossed by the Detailed Study Alternatives (DSAs)  
 
 
General Discussion: 
 
Ms. Harris opened the meeting with introductions.  The purpose of the meeting was to complete 
discussions regarding bridging and alignment decisions for the DSAs (CP2a).  She noted that further 
discussions regarding bridging and permitting will be held again for the Preferred Alternative at CP4a.   
 
A general discussion took place prior to the discussions of the individual crossings.  The questions and 
comments are summarized below. 
 
Minutes from the March 4, 2008 Meeting.  Ms. Harris asked if anyone had any comments or revisions to 
the March 4, 2008 meeting minutes.  No one had any comments.   
 
Other Issues.  Mr. Militscher stated he could not access the TEAC website, as it was not recognizing his 
username and password.  Ms. Harris stated she would ask the website administrator to follow up with Mr. 
Militscher. 
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Ms. Gurak began the discussion of the action items requested at the March 4, 2008 meeting that were 
summarized in the memo distributed for the April 8 TEAC meeting. 
 
 
Wildlife Passage Structures 
 
The NCTA agrees to study wildlife passage structures at the following crossings of Stream S156 during 
final design, if they are part of the Preferred Alternative.  This will be included as a commitment in the 
DEIS. 
 

• Crossing JD6 – crossing of Stream S156 on Detailed Study Alternative (DSA) Segment J1C 
(west of Robinson Road) 

• Crossing JD19 – crossing of Stream S156 on DSA Segment JX1 
• Crossing JD31 – crossing of Stream S156 on DSA Segment J2C 

 
The resource agencies asked if this wildlife crossing was unique to any of the alternatives.  All DSAs 
cross Stream 156 once, so all DSAs will include a wildlife passage structure at this stream.   
 
The WRC stated there are numerous resources available to assist in designing wildlife passages.  The 
WRC  noted one method of sizing the crossing uses an “openness factor” that takes into account 
length/height/width of the crossing as well as the types of wildlife anticipated to use the crossing.  The 
equation is metric based.  The NCDOT has designed wildlife crossings for bears on the I-26 (A-10) 
project in western North Carolina.  There have also been some successful crossings on projects in 
eastern North Carolina. 
 
The NCDOT noted that Ted Devens (NCDOT) is working with Virginia Tech on wildlife crossing studies.   
 
USFWS noted that the 2007 conference proceedings from ICOET (International Conference on Ecology 
and Transportation) would be a good resource for wildlife crossing information.   
 
The WRC stated that during final design for the Preferred Alternative, the bridges at other crossings also 
should be designed to be wildlife friendly when feasible. 
 
 
Bridging Beyond What is Required for Hydraulic Conveyance 
 
At the March 4, 2008 meeting, the NCTA agreed to the following bridges to be included in the DSA 
designs.   
 

• Crossing HD27 – DSA Segment H2A over Bessemer Branch.  Change from triple box culvert to a 
bridge. 

• Crossing HD32 – DSA Segment H2C over Stream S70 adjacent to Chapel Grove Road.  Extend 
mainline bridges over Chapel Grove Road to span Stream S70. 

• Crossing HD17 – DSA Segment HX2 over Stream S79 adjacent to Camp Rotary Road.  Extend 
mainline bridges over Camp Rotary Road to span Stream S79. 

• Crossing HD38 – DSA Segment H3 over Stream S135 (Blackwood Creek).  Change from a triple 
box culvert to a bridge. 

 
The NCTA also agreed to the following bridges to be included in the DSA designs, as requested at the 
March 4, 2008 TEAC meeting. 
 

• Crossing JB2 – DSA Segment J3 over Crowders Creek.  Extend mainline bridges over Crowders 
Creek to span Wetland 103. 

• Crossing JD9 – DSA Segment J1C over Stream S178.  Change from a triple box culvert to a 
bridge. 

• Crossing  KD3 – DSA Segment K3A over Stream S259 (Catawba Creek).  Extend mainline 
bridges over Catawba Creek to span main body of Wetland W248. 
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• Crossing KD17 – DSA Segment K1B over Stream S259 (Catawba Creek).  Extend mainline 
bridges over Catawba Creek to span main body of Wetland W248. 

 
The resource agencies agreed to the additional bridges and had no further comments. 
 
 
Cost Estimate for Bridge at Crossing HB1 
 
At the March 4, 2008 meeting, the resource agencies requested a cost estimate for additional bridges at 
Crossing HB1 (DSA Segment H1A over Crowders Creek near the US 29-74 interchange).  The additional 
bridges would include extending the mainline bridges over Crowders Creek to span Wetland 12, and 
constructing bridges over Wetland 12 for the WB Connector off ramp to US 29-74 and the WB Connector 
on ramp (loop) from US 29-74.   
 
In 2007 dollars, the cost of all these additional bridges would be $15.5 million.  The original cost for the 
shorter mainline bridges was $2.1 million.  If the interchange is eliminated, the cost of the extended 
mainline bridges (no ramps) would be $11.4 million. 
 
The resource agencies requested information on the costs of the Crowders Creek ramp bridges to be 
included in these minutes.  The costs were calculated post meeting.  These two bridges, off ramp from 
WB Connector to US 29-74 over Crowders Creek and on ramp from US 29-74 to EB Connector over 
Crowders Creek, would each be about 38 feet wide and 120 feet long.  The total cost for the two ramp 
bridges would be approximately $1 million.   
 
There was a question about whether the loop ramp could be extended to shift out of the wetland.  If it was 
extended, it would encroach farther into the floodplain of Crowders Creek and nearer to the creek.  It can 
not be shortened due to sight distance requirements for the toll collection equipment.   
 
The resource agencies would prefer to eliminate the US 29-74 interchange.  As discussed at the March 4, 
2008 meeting, the NCTA will be considering eliminating the US 29-74 interchange (for all DSAs).  The 
Gaston Urban Area MPO (GUAMPO) is also looking at this issue.  The potential elimination of this 
interchange will be presented to the public for comment at Citizens Informational Workshops planned for 
this summer.   
 
The resource and regulatory agencies agreed that extending the mainline bridges over Crowders Creek 
to also span Wetland 12 would not be cost effective.  The USFWS pointed out that the area of the 
wetland crossed by the mainline bridges is forested.  This vegetation would be cleared to construct the 
low bridges.  Regrowth of vegetation under the bridges would not be the same as the existing conditions.  
It may be more effective to restore the eastern part of Wetland 12 and fill the western part.   
 
The USEPA stated that since Crowders Creek is a 303d listed stream, BMP (Best Management 
Practices) measures such as basins also should be considered to ensure that Crowders Creek would not 
be impacted by roadside drainage.   
 
In conclusion, it was decided to show the impacts of filling Wetland 12 in the DEIS, but to also discuss the 
potential elimination of the US 29-74 interchange.  If this DSA Segment is part of the Preferred 
Alternative, mitigation and minimization measures will be revisited at Concurrence Point 4a.  The 
agencies agreed that it was not cost effective to extend the mainline bridges to span Wetland 12.  
 
 
Mainline Alignment Shift at Crossing HB3 to Avoid Wetland W51 
 
A full discussion of the alignment shift investigation is included in Section 5a of the memo provided as 
part of the April 8, 2008 meeting.  Crossing HB3 is located at Crowders Creek for DSA Segments H3 and 
H2A near the US 29-74 interchange.  At the March 4, 2008 meeting, the resource and regulatory 
agencies requested that a shift in the Corridor H3 alignment be investigated to move the H3 alignment to 
the east so the US 29-74 interchange ramps would avoid Wetland 51.   
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The alignments in this location were placed to minimize relocations and impacts to the three junkyards in 
the vicinity. 
 
DSA Segment H2A can not be shifted to the east within the corridor boundaries due to curve radii 
constraints.  
 
The alignment in DSA Segment H3 would need to shift about 240 feet to the east to avoid Wetland 51.   
This would encroach directly on the Putnam Auto Body junkyard and would increase impacts to Stream 
S54 from 188 lf to about 575 lf.   
 
The same discussion regarding eliminating the US 29-74 interchange was held for this location.  The 
resource agencies would prefer to eliminate the US 29-74 interchange.  As discussed at the March 4, 
2008 meeting, the NCTA will be considering eliminating the US 29-74 interchange (for all DSAs).  The 
GUAMPO is looking at this issue.  The potential elimination of this interchange will be presented to the 
public for comment at Citizens Informational Workshops planned for this summer.  The NCTA 
recommended not shifting the alignment at this location, particularly since the elimination of the 
interchange is being considered.  The resource and regulatory agencies conditionally agreed.   
 
The USEPA requested that a cost estimate be provided for bridging Wetland W51 for Corridor Segments 
H3 and H2A (this would involve bridges only on the ramps).  The USEPA stated that they would provide 
information about potential costs for relocating the Putnam Auto Body junkyard.  The costs were 
calculated post meeting.  For Corridor Segment H3, two bridges are proposed (one for the ramp and one 
for the loop ramp). These two bridges would be between 37 feet to 50 feet wide, and 470 feet to 560 feet 
long.  The total cost for the two bridges would be approximately $4.8 million.  For Corridor Segment H2, 
three bridges are proposed (one for the loop ramp and two for the ramps).  These three bridges would be 
between 37 feet to 50 feet wide, and 130 feet to 500 feet long.  The total cost for the three bridges on 
Segment H2 are approximately $3.3 million.  
 
 
Mainline Alignment Shift at Crossing JD17 to Avoid Parallel Impacts to Stream S146 
 
A full discussion of the alignment shift investigation is included in Section 5b of the memo provided as 
part of the April 8, 2008 meeting.   
 
The NCTA recommends not shifting this alignment.  The resource agencies agreed. 
 
 
Mainline Alignment Shift at Crossing KD17 to Avoid the Easternmost Finger of Wetalnd W248 
 
A full discussion of the alignment shift investigation is included in Section 5c of the memo provided as 
part of the April 8, 2008 meeting.   
 
The NCTA recommends not shifting this alignment.  The resource agencies agreed. 
 
 
Y-Line (Cross-Street) Alignment Shift at Crossing KD31 to Avoid Confluence of Beaverdam Creek 
and Legion Lake Stream 
 
A full discussion of the alignment shift investigation is included in Section 5d of the memo provided as 
part of the April 8, 2008 meeting.   
 
The NCTA recommends not shifting this alignment at this time.  If this corridor is selected as the Preferred 
Alternative, this crossing will be revisited during final design when more refined mapping is available.  The 
resource agencies agreed. 
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Conclusions 
 
The resource agencies agreed that discussions for Concurrence Point 2a were complete.  Below is an 
updated table summarizing the final decisions made as part of CP2a for the major hydraulic crossings. 
 

Crossing Decision Cost Differential 
for Crossing 

HD26 Revisit this area for minimization measures during CP4a -- 

HD27 Change recommended structure from a culvert to a bridge Savings of $0.44 
million 

HB1 

The potential elimination of the interchange will be 
presented for public comment at the next Citizens 
Informational Workshops.  Eliminating the interchange will 
be evaluated for the Preferred Alternative.   

N/A 

HB2 

The potential elimination of the interchange will be 
presented for public comment at the next Citizens 
Informational Workshops.  Eliminating the interchange will 
be evaluated for the Preferred Alternative.   

N/A 

HB3 

The potential elimination of the interchange will be 
presented for public comment at the next Citizens 
Informational Workshops.  Eliminating the interchange will 
be evaluated for the Preferred Alternative.   

N/A 

HD29 No change in the recommended structure – a culvert.  -- 

HD31 No change in the recommended structure – a culvert. -- 

HD59 No change in the recommended structure – a bridge. -- 

HD32 
Change recommended structure from a culvert to a bridge 
since a culvert does not appear feasible from a design 
standpoint at this time. 

Increase of $0.96 
million 

HD10 No change in the recommended structure – a culvert. -- 

HD 17 
Change recommended structure from a culvert to a bridge 
since a culvert does not appear feasible from a design 
standpoint at this time. 

Increase of $1.27 
million 

HD35 No change in the recommended structure – a culvert. -- 

HD48 
Change recommended structure from a culvert to a bridge 
due to size of Blackwood Creek, floodplain, and proximity 
to Crowders Creek confluence. 

Increase of $1.75 
million 

JB2 Extend recommended bridge structure approximately 365 
feet to span Wetland W103 in addition to Crowders Creek.   

Increase of $4.1 
million 

JB1 No change in the recommended structure – a bridge. -- 

JD29 No change in the recommended structure – a bridge. -- 

JD4 No change in the recommended structure – a bridge. -- 
JD17 No change in the recommended structure – a bridge.   -- 

JD6, JD19 and 
JD31 

No change in the recommended structure – a culvert. 
However, an additional culvert or other measure will be 
considered for wildlife passage during final design.   

Increase for wildlife 
passage structures 
unknown. 

JD21 No change in the recommended structure – a culvert. -- 

JD9 Change recommended structure from a culvert to a 
bridge.   

Increase of $0.84 
million 

JD26 No change in recommended structure – a pipe -- 
KD54 No change in the recommended structure – a culvert. -- 
KD25 No change in the recommended structure – a bridge. -- 
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Crossing Decision Cost Differential 
for Crossing 

KD3 Extend recommended bridge structure about 395 ft to 
span Wetland W248 in addition to Catawba Creek.   

Increase of $4.0 
million 

KD17 Extend recommended bridge structure about 370 ft to 
span Wetland W248 in addition to Catawba Creek.   

Increase of $4.2 
million 

KD2 No change in the recommended structure – a culvert. -- 

KB3, KB5, KB7 No change in the recommended structures – bridges over 
the South Fork Catawba River. -- 

KB4, KB6 No change in the recommended structures – bridges over 
the Catawba River. -- 

KD7, KD29, KD16 No change in the recommended structure – a culvert. -- 

KD31 

No change in the recommended structure – a culvert.  If 
this crossing is part of the Preferred Alternative, during 
final design, NCTA will investigate the feasibility of shifting 
the alignment of Dixie River Road at this crossing to avoid 
the confluence of Beaverdam Creek and Legion Lake 
Stream.   

-- 

 
 
Wrap-Up / Next Steps: 
 
• Concurrence Point 2a bridging and alignment decisions are complete.  NCTA will incorporate the 

conclusions of CP2a into the DEIS.   
 

New Action Items 
 

 The agencies requested information on the costs of the Crowders Creek ramp bridges for 
Corridor Segment H1A to be included in these minutes. 

The cost for these ramp bridges is approximately $1,000,000 (see detailed information in 
these minutes).   

 The agencies requested information on the costs of bridging Wetland W51 along Corridor 
Segments H3 and H2B.   

The cost for the bridges along Segment H3 is approximately $4,800,000, and the 
proposed cost for the bridges along Segment H2B is approximately $3,300,000 (see 
detailed information in these minutes).   

 The USEPA stated they would provide information for a cost estimate for relocating the Putnam 
Auto Body junkyard located near the US 29-74 interchange for Corridor Segments H3 and H2C.   

 
Previous Action Items: 

 
 NCTA will prepare a cost estimate for Crossing HB1 for providing bridges over Crowders Creek 

for the mainline and WB off ramp to span Wetland 12.   

Cost estimates provided as described in the response memo handed out at the April 8, 
2008 TEAC meeting.   

 NCTA to consider eliminating the Corridor Segment H1A/US 29-74 interchange ramp that 
provides access from US 29-74 to WB Connector.  This ramp crosses over W12. 

NCTA is considering eliminating the US 29-74 interchange for all DSAs.  The GUAMPO 
is evaluating this option.  The option will be presented to the public for comment at 
upcoming workshops this summer. 
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 NCTA will consider providing wildlife passage structures at JD6, JD19, and JD31. 

NCTA agrees to study wildlife passages  at JD6, JD19, or JD 31, whichever is included 
as part of the Preferred Alternative.   

• NCTA will consider the additional bridging recommendations made during the meeting.  These 
include changing a culvert to a bridge for Crossing JD9 and extending the bridges at JB2, 
KD3/KD17 to span high value/high quality wetlands. 

NCTA has included bridges for these crossings, as requested by the resource agencies. 

• NCTA will investigate the feasibility of shifting alignments at the following locations:   
o Mainline shift at HB3 east to avoid W51 
o Mainline shift at JD17 to avoid parallel impacts to S146 
o Mainline shift at KD3 to avoid the easternmost finger of W248 
o Y-line shift at KD31 to avoid confluence of Beaverdam Creek and Legion Lake Stream 

 
As detailed in the April 8, 2008 memo and these minutes, none of these alignment shifts will 
be implemented at this time.  The Y-line alignment shift at KD31 will be reviewed during final 
design if it is part of the Preferred Alternative. 
 
 

Resolutions: 
 
• This concludes the discussion on bridging and alignment decisions for the Gaston E-W Connector.  

NCTA, NCDOT, FHWA, and the agencies have reached agreement/concurrence on the proposed 
crossings.  

 









 



 
APPENDIX A                                              APPENDICES
  

 

 APRIL 2009                                                            GASTON EAST-WEST CONNECTOR DEIS 
 

 

 

APPENDIX A-2 

CORRESPONDENCE WITH THE STATE HISTORIC 
PRESERVATION OFFICE 

 

 

• Letter from SHPO Requesting Survey     09/26/05 

• Concurrence Form – Properties Not Eligible for the NRHP  06/12/07 

• Letter from SHPO Regarding the Archaeological Survey Report 06/26/07 

• Letter from SHPO Regarding the Phase II Historic Architectural  
 Resources Survey Report      04/14/08 

• Concurrence Form – Properties Not Eligible for the NRHP  04/21/08 

• Concurrence Form – Assessment of Effects    05/16/08 

• Concurrence Form Addendum – Assessment of Effects  07/21/08 

• Letter from FHWA – de minimus Section 4(f) Impact Finding for  
 Wolfe Family Dairy Farm      08/07/08 

• Concurrence with Indirect and Cumulative Effects Assessment 10/10/08 

• Letter from NCDOT to SHPO – Archaeological Site Form for 
31GS337** (Stowe Mill)      12/12/08 
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APPENDIX A-3 

SCOPING LETTER AND RESPONSES 

 

Scoping Letter sent by NCDOT      04/09/03 

Federal Agencies 

• US Army Corps of Engineers     05/22/03 

• US Environmental Protection Agency     03/01/07 
• NCTA Letter to EPA Responding to the 03/01/07 Comments  05/04/07 
 
State Agencies 
• NCDENR Division of Soil and Water Conservation   04/25/03 

• NCDENR Division of Environmental Health    05/01/03 

• NC State Clearinghouse Department of Administration  05/01/03 

• NCDOT Rail Division Engineering & Safety Branch   05/12/03  

• NC Department of Cultural Resources State Historic 
Preservation Office      05/14/03 

• NCDENR Wildlife Resources Commission    05/15/03 

• NCDENR Division of Water Quality     05/21/03 

• NC Department of Administration     05/28/03 

• NCDOT Traffic Engineering and Safety Systems Branch  05/30/03 

 

Local Agencies 

• Town of Dallas       04/25/03 

• Gaston County Quality of Natural Resources Commission  05/09/03 

• Gaston County Department of Community Development and  
Technology       05/09/03 

• Gaston County Natural Resources Department    05/13/03 

• Gaston Urban Area MPO      05/13/03 

• Mecklenburg-Union MPO      05/15/03 

• Mecklenburg County Land Use and Environmental 
 Services Agency Division of Air Quality      05/15/03 

• Charlotte Department of Transportation    05/15/03 

• York County, South Carolina Planning and Development Services 05/15/03 

• City of Gastonia Engineering Department    05/16/03 

• Daniel Stowe Botanical Garden     05/19/03 
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SUMMARY: Pursuant to Section 10(a)(2) of 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
(Pub. L. 92–463, 5 U.S.C. App. 2), notice 
is hereby given of a meeting of the 
Commercial Space Transportation 
Advisory Committee (COMSTAC). The 
meeting will take place on Wednesday, 
May 24, 2006, starting at 8 a.m. at the 
Federal Aviation Administration 
Headquarters Building, 800 
Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington, DC, in the Bessie Coleman 
Conference Center, located on the 2nd 
Floor. This will be the forty-third 
meeting of the COMSTAC. 

The proposed agenda for the meeting 
will feature an update on commercial 
space transportation legislative 
activities, briefings on national space 
and security policies, new RLV 
technology developments, and the 
Office of Space Commercialization in 
the Department of Commerce, and an 
activities report from FAA’s Office of 
Commercial Space Transportation. The 
2006 Commercial Space Transportation 
Forecasts on the geosynchronous and 
non-geosynchronous markets will also 
be released at this meeting. An agenda 
will be posted on the FAA Web site at 
http://ast.faa.gov/COMSTAC. Meetings 
of the COMSTAC Working Groups 
(Technology and Innovation, Reusable 
Launch Vehicle, Risk Management, and 
Launch Operations and Support) will be 
held on Tuesday, May 23, 2006. For 
specific information concerning the 
times and locations of the working 
group meetings, contact the Contact 
Person listed below. 

Individuals who plan to attend and 
need special assistance, such as sign 
language interpretation or other 
reasonable accommodations, should 
inform the Contact Person listed below 
in advance of the meeting. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Brenda Parker (AST–100), Office of the 
Commercial Space Transportation, 800 
Independence Avenue, SW., Room 331, 
Washington, DC 20591, telephone (202) 
267–3674; E-mail 
brenda.parker@faa.dot.gov. 

Issued in Washington, DC, April 19, 2006. 

Patricia Grace Smith, 
Associate Administrator for Commercial 
Space Transportation. 
[FR Doc. E6–6306 Filed 4–26–06; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910–13–P 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 

Sixth Meeting: RTCA Special 
Committee 207/Airport Security 
Access Control Systems 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
ACTION: Notice of RTCA Special 
Committee 207 Meeting, Airport 
Security Access Control Systems. 

SUMMARY: The FAA is issuing this notice 
to advise the public of a meeting of 
RTCA Special Committee 207, Airport 
Security Access Control Systems. 
DATES: The meeting will be held May 
11, 2006, from 10-5 p.m. 
ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held at 
RTC A, Inc., Conference Rooms, 1828 L 
Street, NW., Suite 805, Washington, DC 
20036. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: (1) 
RTCA Secretariat, 1828 L Street, NW., 
Suite 805, Washington, DC 20036; 
telephone (202) 833–9339; fax (202) 
833–9434; web site http://www.rtca.org. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant 
to section 10(a)(2) of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (P.L. 92–463, 5 
U.S.C., Appendix 2), notice is hereby 
given for a Special Committee 207 
meeting. The agenda will include: 
• May 11: 

• Opening Plenary Session (Welcome, 
Introductions, and Administrative 
Remarks) 

• Agenda Overview 
• Workgroup Reports 
• Workgroup 2: System Performance 

Requirements 
• Workgroup 3: Subsystem 

Functional Performance 
Requirements 

• Workgroup 4: System Verification 
and validation 

• Workgroup 5: Biometrics 
• Workgroup 6: Credentials 
• Workgroup 7: Perimeter 
• ICAO Update 
• Closing Plenary Session (Other 

Business, Establish Agenda, Date 
and Place for Seventh and Eighth 
Meetings). 

Attendance is open to the interested 
public but limited to space availability. 
With the approval of the chairmen, 
members of the public may represent 
oral statements at the meeting. Persons 
wishing to present statements or obtain 
information should contact the person 
listed in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT section. Members of the public 
may present a written statement to the 
committee at any time. 

Issued in Washington, DC, on April 18, 
2006. 
Robert L. Bostiga, 
RTCA Advisory Committee. 
[FR Doc. 06–3946 Filed 4–26–06; 8:45am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–13–M 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Highway Administration 

Environmental Impact Statement: 
Butler County, PA 

AGENCY: Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), DOT. 
ACTION: Cancellation of the notice of 
intent. 

SUMMARY: This notice rescinds the 
previous Notice of Intent (issued 
October 3, 2001—Vol. 66, No. 192) to 
prepare an Environmental Impact 
Statement for a proposed highway 
project in Butler County. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
David W. Cough, P.E., Director of 
Operations, Federal Highway 
Administration, Pennsylvania Division 
Office, 228 Walnut Street, Room 508, 
Harrisburg, PA 17101–1720, Telephone 
(717) 221–3411–OR–Brian Allen, 
Assistant District Engineer for Design, 
Pennsylvania Department of 
Transportation, District 10–0, 2550 
Oakland Avenue, P.O. Box 429, Indiana, 
PA, 15701, Telephone (724) 357–2077. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Additional traffic analyses have 
indicated that all project alternatives 
can be down-scoped with little or no 
significant impact to the environment. 
An Environmental Assessment will be 
pursued, based on a revised project 
scoping. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Number 20.205, Highway Planning 
and Construction. The regulations 
implementing Executive Order 12372 
regarding intergovernmental consultation on 
Federal programs and activities apply to this 
program.) 
James A. Cheatham, 
FHWA Division Administrator, Harrisburg, 
PA. 
[FR Doc. 06–3988 Filed 4–26–06; 8:45am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–22–M 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Highway Administration 

Environmental impact statement: 
Gaston and Mecklenburg Counties, NC 

AGENCY: Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), DOT. 
ACTION: Notice of intent. 

VerDate Aug<31>2005 16:41 Apr 26, 2006 Jkt 208001 PO 00000 Frm 00071 Fmt 4703 Sfmt 4703 E:\FR\FM\27APN1.SGM 27APN1rm
aj

et
te

 o
n 

P
R

O
D

1P
C

67
 w

ith
 N

O
T

IC
E

S



24910 Federal Register / Vol. 71, No. 81 / Thursday, April 27, 2006 / Notices 

SUMMARY: The FHWA is issuing this 
notice to advise the public that an 
environmental impact statement will be 
prepared for a proposed highway project 
in Gaston and Mecklenburg Counties, 
North Carolina. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Clarence W. Coleman, P.E., Operations 
Engineer, Federal Highway 
Administration, 310 New Bern Avenue, 
Ste 410, Raleigh, North Carolina 27601– 
1418, Telephone: (919) 856–4346. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
FHWA, in cooperation with the North 
Carolina Department of Transportation 
(NCDOT) and the North Carolina 
Turnpike Authority (NCTA), will 
prepare an environmental impact 
statement (EIS) addressing proposed 
improvements to east-west 
transporation mobility in the area 
around the City of Gastonia and other 
municipalities in southern Gaston 
County. As part of this proposed action, 
the NCDOT also proposes to improve 
mobility, access and connectivity 
between southern Gaston County and 
Mecklenburg County. The proposed 
project study area consists of the 
following general boundaries: I–85 to 
the north, the South Carolina State line 
to the south, the Charlotte-Douglas 
International Airport to the east, and the 
I–85 and US 29–74 junction to the west. 
The proposed action is consistent with 
the thoroughfare plans approved by the 
Gaston Urban Area Metropolitan 
Planning Organization (MPO) and the 
Mecklenburg-Union MPO. 

Alternatives to be studied in detail 
include: 

1. No-Build. 
2. Construction of a new location 

highway. Sixteen detailed study 
alternatives or corridors will be studied 
in the Draft EIS. 

The proposed project is being 
developed as a candidate toll road. 
Accordingly, in conjunction with 
development of the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement and other on-going 
project development activities, NCTA is 
conducting a study to evaluate the 
feasibility of developing the proposed 
highway as a toll road and funding it, 
in whole or in part, through the 
issuance of ‘‘revenue bonds.’’ 

Letters describing the proposed action 
and soliciting comments have been sent 
to appropriate Federal, State and local 
agencies. Citizens’ informational 
workshops, meetings with local 
officials, and a public hearing will be 
held. Information on the dates, times 
and locations of the citizens’ 
informtional workshops and public 
hearings will be advertised in the local 
news media, and newsletters will be 

mailed to those on the project mailing 
list. The Draft EIS will be available for 
public and agency review and comment 
prior to the public hearing. 

To ensure that the full range of issues 
related to this proposed action are 
addressed and all significant issues 
identified, comments and suggestions 
are invited from all interested parties. 
Comments or questions concerning this 
proposed action and the EIS should be 
directed to the FHWA at the address 
provided above. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Number 20.205, Highway Planning 
and Construction. The regulations 
implementing Executive order 12372 
regarding intergovernmental consultation on 
Federal programs and activities apply to this 
program.) 

Issued on: April 20, 2006. 
Clarence W. Coleman, 
Operations Engineer, Raleigh, North Carolina. 
[FR Doc. 06–3949 Filed 4–26–06; 8:45am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–22–M 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Highway Administration 

Notice of Final Federal Ageny Actions 
on Proposed Highway in Alaska 

AGENCY: Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), DOT. 
ACTION: Notice of limitation on claims 
for judicial review of actions by FHWA 
and other Federal Agencies. 

SUMMARY: This notice announces actions 
taken by the FHWA and other Federal 
agencies that are final within the 
meaning of 23 U.S.C. 139(l)(1). The 
actions relate to a proposed highway 
project, the East Lynn Canal Highway, 
Alaska Route Number 7, from Echol 
Cove to Katz Point in the Haines and 
Juneau Boroughs, State of Alaska. Those 
actions grant licenses, permits, and 
approvals for the project. 
DATES: By this notice, the FHWA is 
advising the public of final agency 
action subject to 23 U.S.C. 139(l)(1). A 
claim seeking judicial review of the 
Federal agency actions on the highway 
project will be barred unless the claim 
is filed on or before October 24, 2006. 
If the Federal law that authorizes 
judicial review of a claim provides a 
time period of less than 180 days for 
filing such claim, then that shorter time 
period still applies. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Tim 
Haugh, Environmental and Right-of- 
Way Programs Manager, FHWA Alaska 
Division, P.O. Box 21648, Juneau, 
Alaska 99802–1648; office hours 7 a.m.– 
4:30 p.m. (AST), phone (907) 586–7418; 

e-mail Tim.Haugh@fhwa.dot.gov. You 
may also contact Reuben Yost, Special 
Projects Manager, Alaska Department of 
Transportation and Public Facilities 
DOT&PF), 6860 Glacier Highway, P.O. 
Box 112506, Juneau, Alaska 99811– 
2506; office hours 8 a.m.–5 p.m. (AST), 
phone (907) 465–1774, e-mail 
Reuben_Yost@dot.state.ak.us. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Notice is 
hereby given that the FHWA and other 
Federal agencies have taken final agency 
actions by issuing approvals for the 
following highway project in the State 
of Alaska: FHWA Alaska Division 
Project Number STP–000S(131) titled 
the Juneau Access Improvements 
Project, involves construction of 
approximately 51 miles of two lane 
highway from the end of Glacier 
Highway at Echo cover in the City and 
Borough of Juneau to a point two miles 
north of the Katzehin River in the 
Haines Borough. A ferry terminal will 
be constructed at the north end of the 
highway, and new shuttle ferries will be 
constructed to run from Haines and 
Skagway. Three major rivers will be 
bridged as well as several streams. The 
actions by the Federal agencies, and the 
laws under which such actions were 
taken, are described in the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) 
for the project, approved on January 18, 
2006, in the FHWA Record of Decision 
(ROD) issued on April 3, 2006, and in 
other documents in the FHWA 
administrative record. The FEIS, ROD, 
and other documents in the FHWA 
administrative record file are available 
by contacting the FHWA or the DOT&PF 
at the addresses provided above. The 
FHWA FEIS and ROD can be viewed 
and downloaded from the project Web 
site at http://dot.alaska.gov/ 
juneauaccess or viewed at public 
libraries in the project area. 

This notice applies to all Federal 
agency decisions as of the issuance date 
of this notice and all laws and Executive 
Orders under which such actions were 
taken, including but not limited to: 

1. General: National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) [42 U.S.C. 4321– 
4351]; Federal-Aid Highway Act [23 
U.S.C. 109]. 

2. Air: Clean Air Act, [42 U.S.C. 7401– 
7671(q)]. 

3. Land: Section 4(f) of the 
Department of Transportation Act of 
1966 [49 U.S.C. 303]. 

4. Wildlife: Endangered Species Act 
[16 U.S.C. 1531–1544 and section 1536], 
Marine Mammal Protection Act [16 
U.S.C. 1361], Fish and Wildlife 
Coordination Act [16 U.S.C. 661– 
667(d)], Migratory Bird Treaty Act [16 
U.S.C. 703–712]; Magnuson-Stevens 
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APPENDIX A-5 

OTHER AGENCY CORRESPONDENCE 

 

• Letter from NCTA to NCDOT     05/21/07 

• Minutes – ICE Scoping Meeting with USFWS and NCWRC  06/29/07 

• Minutes – ICE Scoping Meeting with NCDWQ    07/26/07 

• Letter from NCDENR Division of Water Quality – Jurisdictional  
 Delineation Verification      08/02/07 

• Letter from Duke Energy Corporation regarding  
 Allen Steam Station      08/07/07 

• De Minimis Determination for Wolfe Family Dairy Farm  08/11/08 

• Email from US Coast Guard – No Permit Required   09/12/08 

• Letter from Mecklenburg County Park and Recreation Department  
 regarding Berewick District Park     09/25/08 

• Letter from Daniel Stowe Botanical Garden    10/08/08 

• Letter to FERC – Invitation to be Participating Agency   02/03/09 

 



 





 
 
 

GASTON EAST-WEST CONNECTOR – TIP Project U-3321 
GASTON AND MECKLENBURG COUNTIES 

 
MEETING MINUTES 

 
DATE:  June 29, 2007 
 
LOCATION: NCTA, 5400 Glenwood Ave. Suite 400, Raleigh, 27612 
  
TIME:  9:30 am -10:30 am  
 
ATTENDEES:  Rob Ayers - FHWA 

George Hoops – FHWA 
Jennifer Harris – NCTA  
Bob Deaton – NCDOT 
Jeff Dayton- HNTB 
Anne Redmond – HNTB 
Christy Shumate – HNTB 
Ross Andrews - Ecoscience 
Jill Gurak – PBS&J 
Julie Flesch-Pate – Louis Berger Group 

 
By Phone: 

Marella Buncick – US Fish and Wildlife Service 
Marla Chambers – NC Wildlife Resources Commission 
Susan Fisher - HNTB 

 
 
Meeting Purpose 
 
The purpose of the meeting was to discuss the scope of the indirect and cumulative effects study for the 
Gaston East-West Connector, particularly relating to issues of concern to the US Fish and Wildlife 
Service (USFWS) and the NC Wildlife Resources Commission (NCWRC).   
 
Meeting Minutes 
 
The NCTA is planning on conducting a qualitative ICE analysis for the Gaston East-West Connector 
Detailed Study Alternatives (DSAs) using the 8-step methodology detailed in the NCDOT’s guidance.  A 
quantitative study for the LEDPA is anticipated being needed.  Input from resource agencies on issues of 
concern, identification of critical resources, and study methodologies is needed.  In the next several 
weeks, additional meetings will be held with other resource agencies (including the NC Division of Water 
Quality).  
 
Ms. Buncick stated there are no designated critical habitats or proposed critical habitats in the study area.  
There are known bald eagle nests on the Catawba River.   Habitat for the Schweinitz’s sunflower is a 
concern since populations exist in the area. 
 
Ms. Gurak stated that based on studies conducted by Earth Tech, bald eagle nests are located to the north 
and south of the DSAs, greater than one mile from the DSAs.   

 - 1 - 



Gaston East-West Connector 
Meeting Minutes - June 29, 2007 
Scope for ICE Study 
 

 
 - 2 - 

 
A question was asked regarding the implications of the recent bald eagle delisting.  Ms. Buncick did not 
know, as there are no internal USFWS policies established yet.  The Migratory Bird Treaty Act or the 
Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act may be applicable. 
 
Mr. Deaton stated that listed plants have been addressed in other projects.  For a project in Rutherford 
County, a qualitative ICE analysis was completed.  As the project progressed through permitting, a few 
small populations of an endangered plant were discovered that were not directly impacted by the project.  
These populations were planned to potentially be moved.  NCDOT typically does not mitigate for indirect 
and cumulative effects.  
 
Ms. Buncick noted that the Shelby Bypass project is a good example of what should be done to address 
endangered plant issues.  That project went through a Section 7 consultation.   
 
Ms. Buncick stated that concerns regarding the Gaston East-West Connector ICE analysis include water 
quality (since there are listed aquatic species downstream in South Carolina), wildlife habitat 
fragmentation, upland habitat loss, and potential habitat for listed plants.   
 
Ms. Chambers stated her concerns include wildlife habitat fragmentation, water quality, upland habitat 
loss, and additional impacts from improvements to north/south roads.  Regarding terrestrial species in 
general, a road could separate breeding grounds from foraging grounds, having an indirect impact. 
 
Mr. Andrews asked about the Georgia aster.  Ms. Buncick stated that there is no legal status for USFWS 
to consider the aster or other candidate or state-listed species.   
 
Ms. Flesch-Pate asked if there are any models available for evaluating wildlife habitat fragmentation.  
None of the attendees knew of any specific models. 
 
Clarification on what is included in a qualitative analysis versus a quantitative analysis was provided by 
Mr. Deaton.  A quantitative analysis usually includes water quality modeling for nutrient loading and/or 
stormwater runoff.  If a quantitative analysis of this nature is needed, it is done at the permitting stage for 
the LEDPA only.  This type of analysis is done infrequently. 
 
Qualitative analyses do include a substantial amount of data.  Data and numerical evaluations of 
population, employment, and travel times, among other issues, are included in a qualitative analysis.   
 
Ms. Buncick stated it is helpful to know the directly impacted wildlife resources to be able to comment on 
indirect effects to these resources. 
 
Ms. Chambers stated she has concerns with impacts to Lake Wylie, regarding whether the project would 
increase lake development or the rate at which it is occurring.  Also, research is needed on whether there 
are any water quality intakes downstream in South Carolina.  Mr. Ayers stated that the ICE study would 
address water quality in South Carolina in accordance with SC’s standards. 
 
Ms. Buncick stated that bog turtles have a high potential for being listed and they may occur in the project 
area.  Therefore, they and their habitat should be addressed on a broad scale in the ICE study.  A good 
contact for bog turtle information is Mr. Dennis Herman at NCDOT.  There is the potential to mitigate for 
bog turtle impacts if it is known early where suitable habitat is located. 
 



Gaston East-West Connector 
Meeting Minutes - June 29, 2007 
Scope for ICE Study 
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Ms. Redmond stated that at this time, NCTA is planning to start the definition of natural resource ICE 
study boundaries based on 14-digit Hydrologic Unit Codes (HUC) watershed boundaries.  The ICE study 
area is typically larger than the direct impact study area boundary. 
 
Ms. Buncick stated that since the regular project study area boundaries contain different geographies 
(mountain, foothills, and piedmont), then the ICE study areas for specific plants or other species can be 
narrowed down. 
 
Ms. Chambers also requested that previous scoping comments be considered in the ICE study. 
 
   
 
ACTION ITEMS 
 

• Louis Berger to draft methodology of upland fragmentation analysis for review.  
• NCTA to check on any water supply watersheds downstream of the project area in South 

Carolina.  
• USFWS & NCWRC to review previously submitted scoping comments and revise if necessary.  
• USFWS to check on implications of delisting the bald eagle.  
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GASTON EAST-WEST CONNECTOR – TIP Project U-3321 
GASTON AND MECKLENBURG COUNTIES 

 
MEETING MINUTES 

 
DATE:  July 26, 2007 
 
LOCATION: NCTA, 5400 Glenwood Ave. Suite 400, Raleigh, 27612 
  
TIME:  2:00 pm -3:00 pm  
 
ATTENDEES:   
 
VIA TELEPHONE AT THE NCTA OFFICE 
Rob Ayers - FHWA Jennifer Harris – NCTA  
George Hoops – FHWA Anne Redmond - HNTB 
Polly Lespinasse – NC DWQ Jeff Dayton - HNTB 
Bob Deaton – NCDOT Ross Andrews - Ecoscience 
Susan Fisher - HNTB Mike Gloden - Ecoscience 
Carl Gibilaro – PBS&J Jill Gurak – PBS&J 
Kim Bereis – PBS&J Julie Flesch-Pate – Louis Berger Group 
  
  

 
 
 
Meeting Purpose 
 
The purpose of the meeting was to discuss the scope of the indirect and cumulative effects study for the 
Gaston East-West Connector with NC DWQ. 
 
Meeting Minutes 
 
Tentative project schedule: 
 
Preliminary Design   October 2007 
Toll Scenario Traffic Forecast August 2007 
Preliminary Draft EIS  June 2008 
Community Characteristics Report is underway  
 
DWQ’s issues of concern: 
 
High Quality Waters; 
Outstanding State Resources;  
303d Listed Streams; 
Higher quality wetlands and streams identified in the jurisdictional surveys; 
Water Supplies (Classifications WS-I/WS-II); 
Crowders Creek; 
Floodplains. 
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Meeting Minutes - July 26, 2007 
Scope for ICE Study 
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Berger will research both NC and SC regulations, laws, and policies equally during its ICE assessment, 
but will emphasize coordination and interviewing efforts in NC. 
 
DWQ agreed with the multi-county approach and ICE study area boundaries based on watersheds.  
 
General triggers identified by DWQ that may indicate the need for investigation beyond the proposed 
qualitative approach are as follows: 
 

• Stormwater runoff effecting water uses or designations; 
• Threatened / Endangered Species and their critical habitat; 
• Violations of the Clean Water Act; 
• Notable changes in traffic patterns; 
• Land use changes; and  
• Impacts to impaired waterbodies.  

 
FHWA asked what would trigger analysis of ICE effects beyond the proposed qualitative approach when 
applying for a Section 401 Water Quality Certification Permit.  DWQ was not able to provide a specific 
trigger but would consider the project as a whole when determining effects.  
 
FHWA also asked what issues DWQ will consider in determining if a 401 Water Quality Certification 
violation might occur.  DWQ responded that stormwater typically is the issue, but also aquatic-related 
threatened and endangered species can be issues.  Indicators that could be used to determine stormwater 
changes could include direct impacts from the project, changes in land use, changes in traffic patterns, 
and effects on impaired waters. 
 
Bob Deaton reiterated the need for a tailored qualitative approach that not only leads us to a LEDPA, but 
sets up areas to focus on should a quantitative assessment of impacts on resources become necessary for 
the Section 401 Water Quality Certification.  
 
Belmont is in the process of finalizing their land use plan.  It includes land use scenarios with and without 
the Gaston Connector.  It is expected to be adopted in August. 
 
GIS layers should be developed in a fashion that is conducive to quantitative modeling in case we need to 
conduct such modeling in the future. 
 
FHWA questioned if the 16 Detailed Study Alternatives could be considered the only practical 
alternatives left on the table.  DWQ agreed since they were identified through the Merger process as a 
group effort.  She did not know if this would be the case for non-Merger projects. 
 
FHWA asked about how DWQ defines a practical alternative. DWQ was unable to define what it would 
consider a practical alternative for this project.         
 
ACTION ITEMS 
 

• DWQ to review previously submitted scoping comments and provide additional comments if 
necessary.   

• PBS&J to provide Louis Berger information collected as part of the community characteristics 
report. 
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-----Original Message----- 
From: Bill.H.Brazier@uscg.mil [mailto:Bill.H.Brazier@uscg.mil]  
Sent: Friday, September 12, 2008 9:21 AM 
To: Giugno, Kiersten R 
Cc: Gregory, Waverly 
Subject: RE: Gaston East-West Connector (Catawba River) 
 
Ms. Giugno,  
 
Following a review of the project area and checking with our legal staff, 
this project is beyond our area of responsibility and will not require a 
Coast Guard Bridge Permit.  If you should have further questions, please 
contact me at (757) 398-6422. 
 
Bill H. Brazier  
 
 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: KRGiugno@pbsj.com [mailto:KRGiugno@pbsj.com]  
Sent: Friday, September 12, 2008 9:01 AM 
To: Brazier, Bill 
Subject: FW: Gaston East-West Connector (Catawba River) 
 
Bill - The North Carolina Turnpike Authority (NCTA) proposes to improve 
east-west travel through Gaston County by constructing a new toll facility 
between I-85 west of Gastonia and I-485/NC 160 in western Mecklenburg 
County.  PBS&J is currently preparing the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement which includes an evaluation of the impacts of 12 Detailed Study 
Alternatives on the human and natural environment.  This analysis includes 
the evaluation of potential impacts to navigable waters under the 
jurisdiction of the USCG.  As you can see on the attached map, the Catawba 
River is located in the eastern portion of the project area.  Although this 
river is dammed in several locations, we have not been able to obtain 
clarification as to whether or not it is a navigable water. 
 
Per our conversation, could you please identify whether or not the Catawba 
River qualifies as a Navigable Water and whether or not crossing this river 
would require a permit from the USCG? 
 
Should you need additional information, please feel free to contact me.  
Thank you for your assistance with this matter. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Kiersten R. Giugno | PBS&J | Senior Planner 
1616 E. Millbrook Road, Ste. 310 | Raleigh, NC 27609 |919.431.5290  
 
  
 
 

















 



 
APPENDIX A                                              APPENDICES
  

 

 APRIL 2009                                                            GASTON EAST-WEST CONNECTOR DEIS 
 

 

 

APPENDIX A-6 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT RESOLUTIONS 

 
 

• Gaston Urban Area MPO      03/27/07 

• Town of Cramerton Board of Commissioners    08/21/08 

• City of Belmont        12/17/08 
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Section 6002 Coordination Plan for the Gaston East-West Connector Project 

STIP Project U-3321 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

COORDINATION PLAN 
 

1. Purpose of Plan. 

1.1. Section 6002 Compliance.  This plan is intended to satisfy the requirement for a 
Coordination Plan under Section 6002 of SAFETEA-LU (23 U.S.C § 139) for the 
Gaston E-W Connector project (STIP No. U-3321).  

1.2. Section 404/NEPA Merger 01 Process Information.  This study, to the extent possible, 
will follow an environmental review process consistent with the requirements for 
“Projects on New Location” as described in the Section 404/NEPA Merger 01 Process 
Information with the following modifications: 

• Agency Meetings.  Turnpike Environmental Agency Coordination (TEAC) meetings 
will be held monthly at NCTA.  These meetings serve the purpose of “merger 
meetings” under Merger 01, but are held more frequently. 

• Study Initiation.  The Notice of Intent (NOI) for this study was issued on April 27, 
2006, after the project had transitioned to NCTA (See Exhibit 1).  The NOI described 
this project as a candidate toll project.   

• Development of the Project Team and Agency Roles.  Participating and cooperating 
agencies have been identified and engaged in the study through the monthly TEAC 
meetings.  Agency roles and primary contacts are listed in Table 2.  Since agency roles 
are resolved, invitation letters to participating and cooperating agencies are not 
needed. 

• Opportunity for Involvement in Purpose and Need, Range of Alternatives.  The 
purpose and need (2002) and range of alternatives (2005) were initially developed by 
NCDOT, before Section 6002 of  SAFETEA-LU came into effect and before the 
project transitioned to NCTA.  The NCTA has updated the Purpose and Need 
Statement with current data and has prepared an Addendum to the Alternatives 
Development and Analysis Report to address the toll aspect and other updates to the 
project.  NCTA has made the updated Purpose and Need Statement and Addendum to 
the Alternatives Development and Analysis Report available for review and comment 
by agencies and the public.   

• Concurrence on Purpose and Need and Detailed Study Alternatives Carried Forward 
(DSA).  NCTA intends to seek concurrence from the participating and cooperating 
agencies, consistent with Merger 01 procedures, on the updated Purpose and Need 
(Concurrence Point 1) and the Detailed Study Alternatives (Concurrence Point 2).   
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Bridging decisions and alignment review (Concurrence Point 2A) have also been 
agreed upon by the project team.  Concurrrence will be obtained on these three 
concurrence points (1, 2, 2A) in a single concurrence form. 

• Signatures:  The signed concurrence form confirms that the project team have 
participated in the environmental review process and are satisfied with the conclusions 
reached at each key project milestone. By signing the concurrence form, the signatures 
indicate that the team members comments on reports and information that are used for 
achieving a particular concurrence point were adequately addressed and no issues of 
concern remain on a particular concurrence point.  Once concurrence is reached, 
discussion on that particular concurrence point will not be revisited unless there is 
significant new information or there are significant changes to the project, the 
environment, constructability, or laws and regulations. 

1.3. Integration of NEPA and Section 404 Requirements.  The process established in this 
Coordination Plan is intended to ensure that the requirements of NEPA and Section 404 
of the Clean Water Act can be satisfied as part of a single process.  Specifically, this plan 
is intended ensure that, to the maximum extent practicable,  

• there is regular communication and collaborative discussion among all agencies 
that have information, experience, and/or expertise relevant to issues considered 
in Section 404 permitting;  

• NCDENR can issue Section 401, Riparian Buffer Authorizations, Isolated 
Wetland Permits, and State Stormwater Permits based on information developed 
as part of the NEPA process; and 

• the USACE can issue a Section 404 permit for the project promptly following the 
end of the NEPA process, without the need for supplemental NEPA studies; and 

• any other required permits or approvals can be obtained without unexpected 
issues or delays. 

1.4. Agency Communication.  This plan establishes a framework for regular communication 
among all of the agencies involved in the environmental review process.  This 
communication will include regular agency coordination meetings.  These meetings will 
provide a forum for open discussion and dialogue among agencies.  Meetings with one 
or more individual agencies also may occur as part of this process.  When possible, all 
Participating Agencies will be informed of a smaller meeting to ensure all appropriate 
parties are included and will be updated after the meeting. 

2. Project Schedule 

2.1. Schedule.  The NCTA will prepare a project schedule showing projected dates for 
completing all environmental studies and permitting.   The schedule will conform to 
SAFETEA-LU time frames for comment periods and the FHWA “Vital Few Goal” of 
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achieving a median time frame of three years for completing an EIS.  A draft schedule 
for the Gaston East-West Connector project is shown in Table 1. 

Table 1: Draft Project Schedule 

Notice of Intent April 27, 2006 

Identify Purpose and Need and Concurrence Achieved July 24, 2002 

Identify Detailed Study Alternatives and Concurrence 
Achieved 

September 20, 2005 

Bridging Decisions & Alignment Review and Concurrence 
Achieved 

April 8, 2008 

Reconfirm Concurrence on Purpose and Need, Detailed 
Study Alternatives, and Bridging Decisions & Alignment 
Review 

October 7, 2008 

DEIS January 2009 

Identify Preferred Alternative June 2009 

FEIS April 2010 

ROD October 2010 

Execute Design-Build Contract December 2010 

 

2.2. Agency Consultation.  The schedule will be shared with the agencies and discussed at a 
TEAC meeting.  Agency comments will be considered and the schedule may be revised 
as appropriate.   

2.3. Updating Schedules.  The project schedule may be revised from time to time by the lead 
agencies during the environmental review process.  Schedule changes will be 
communicated to all participating agencies and the public.  Under the statute, the 
schedule may be extended by the lead agencies for good cause, and may be shortened 
only with the consent of Cooperating Agencies.  

3. Agency Roles   

3.1. Lead Federal Agency.  FHWA will be the lead Federal agency.   As lead Federal agency 
in the Section 6002 process, FHWA is responsible for making certain decisions as 
specified in Section 6002.  In addition, FHWA has an overall responsibility for 
facilitating the expeditious completion of the environmental review process. 

3.2. Joint Lead Agencies.  NCTA will be a joint lead agency, and thus will share with FHWA 
the responsibilities of the “lead agency” under the process defined in Section 6002.  
NCDOT also will have the status of a joint lead agency; however, NCDOT will 
primarily have a review/support role in the process, consistent with the Preconstruction 
Guidelines adopted by NCDOT and NCTA on July 28, 2006. 
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3.3. Project Team-Participating / Cooperating Agencies.  The agencies listed in Table 2 will 
be participating and/or cooperating agencies in the environmental review process.  
Primary contacts have been identified by each agency as shown in the table. 

Table 2: Agency Roles and Primary Agency Contacts 
Agency Role Primary Contact 

Federal Highway Administration Joint Lead Agency George Hoops 
NC Department of Transportation Joint Lead Agency Kristina Solberg 
NC Turnpike Authority Joint Lead Agency Jennifer Harris 
US Army Corps of Engineers Participating/Cooperating Steve Lund 
US Environmental Protection Agency Participating Chris Militscher 
US Fish and Wildlife Service Participating Marella Buncick 
NC Department of Cultural Resources – Historic 
Preservation Office 

Participating Renee Gledhill-
Earley 

NC Department of Environment & Natural Resources   
       Division of Water Quality Participating Polly Lespinasse 
       Wildlife Resources Commission Participating Marla Chambers 
Gaston Urban Area Metropolitan Planning 
Organization 

Participating Hank Graham 

Mecklenburg-Union Metropolitan Planning 
Organization 

Participating Bob Cook 

 

3.4.  Identifying Issues of Concern 

Pursuant to Section 6002 of SAFETEA-LU, participating agencies are responsible for 
identifying as early as practicable, any issues of concern regarding the project’s potential 
environmental or socioeconomic impacts that could substantially delay to prevent an agency 
from granting a permit or other approval that is needed for the project. Each agency’s role in 
the development of the Gaston East-West Connector project should include the following as 
they relate to your area of expertise: 

1) Provide meaningful and early input on defining the purpose and need, determining the 
range of alternatives to be considered, and the methodologies and level of detail required 
in the alternatives analysis. 

2) Participate in TEAC and other coordination meetings and field reviews as appropriate. 

3) Timely review and comment on documents provided for your agency’s input during the 
environmental review process. 
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4. Turnpike Environmental Agency Coordination (TEAC) Meetings 

4.1. TEAC Meetings.  The principal method for agency coordination on turnpike projects 
will be Turnpike Environmental Agency Coordination (TEAC) meetings, which will be 
hosted by NCTA.  These meetings will be used as a forum for discussing all turnpike 
projects.  All TEAC meetings will be held at the NCTA office in Raleigh, unless 
otherwise specified in the meeting invitation. 

4.2. Meeting Dates.  The schedule for the TEAC meetings will be determined by FHWA and 
NCTA after consultation with NCDOT and the Participating Agencies.  This schedule 
will be established, to the extent possible, for 12-month periods.  The schedule will be 
coordinated with NCDOT interagency meetings to avoid or minimize conflicts and 
minimize travel.  Changes to the schedule will be provided to the Participating Agencies 
as far in advance as possible. The schedule for 2008 is attached as Exhibit 2. 

4.3. Meeting Agenda and Objectives.  The agenda for each TEAC meeting will be circulated 
via e-mail to all Participating Agencies.  The agenda will identify (a) any specific issues 
that NCTA would like to resolve at the meeting and (b) any specific issues on which 
NCTA is seeking comments from the Participating Agencies at the meeting.   

4.4. Meeting Materials.  NCTA will post the agenda and materials for each TEAC meeting on 
a secure web site accessible to all TEAC members.  Guidelines for circulating meeting 
materials are provided below.   

4.4.1. Timing of Circulation.  To the greatest extent possible, NCTA will post the agenda 
and materials at least two weeks in advance of the meeting.  In some cases, 
materials will be provided less than two weeks in advance, or will be circulated in 
the TEAC meeting itself.  NCTA will not seek to resolve issues or obtain 
Participating Agency comments on materials that the Participating Agencies 
received less than two weeks in advance of the meeting.   

4.4.2. Availability of Paper Copies.  In addition to posting documents on the TEAC web 
site, NCTA will make paper copies of TEAC meeting materials available to all 
attendees at each TEAC meeting.   

4.4.3. Large Documents.  Documents that would be difficult or time-consuming for 
agencies to reproduce (e.g., large maps, lengthy bound documents with color, 
fold-out pages, etc.) will be made available to Participating Agencies in hard-copy 
format at a TEAC meeting (or by mail two weeks or more in advance) for 
discussion at a subsequent TEAC meeting.  NCTA will consult with the 
Participating Agencies to determine when this type of distribution is appropriate. 

4.5. Meeting Summaries.  After each TEAC meeting, the NCTA will prepare a meeting 
summary.  The summary will list the attendees, topics discussed, unresolved issues, and 
action items.  The Meeting Summary will be posted in draft form to the NCTA web site 
for review and comment two weeks in advance of the next meeting.  Meetings may be 
recorded on audiotape; the recording will be used in preparing the meeting summaries.  
The meeting summaries will be included in the administrative record. 
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4.6. Attendees.  Participating agencies (including cooperating agencies) will designate 
primary contacts for each turnpike project.  These primary contacts will regularly attend 
TEAC meetings.   Attendance may vary from month to month depending on the issues 
being discussed.  Primary contacts for the Gaston East-West Connector project listed 
above in Table 2. 

4.7. Issues of Concern.  At any time in the process, a Participating Agency may identify an  
“issue of concern” as defined in SAFETEA-LU, which is an issue that in the agency’s 
judgment could result in denial of a permit or substantial delay in issuing a permit.   

4.7.1. Format.  Participating agencies will be strongly encouraged to submit any “issues 
of concern” in writing to FHWA and NCTA on agency letterhead.  Issues of 
concern submitted in other formats (e.g., e-mail) will also be considered.   

4.7.2. Timing.  Participating Agencies are required by statute to identify any issues of 
concern “as early as practicable” in the environmental review process, but this 
determination is based on information provided by the lead agencies.  In some 
cases, it may not be practicable to identify an issue of concern until late in the 
process.  The statute does not set a specific deadline for raising these issues. 

4.7.3. Request for Comment.  At any point in the process, the NCTA may ask the 
Participating Agencies to state in writing whether there are any issues of concern.  
If such a request is made, NCTA will consult with the Participating Agencies 
before setting a deadline for a response.  If agreed by the Lead and Participating 
Agencies, a deadline longer than 30 days could be established. 

4.8. Monitoring and Updating.  NCTA will maintain a list of both “general project issues” 
and “issues of concern” (if any) identified by the participating agencies.  Separate 
meetings may be scheduled to resolve general project issues and/or any issues of 
concern.  Additional issues may be added to the list based on new information or 
changed circumstances at any point in project development.  This list will be posted to 
the TEAC web site. 

4.9. Resolving General Project Issues.  General project issues that are not resolved among the 
regular participants in the TEAC meetings can be elevated for consideration by the more 
senior officials within the relevant agencies.  Any agency – lead or participating – can 
invoke the elevation process.  The process is intended to be flexible, with specific 
procedures determined on a case-by-case basis depending on the nature of the issue.  In 
general, the elevation process will involve the following steps: 

• A TEAC member requests elevation on an issue within the jurisdiction of that 
agency.  This request can be made in a TEAC meeting or in a letter or e-mail to 
the other TEAC members. 

• The request for elevation is placed on the agenda for discussion at a subsequent 
TEAC meeting. 

• If the issue is not resolved at that subsequent TEAC meeting, the issue is elevated 
to more senior officials within the TEAC agencies. 
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• Each TEAC member is responsible for identifying the more senior official(s) 
within his or her agency who will be directly involved in the elevation. 

• The TEAC members will work together to plan the logistics and timing of the 
elevation process, including any briefing materials or other documents that need 
to be prepared prior to a resolution of the issue.   

 
4.10. Resolving Issues of Concern.  Under the statute, NCTA or the Governor may 

request a meeting at any time to resolve issues of concern.  If such a meeting is 
requested, FHWA will convene a meeting in accordance with SAFETEA-LU to resolve 
the specified issues of concern.  If an issue of concern is not resolved within 30 days 
after such a meeting, a report must be submitted to Congress and to the heads of certain 
agencies, as provided in SAFETEA-LU.   If such a meeting is not requested, FHWA and 
NCTA will seek to address and resolve the agencies’ issues of concern as part of normal 
agency coordination during the environmental review process.  NCTA anticipates that 
this process will be invoked rarely. 
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SUMMARY: Pursuant to Section 10(a)(2) of 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
(Pub. L. 92–463, 5 U.S.C. App. 2), notice 
is hereby given of a meeting of the 
Commercial Space Transportation 
Advisory Committee (COMSTAC). The 
meeting will take place on Wednesday, 
May 24, 2006, starting at 8 a.m. at the 
Federal Aviation Administration 
Headquarters Building, 800 
Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington, DC, in the Bessie Coleman 
Conference Center, located on the 2nd 
Floor. This will be the forty-third 
meeting of the COMSTAC. 

The proposed agenda for the meeting 
will feature an update on commercial 
space transportation legislative 
activities, briefings on national space 
and security policies, new RLV 
technology developments, and the 
Office of Space Commercialization in 
the Department of Commerce, and an 
activities report from FAA’s Office of 
Commercial Space Transportation. The 
2006 Commercial Space Transportation 
Forecasts on the geosynchronous and 
non-geosynchronous markets will also 
be released at this meeting. An agenda 
will be posted on the FAA Web site at 
http://ast.faa.gov/COMSTAC. Meetings 
of the COMSTAC Working Groups 
(Technology and Innovation, Reusable 
Launch Vehicle, Risk Management, and 
Launch Operations and Support) will be 
held on Tuesday, May 23, 2006. For 
specific information concerning the 
times and locations of the working 
group meetings, contact the Contact 
Person listed below. 

Individuals who plan to attend and 
need special assistance, such as sign 
language interpretation or other 
reasonable accommodations, should 
inform the Contact Person listed below 
in advance of the meeting. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Brenda Parker (AST–100), Office of the 
Commercial Space Transportation, 800 
Independence Avenue, SW., Room 331, 
Washington, DC 20591, telephone (202) 
267–3674; E-mail 
brenda.parker@faa.dot.gov. 

Issued in Washington, DC, April 19, 2006. 

Patricia Grace Smith, 
Associate Administrator for Commercial 
Space Transportation. 
[FR Doc. E6–6306 Filed 4–26–06; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910–13–P 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 

Sixth Meeting: RTCA Special 
Committee 207/Airport Security 
Access Control Systems 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
ACTION: Notice of RTCA Special 
Committee 207 Meeting, Airport 
Security Access Control Systems. 

SUMMARY: The FAA is issuing this notice 
to advise the public of a meeting of 
RTCA Special Committee 207, Airport 
Security Access Control Systems. 
DATES: The meeting will be held May 
11, 2006, from 10-5 p.m. 
ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held at 
RTC A, Inc., Conference Rooms, 1828 L 
Street, NW., Suite 805, Washington, DC 
20036. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: (1) 
RTCA Secretariat, 1828 L Street, NW., 
Suite 805, Washington, DC 20036; 
telephone (202) 833–9339; fax (202) 
833–9434; web site http://www.rtca.org. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant 
to section 10(a)(2) of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (P.L. 92–463, 5 
U.S.C., Appendix 2), notice is hereby 
given for a Special Committee 207 
meeting. The agenda will include: 
• May 11: 

• Opening Plenary Session (Welcome, 
Introductions, and Administrative 
Remarks) 

• Agenda Overview 
• Workgroup Reports 
• Workgroup 2: System Performance 

Requirements 
• Workgroup 3: Subsystem 

Functional Performance 
Requirements 

• Workgroup 4: System Verification 
and validation 

• Workgroup 5: Biometrics 
• Workgroup 6: Credentials 
• Workgroup 7: Perimeter 
• ICAO Update 
• Closing Plenary Session (Other 

Business, Establish Agenda, Date 
and Place for Seventh and Eighth 
Meetings). 

Attendance is open to the interested 
public but limited to space availability. 
With the approval of the chairmen, 
members of the public may represent 
oral statements at the meeting. Persons 
wishing to present statements or obtain 
information should contact the person 
listed in the FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT section. Members of the public 
may present a written statement to the 
committee at any time. 

Issued in Washington, DC, on April 18, 
2006. 
Robert L. Bostiga, 
RTCA Advisory Committee. 
[FR Doc. 06–3946 Filed 4–26–06; 8:45am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–13–M 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Highway Administration 

Environmental Impact Statement: 
Butler County, PA 

AGENCY: Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), DOT. 
ACTION: Cancellation of the notice of 
intent. 

SUMMARY: This notice rescinds the 
previous Notice of Intent (issued 
October 3, 2001—Vol. 66, No. 192) to 
prepare an Environmental Impact 
Statement for a proposed highway 
project in Butler County. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
David W. Cough, P.E., Director of 
Operations, Federal Highway 
Administration, Pennsylvania Division 
Office, 228 Walnut Street, Room 508, 
Harrisburg, PA 17101–1720, Telephone 
(717) 221–3411–OR–Brian Allen, 
Assistant District Engineer for Design, 
Pennsylvania Department of 
Transportation, District 10–0, 2550 
Oakland Avenue, P.O. Box 429, Indiana, 
PA, 15701, Telephone (724) 357–2077. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Additional traffic analyses have 
indicated that all project alternatives 
can be down-scoped with little or no 
significant impact to the environment. 
An Environmental Assessment will be 
pursued, based on a revised project 
scoping. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Number 20.205, Highway Planning 
and Construction. The regulations 
implementing Executive Order 12372 
regarding intergovernmental consultation on 
Federal programs and activities apply to this 
program.) 
James A. Cheatham, 
FHWA Division Administrator, Harrisburg, 
PA. 
[FR Doc. 06–3988 Filed 4–26–06; 8:45am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–22–M 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Highway Administration 

Environmental impact statement: 
Gaston and Mecklenburg Counties, NC 

AGENCY: Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), DOT. 
ACTION: Notice of intent. 
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SUMMARY: The FHWA is issuing this 
notice to advise the public that an 
environmental impact statement will be 
prepared for a proposed highway project 
in Gaston and Mecklenburg Counties, 
North Carolina. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Clarence W. Coleman, P.E., Operations 
Engineer, Federal Highway 
Administration, 310 New Bern Avenue, 
Ste 410, Raleigh, North Carolina 27601– 
1418, Telephone: (919) 856–4346. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
FHWA, in cooperation with the North 
Carolina Department of Transportation 
(NCDOT) and the North Carolina 
Turnpike Authority (NCTA), will 
prepare an environmental impact 
statement (EIS) addressing proposed 
improvements to east-west 
transporation mobility in the area 
around the City of Gastonia and other 
municipalities in southern Gaston 
County. As part of this proposed action, 
the NCDOT also proposes to improve 
mobility, access and connectivity 
between southern Gaston County and 
Mecklenburg County. The proposed 
project study area consists of the 
following general boundaries: I–85 to 
the north, the South Carolina State line 
to the south, the Charlotte-Douglas 
International Airport to the east, and the 
I–85 and US 29–74 junction to the west. 
The proposed action is consistent with 
the thoroughfare plans approved by the 
Gaston Urban Area Metropolitan 
Planning Organization (MPO) and the 
Mecklenburg-Union MPO. 

Alternatives to be studied in detail 
include: 

1. No-Build. 
2. Construction of a new location 

highway. Sixteen detailed study 
alternatives or corridors will be studied 
in the Draft EIS. 

The proposed project is being 
developed as a candidate toll road. 
Accordingly, in conjunction with 
development of the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement and other on-going 
project development activities, NCTA is 
conducting a study to evaluate the 
feasibility of developing the proposed 
highway as a toll road and funding it, 
in whole or in part, through the 
issuance of ‘‘revenue bonds.’’ 

Letters describing the proposed action 
and soliciting comments have been sent 
to appropriate Federal, State and local 
agencies. Citizens’ informational 
workshops, meetings with local 
officials, and a public hearing will be 
held. Information on the dates, times 
and locations of the citizens’ 
informtional workshops and public 
hearings will be advertised in the local 
news media, and newsletters will be 

mailed to those on the project mailing 
list. The Draft EIS will be available for 
public and agency review and comment 
prior to the public hearing. 

To ensure that the full range of issues 
related to this proposed action are 
addressed and all significant issues 
identified, comments and suggestions 
are invited from all interested parties. 
Comments or questions concerning this 
proposed action and the EIS should be 
directed to the FHWA at the address 
provided above. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Number 20.205, Highway Planning 
and Construction. The regulations 
implementing Executive order 12372 
regarding intergovernmental consultation on 
Federal programs and activities apply to this 
program.) 

Issued on: April 20, 2006. 
Clarence W. Coleman, 
Operations Engineer, Raleigh, North Carolina. 
[FR Doc. 06–3949 Filed 4–26–06; 8:45am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–22–M 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Highway Administration 

Notice of Final Federal Ageny Actions 
on Proposed Highway in Alaska 

AGENCY: Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), DOT. 
ACTION: Notice of limitation on claims 
for judicial review of actions by FHWA 
and other Federal Agencies. 

SUMMARY: This notice announces actions 
taken by the FHWA and other Federal 
agencies that are final within the 
meaning of 23 U.S.C. 139(l)(1). The 
actions relate to a proposed highway 
project, the East Lynn Canal Highway, 
Alaska Route Number 7, from Echol 
Cove to Katz Point in the Haines and 
Juneau Boroughs, State of Alaska. Those 
actions grant licenses, permits, and 
approvals for the project. 
DATES: By this notice, the FHWA is 
advising the public of final agency 
action subject to 23 U.S.C. 139(l)(1). A 
claim seeking judicial review of the 
Federal agency actions on the highway 
project will be barred unless the claim 
is filed on or before October 24, 2006. 
If the Federal law that authorizes 
judicial review of a claim provides a 
time period of less than 180 days for 
filing such claim, then that shorter time 
period still applies. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Tim 
Haugh, Environmental and Right-of- 
Way Programs Manager, FHWA Alaska 
Division, P.O. Box 21648, Juneau, 
Alaska 99802–1648; office hours 7 a.m.– 
4:30 p.m. (AST), phone (907) 586–7418; 

e-mail Tim.Haugh@fhwa.dot.gov. You 
may also contact Reuben Yost, Special 
Projects Manager, Alaska Department of 
Transportation and Public Facilities 
DOT&PF), 6860 Glacier Highway, P.O. 
Box 112506, Juneau, Alaska 99811– 
2506; office hours 8 a.m.–5 p.m. (AST), 
phone (907) 465–1774, e-mail 
Reuben_Yost@dot.state.ak.us. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Notice is 
hereby given that the FHWA and other 
Federal agencies have taken final agency 
actions by issuing approvals for the 
following highway project in the State 
of Alaska: FHWA Alaska Division 
Project Number STP–000S(131) titled 
the Juneau Access Improvements 
Project, involves construction of 
approximately 51 miles of two lane 
highway from the end of Glacier 
Highway at Echo cover in the City and 
Borough of Juneau to a point two miles 
north of the Katzehin River in the 
Haines Borough. A ferry terminal will 
be constructed at the north end of the 
highway, and new shuttle ferries will be 
constructed to run from Haines and 
Skagway. Three major rivers will be 
bridged as well as several streams. The 
actions by the Federal agencies, and the 
laws under which such actions were 
taken, are described in the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) 
for the project, approved on January 18, 
2006, in the FHWA Record of Decision 
(ROD) issued on April 3, 2006, and in 
other documents in the FHWA 
administrative record. The FEIS, ROD, 
and other documents in the FHWA 
administrative record file are available 
by contacting the FHWA or the DOT&PF 
at the addresses provided above. The 
FHWA FEIS and ROD can be viewed 
and downloaded from the project Web 
site at http://dot.alaska.gov/ 
juneauaccess or viewed at public 
libraries in the project area. 

This notice applies to all Federal 
agency decisions as of the issuance date 
of this notice and all laws and Executive 
Orders under which such actions were 
taken, including but not limited to: 

1. General: National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) [42 U.S.C. 4321– 
4351]; Federal-Aid Highway Act [23 
U.S.C. 109]. 

2. Air: Clean Air Act, [42 U.S.C. 7401– 
7671(q)]. 

3. Land: Section 4(f) of the 
Department of Transportation Act of 
1966 [49 U.S.C. 303]. 

4. Wildlife: Endangered Species Act 
[16 U.S.C. 1531–1544 and section 1536], 
Marine Mammal Protection Act [16 
U.S.C. 1361], Fish and Wildlife 
Coordination Act [16 U.S.C. 661– 
667(d)], Migratory Bird Treaty Act [16 
U.S.C. 703–712]; Magnuson-Stevens 
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APPENDIX A-8 

CORRESPONDENCE RELATED TO AIR QUALITY 
CONFORMITY 

 

• Letter from USEPA to NCDENR     11/17/08 

• Letter from NCDENR to USEPA     12/19/08 

• Letter from USEPA to NCDENR     01/09/09 
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