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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA

TURNPIKE AUTHORITY
MICHAEL F. EASLEY 1578 MAIL SERVICE CENTER, RALEIGH, N.C. 27699-1578 DAVID W. JOYNER
GOVERNOR EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Contact: Reid Simons, NCTA, (919) 571-3000
March 14, 2008 Andrew Sawyer, NCDOT, (919) 733-2522

NCTA AND NCDOT TO HOLD OPEN HOUSE AND PUBLIC HEARING FOR THE
PROPOSED TRIANGLE PARKWAY IN WAKE AND DURHAM COUNTIES ON MARCH 25

RALEIGH — The N.C. Turnpike Authority (NCTA) and the N.C. Department of Transportation
(NCDOT) will hold a Pre-Hearing Open House and a Combined Corridor/Design Public Hearing
for the proposed Triangle Parkway in Wake and Durham counties at the Sigma Xi auditorium
(3106 East NC 54, Research Triangle Park) on Tuesday, March 25.

At the Pre-Hearing Open House from 4:30 to 6:30 p.m., citizens can speak individually with agency
representatives about the project, review detailed maps and information on the design, and comment on
the proposed project.

The Public Hearing will begin with a formal presentation by NCTA at 7:00 p.m. Citizens who wish to
speak at the Public Hearing are encouraged to sign up in advance or that evening and keep comments to
three minutes. Citizens can also comment on the project by contacting NCTA at (919) 571-3000,
sending an e-mail to triangleparkway@ncturnpike.org or by mail to: Jennifer Harris, P.E.; NCTA; 1578
Mail Service Center; Raleigh, NC 27699-1578.

Project Background:

The NCTA proposes to construct a six-lane, median-divided toll freeway facility on new location, known locally
as the Triangle Parkway. Located in southern Durham County and western Wake County, the Triangle Parkway
is predominately within Research Triangle Park. The northbound and southbound lanes will be divided by a 46
foot grass median. Triangle Parkway is proposed as a fully-access controlled roadway to extend approximately
3.4 miles in length from NC 540 to [-40. New interchanges are proposed at Davis Drive and Hopson Road. The
project includes approximately 1.7 miles of widening in the median of northbound NC 147 from 1-40 to T.W.
Alexander Drive. As part of the Triangle Parkway project, the NCTA is also proposing to construct a two-lane
bridge over the Triangle Parkway to re-connect Kit Creek Road between Davis Drive and Church Street. This
project component is referred to as the Kit Creek Road Connector. In addition, the outside lane of eastbound NC
540 from NC 55 to the Triangle parkway will be widened by one lane and the two-lane flyover interchange ramp
from eastbound NC 540 to northbound Triangle Parkway will be widened to three lanes in the future when traffic
demand requires these improvements.

The purpose of the project is to improve commuter mobility, accessibility, and connectivity to Research Triangle
Park employment center; and reduce congestion on existing north-south routes that serve the Triangle Region,
primarily NC 55 and NC 54. Additional right of way and the relocation of two homes will be required.

A study area map and other project information can be found at www.ncturnpike.org/projects/triangle parkway.

NCTA will provide auxiliary aids and services under the Americans with Disabilities Act for disabled persons
who wish to participate in the workshop. Anyone requiring special services contact NCTA at (919) 571-3000.
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NOTICE OF A COMBINED CORRIDOR / DESIGN PUBLIC HEARING FOR THE
PROPOSED TRIANGLE PARKWAY FROM NC 540 TO 1-40

STIP Project No. U-4763B Wake and Durham Counties

The North Carolina Turnpike Authority (NCTA) will hold a Pre-Hearing Open
House and a Combined Corridor / Design Public Hearing on Tuesday, March 25, 2008
at the Sigma Xi auditorium located at 3106 East NC 54, Research Triangle Park, NC
277009.

Representatives from both NCTA and the North Carolina Department of
Transportation (NCDOT) will be available at the Pre-Hearing Open House between the
hours of 4:30 p.m. and 6:30 p.m. to answer questions and receive comments relative to
the proposed project. The opportunity to submit written comments or questions will also
be provided. Interested citizens may attend at any time during the above mentioned
hours.

A formal presentation will begin at 7:00 p.m. The presentation will consist of an
explanation of the proposed corridor location, design features, the state - federal
relationship, and right of way and relocation requirements and procedures. The hearing
will be open to those present for statements, questions and comments. The
presentation and comments will be recorded and a transcript will be prepared.

The NCTA proposes to construct a six-lane, median-divided freeway facility on
new location, known locally as the Triangle Parkway. The NCTA proposes to construct
the Triangle Parkway as a tolled facility. The northbound and southbound lanes will be
divided by a 46 foot grass median. Triangle Parkway is located in southern Durham
County and western Wake County, predominately within Research Triangle Park.
Triangle Parkway is proposed as a fully-access controlled roadway to extend
approximately 3.4 miles in length from NC 540 to I-40. New interchanges are proposed
at Davis Drive and Hopson Road. The project includes approximately 1.7 miles of
widening in the median of northbound NC 147 from 1-40 to T.W. Alexander Drive. As
part of the Triangle Parkway project, the NCTA is also proposing to construct a two-lane
bridge over the Triangle Parkway to re-connect Kit Creek Road between Davis Drive
and Church Street. This project component is referred to as the Kit Creek Road
Connector. In addition, the outside lane of eastbound NC 540 from NC 55 to the
Triangle parkway will be widened by one-lane and the two-lane flyover interchange
ramp from eastbound NC 540 to northbound Triangle Parkway will be widened to three-
lanes in the future when traffic demand requires these improvements.

The purpose of the project is to improve commuter mobility, accessibility, and
connectivity to Research Triangle Park employment center; and reduce congestion on
existing north-south routes that serve the Triangle Region, primarily NC 55 and NC 54.
Additional right of way and the relocation of homes will be required for this project.
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A map displaying the location and design of the project and a copy of the
environmental document — Environmental Assessment (EA) - are available for public
review at the following locations:

o NCTA Office located at 5400 Glenwood Avenue, Suite 400, Raleigh, NC
27612

e NCDOT Highway Division 5 Office located at 2612 N. Duke Street, Durham,
NC 27704

¢ Research Triangle Foundation Office located at 12 Davis Drive, Research
Triangle Park, NC 27709

e Morrisville Town Hall located at 100 Town Hall Drive, Morrisville, NC 27560

Copies of the EA will also be available for viewing at the following locations:

e Morrisville Planning Department located at 260 Town Hall Drive, Morrisville,
NC 27560

¢ West Regional Library located at 4000 Louis Stephens Drive, Cary, NC 27519

The Environmental Assessment and the combined Corridor/Design Public
Hearing Map may also be viewed online at
http://www.ncturnpike.org/projects/Triangle_Parkway/

Anyone desiring additional information may contact Jennifer Harris, NCTA, at
1578 Mail Service Center, Raleigh, NC, 27699-1578, phone (919) 571-3000, or email
triangleparkway@ncturnpike.org. Additional material may be submitted until
April 8, 2008.

NCTA will provide auxiliary aids and services under the Americans with
Disabilities Act for disabled persons who wish to participate in this workshop. Anyone
requiring special services should contact Ms. Harris by Tuesday, March 18, 2008 so
that arrangements can be made.
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P NORTH CAROLINA TRIANGLE PARKWAY
= = STIP PRroJeEcT No. U-4763B
! Turnplke AUthorlty PRE-HEARING WORKSHOP AND PUBLIC HEARING

The North Carolina Turnpike Authority (NCTA) will hold a pre-hearing workshop and public hearing to discuss
the proposed Triangle Parkway that will extend from NC 540 in Wake County to [-40/NC 147 in Durham County.
The Triangle Parkway is a proposed 3.4-mile, median-divided facility on new location. The Triangle Parkway is
being proposed for construction as a toll road.

NCTA staff will present information, answer questions and receive comments regarding the proposed project. The
pre-hearing workshop will be an “open-house” style meeting. Participants are encouraged to drop in at any time
between 4:30 — 6:30 p.m. The pre-hearing workshop will be followed by a Public Hearing beginning at 7:00 p.m.
Written comments from the Public Hearing are requested by April 8, 2008.

- Tuesday March 25, 2008 ‘F‘:'re-Hearmg Qpen House
S Sigma Xi Auditorium 30 p.m. to 6:30 p.m.
o ./ /- 3106 East NC 54 Public Heari
A Research Triangle Park, NC 27709 " Ublic hearing
A . 7:00 p.m.
E*Ef vt (]
. . Note: NCTA will provide auxiliary aids and services for disabled persons who wish
¥ x4 : m;’bf to participate in the meeting. For more information or to receive special services, call
7)— ) | 919-851-1912 by March 18, 2008.

P NORTH CAROLINA

- 4 Turnpike Authority

North Carolina Turnpike Authority
1578 Mail Service Center

Raleigh, NC 27699-1578

Join us to discuss the

Triangle Parkway

STIP Project No. U-4763B

March 25, 2008
Pre-Hearing Workshop
4:30 to 6:30 p.m.

Public Hearing
7:00 p.m.

Sigma Xi
3106 East NC 54
Research Triangle Park, NC 27709
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NORTH CAROLINA TURNPIKE AUTHORITY

Triangle Parkway
From NC 540 to 1-40

WBS Number 39942.1.TA1
STIP PROJECT U-4763B

Wake and Durham Counties

Combined Corridor/Design Public Hearing
Pre-Hearing Open House 4:30 PM to 6:30 PM
Public Hearing 7:00 PM

Sigma Xi
Auditorium

3106 East NC 54
Research Triangle Park

March 25, 2008
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PURPOSE OF PROJECT

The purpose of the project is to improve commuter mobility, accessibility, and connectivity to the
Research Triangle Park employment center, and reduce congestion on existing north-south routes that
serve the Triangle Region, primarily NC 55 and NC 54.

PURPOSE OF PUBLIC HEARING

Today’s hearing is an important step in the North Carolina Turnpike Authority’s (NCTA) procedure for
making you, the public, a part of the project development process. The purpose of the hearing is to obtain
public input on the location and design of the proposed project.

Planning and environmental studies on this proposed project are provided in the environmental document
— Environmental Assessment (EA). Copies of this report and today’s hearing map displaying the location
and design have been available for public review at the following locations:

e NCTA Office located at 5400 Glenwood Avenue, Suite 400, Raleigh, NC 27612

e NCDOT Highway Division 5 Office located at 2612 N. Duke Street, Durham, NC 27704

e Research Triangle Foundation Office located at 12 Davis Drive, Research Triangle Park, NC
27709

e Morrisville Town Hall located at 100 Town Hall Drive, Morrisville, NC 27560

Copies of the EA have also been available for viewing at the following locations:

® Morrisville Planning Department located at 260 Town Hall Drive, Morrisville, NC 27560
e  West Regional Library located at 4000 Louis Stephens Drive, Cary, NC 27519

YOUR PARTICIPATION

Now that the opportunity is here, you are encouraged to participate by making your comments and/or
questions a part of the public record. This may be done by having them recorded at the Formal Public
Hearing or by writing them on the attached comment sheet. Several representatives of the North Carolina
Turnpike Authority are present. We will talk with you, explain the design to you and answer your
questions. You may write your comments or questions on the attached comment sheet and leave it with
one of the representatives or mail them by April 8, 2008 to the following address:

Ms. Jennifer Harris, PE

North Carolina Turnpike Authority

1578 Mail Service Center

Raleigh, NC 27699-1578

Email: triangleparkway @ncturnpike.org

Everyone present is urged to participate in the proceedings. It is important, however, that THE
OPINIONS OF ALL INDIVIDUALS BE RESPECTED REGARDLESS OF HOW DIVERGENT
THEY MAY BE FROM YOUR OWN. Accordingly, debates, as such, are out of place at public
hearings. Also, the public hearing is not to be used as a POPULAR REFERENDUM to determine the
location and/or design by a majority vote of those present.

WHAT IS DONE WITH THE INPUT?

A post-hearing meeting will be conducted after the comment period has ended.
NCTA staff, as well as staff from the North Carolina Department of
Transportation (NCDOT) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA),
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and others who play a role in the development of this project will attend this meeting. The project will
also be reviewed with federal agencies such as the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) as well as
state agencies such as the NC Department of Environment and Natural Resources. When appropriate,
local government officials will attend.

All spoken and written issues are discussed at this meeting. Most outstanding issues are resolved at the
post-hearing meeting. The NCTA considers safety, costs, traffic service, social impacts and public
comments in making decisions. Complex issues may require additional study and may be reviewed by
higher management.

Minutes of the post-hearing meeting are prepared and a summary is available to the public. You may
request this document on the attached comment sheet.

STATE-FEDERAL RELATIONSHIP

The project is being prepared by the NCTA in coordination with the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA) and the North Carolina Department of Transportation (NCDOT). This project requires FHWA
approval because it may be funded in part by federal credit assistance under the Transportation
Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act (TIFIA) program (23 USC 601-609). TIFIA financing requires
compliance with all generally applicable federal laws and regulations for Federal-aid projects, including
environmental review under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and other federal
environmental laws. FHWA is the lead federal agency in the NEPA process.

NEED FOR THE PROJECT

The proposed project is located central to Research Triangle Park (RTP) and included in the RTP Master
Plan as a vital part of the RTP transportation infrastructure. The project is also included in the Capital
Area Metropolitan Planning Organization and the Durham-Chapel Hill-Carrboro Metropolitan Planning
Organization Long Range Transportation Plans for the region. In addition, the project is designated by the
North Carolina Department of Transportation (NCDOT) as a Strategic Highway Corridor (SHC), as are
[-40, NC 147, NC 540 and 1-540.

The existing roads within RTP and the regional NC routes in the project area that serve north-south travel
are heavily congested. Traffic volumes on these routes are projected to increase in the future. The travel
patterns on these routes during the busiest times of the day flow predominantly north-south, from
employment centers in Durham County and RTP to residential areas in Wake County. The increases in
traffic demands by the year 2030 will continue to generate operating conditions with failing levels of
service and increases in traffic congestion on these north-south routes. This congestion impairs mobility
and accessibility for those traveling to and from the RTP and also impairs mobility and accessibility for
travelers passing through the project area on existing north-south routes, including NC 54 and NC 55.

Based on these needs, the purpose of this project is to:

e Improve commuter mobility, accessibility, and connectivity to the Research Triangle
Park employment center;

® Reduce congestion on existing north-south routes that serve the Triangle Region,
primarily NC 55 and NC 54.

NCTA is proposing to implement the Triangle Parkway project as a tolled roadway, because tolling offers

the opportunity to implement this project much earlier than with traditional state and federal
transportation funding mechanisms.
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Tonight’s public hearing will present the current project design and project changes that have occurred
since the June 20, 2006 Citizens Informational Workshop.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The NCTA proposes to construct a six-lane, median-divided toll facility known locally as the Triangle
Parkway. The northbound and southbound lanes will be divided by a 46 foot grass median. Triangle
Parkway is located in southern Durham County and western Wake County, predominately within RTP.
Triangle Parkway is proposed as a fully access-controlled road to extend on new location approximately
3.4 miles in length from NC 540 to I-40. The project includes approximately 1.7 miles of widening in the
median of northbound NC 147 from 1-40 to T.W. Alexander Drive. As part of the Triangle Parkway
project, the NCTA is also proposing to construct a bridge over the Triangle Parkway to re-connect Kit
Creek Road between Davis Drive and Church Street. This project component is referred to as the Kit
Creek Road Connector. In addition, the outside lane of eastbound NC 540 from NC 55 to the Triangle
Parkway will be widened by one-lane and the two-lane flyover ramp from eastbound NC 540 to
northbound Triangle Parkway will be widened to three-lanes in the future when traffic demand requires
these improvements.

Interchange connections for Triangle Parkway are proposed for access to NC 540, Davis Drive (SR
1999), Hopson Road (SR 1978), and I-40. The interchanges at these locations include new interchanges
at Davis Drive and Hopson Road and existing interchanges at NC 540 and 1-40. A compressed split
diamond interchange configuration is the preferred design for the interchange with Davis Drive and
Hopson Road. A new bridge over Triangle Parkway will be provided for NC 54 to maintain the
connection from Davis Drive and T.W. Alexander Drive.

Based on preliminary traffic and revenue studies, Triangle Parkway will have toll collection points at the
Hopson Road interchange southbound exit and northbound entrance ramps. Additional toll collection
points will be located on the NC 540 interchange at the ramp from westbound NC 540 to northbound
Triangle Parkway and the ramp from southbound Triangle Parkway to eastbound NC 540. The NCTA is
studying the construction of a toll collection point on NC 540 west of Triangle Parkway as a separate
project. The necessary documentation specific to the NC 540 toll collection point will be prepared by
NCTA.

Currently at the intersection between Davis Drive and Hopson Road, Davis Drive is a four-lane facility
and Hopson Road is a two-lane facility. The NCDOT is currently widening Davis Drive to a four-lane
facility from Morrisville Carpenter Road in Wake County to NC 54 in Durham County. The NCDOT
construction project includes improving the Davis Drive and Hopson Road intersection to enhance the
intersection’s capacity. The Triangle Parkway project will make additional improvements to the Davis
Drive and Hopson Road intersection. These additional intersection improvements consist of one
additional right-turn lane on both northbound and southbound Davis Drive approaches and two additional
right-turn lanes on the Hopson Road westbound approach.

NC 147 currently terminates just south of its interchange with 1-40 at T.W. Alexander Drive. To maintain
control of access along Triangle Parkway, the project will close the temporary NC 147 spur, which has
provided access between T.W. Alexander Drive and [-40 for 21 years. Access to T.W. Alexander Drive
from NC 54, NC 147 (north of Cornwallis Road), Cornwallis Road, Alston Avenue, and Hopson Road
will remain unchanged.

The temporary connection between NC 540 and Davis Drive at Kit Creek Road will be closed when the
project opens to traffic. When NC 540 opened in July 2007, a temporary connection was constructed to
allow for access between NC 540 and Davis Drive. The access from NC 540 to Davis Drive will be re-
established approximately one mile further north on Davis Drive with the construction of the Triangle
Parkway’s interchange with Davis Drive.
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PROJECT INFORMATION

Length: ~ 3.4 miles

Typical Section:  The project proposes a six-lane tolled freeway with three 12-foot travel lanes in each
direction that are divided by a 46-foot wide median. The typical roadway section includes 12-
foot shoulders on the inside and 12-foot shoulders on the outside of the travel lanes. See
Display for more detailed information.

Right of Way: 300 feet

Access Control:  Full Control of Access

Relocatees: Residences: 2 Businesses: 0

Estimated Cost:  Right of Way Cost:  $ 26,000,000

(in 2007 Dollars) Utilities Cost: $ 5,200,000
Construction Cost:  $ 133,300,000
Total: $ 164,500,000
Tentative
Schedule: The tentative schedule is shown below. A number of factors can affect a project

schedule - including the availability of funding - so schedules are subject to change.
Right of Way Acquisition — Summer 2008*
Construction — Summer 2008*
Open to Traffic — Fall 2010

*Subject to availability of gap funding
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RIGHT-OF-WAY PROCEDURES

After decisions are made regarding the final design, the proposed right-of-way limits will be
staked in the ground. If you are an affected property owner, a Right-of-Way Agent will contact
you and arrange a meeting. The agent will explain the plans and advise you as to how the project
will affect you. The agent will inform you of your rights as a property owner. If permanent
right-of-way is required, professionals who are familiar with real estate values will evaluate or
appraise your property. The evaluations or appraisals will be reviewed for completeness and
accuracy and then the Right-of-Way Agent will make a written offer to you. The current market
value of the property at its highest and best use when appraised will be offered as compensation.
The North Carolina Turnpike Authority must:

Treat all owners and tenants equally.

Fully explain the owner’s rights.

Pay just compensation in exchange for property rights.
Furnish relocation advisory assistance.

A W=

RELOCATION ASSISTANCE

If you are a relocatee, that is, if your residence or business is to be acquired as part of the project,
additional assistance in the form of advice and compensation is available. You will also be
provided with assistance on locations of comparable housing and/or commercial establishments,
moving procedures, and moving aid. Moving expenses may be paid for you. Additional
monetary compensation is available to help homeowners cope with mortgage increases,
increased value of comparable homes, closing costs, etc. A similar program is available to assist
business owners. The Right-of-Way Agent can explain this assistance in greater detail.

NOTE: PAMPHLETS SUMMARIZING RIGHT OF WAY AND
RELOCATION PROCEDURES ARE AVAILABLE AT THE
SIGN-IN TABLE.
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COMMENT SHEET

Triangle Parkway
from NC 540 to I-40
Combined Corridor/Design Public Hearing — March 25, 2008
STIP Project No. U-4763B  Wake and Durham Counties WBS No. 39942.1.TA1

NAME:

ADDRESS:

COMMENTS AND/OR QUESTIONS:

Comments are requested by April 8, 2008:

Ms. Jennifer Harris, PE

North Carolina Turnpike Authority

1578 Mail Service Center

Raleigh, NC 27699-1578

Phone: (919) 571-3000

FAX: (919) 571-3015

Email: triangleparkway @ncturnpike.org
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MULKEY INC.

E-MULKEY

ENGINEERS & CONSULTANTS

MEMORANDUM
To: Project File
FROM: Colista Freeman, Mulkey Engineers & Consultants

cc: Jennifer Harris, NCTA
Adin McCann, NCTA GEC
George Hoops, FHWA

DATE: May 9, 2008

SusJecT:  Local Elected Officials Meeting
Triangle Parkway (STIP No.U-4763B)

A local elected officials meeting was held on Monday, March 24, 2008 from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. for
the Triangle Parkway project. This meeting was held at the Morrisville Town Hall, located at 100 Town
Hall Drive in Mottisville. The purpose of the meeting was to provide Triangle area local elected officials a
preview of the information to be presented at the Pre-Hearing Open House and formal Public Hearing
the following evening, as well as to provide them with an opportunity to exchange information with
NCTA regarding the Triangle Parkway project.

The first portion of the meeting was an informal session for officials to review the Public Hearing Map
and speak to project representatives one-on-one. At 6:30 p.m., representatives from NCTA then provided
a formal presentation the project. NCTA provided one full-size public hearing map for review, in addition
to a handout containing project information and a comment sheet. The following people participated in

the meeting:

Mark Ahrendsen City of Durham / DCHC MPO

Jan Faulkner Town of Mottrisville - Mayor

Michelle Hane Town of Motrisville

Ben Hitchings Town of Motrisville

Liz Johnson Town of Morrisville — Mayor Pro-Tem
Pete Martin Town of Morrisville - Commissioner
Mike Snyder Town of Morrisville - Commissioner
Julie McClintock Citizen / EPA employee

Peter Schubert
Perry Safran

Citizen / EPA employee
NCTA Board of Directors

Robb Teer NCTA Board of Directors

Steve DeWitt NCTA — Presenter

Jennifer Harris NCTA

Reid Simons NCTA — Presenter

George Hoops FHWA

Spencer Franklin HNTB NCTA GEC

Donna Keener HNTB NCTA GEC

Adin McCann HNTB NCTA GEC

Tracy Roberts HNTB NCTA GEC

Johnny Banks Mulkey Engineers & Consultants
6750 TRYyON Roap Cary, NC 27511 PO Box 33127 RaLEIGH, NC 27636 PH: 919-B51-1912 Fax: 919-B51-1918 www.MULKEYINC.COM
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Jay Bissett Mulkey Engineers & Consultants — Presenter
Michelle Fishburne Mulkey Engineers & Consultants
Colista Freeman Mulkey Engineers & Consultants
Carl Goode Mulkey Engineers & Consultants

Steve DeWitt welcomed everyone and began the presentation with introductions of the project team. Mr.
DeWitt explained that a Pre-Hearing Open House and a formal Public Hearing would be held the
following evening at Sigma Xi in the Research Triangle Park (RTP). The Pre-Hearing Open House would
begin at 4:30 p.m. and end at 6:30 p.m. The Public Hearing would follow at 7:00 p.m.

Mr. DeWitt continued the presentation with an explanation of toll consideration in North Carolina and
background information on the NCTA and the Triangle Parkway project. He proceeded to discuss the
enabling legislation behind the creation of NCTA, the selection of candidate toll projects for further study
by NCTA, and the growing need for alternative sources of transportation funding. Mr. DeWitt noted that
the Triangle Parkway project had been included as part of the RTP Master Plan since its inception in 1958.
He further elaborated on the project history, including this project’s continued inclusion in the Long
Range Transportation Plans for both Metropolitan Planning Organizations that include Wake and
Durham Counties and the Research Triangle Foundation’s (RTF) extensive efforts to preserve the
property identified for this roadway.

Mr. DeWitt introduced Jay Bissett with Mulkey Engineers & Consultants, which has been assisting the
NCTA with the detailed project studies, to continue with the presentation. Mr. Bissett discussed the
purpose and need for the Triangle Parkway project.

The purpose and need for this project is to:

Improve commuter mobility, accessibility, and connectivity to Research Triangle Park employment
center;
Reduce congestion on existing north-south routes that serve the Triangle Region, primarily NC 55

and NC 54.

Mr. Bissett explained that with construction of the Triangle Parkway, by year 2030 traffic volumes are
expected to drop by more than 40,000 vehicles per day on I-40 between NC 540/1-540 and NC 147 and
on NC 55 between NC 540 and 1-40. On NC 54 between NC 540 and I-40, volumes are expected to
decrease by as much as 6,000 vehicles per day by year 2030. Because traffic volumes are expected to
increase along Davis Drive between Triangle Parkway and Hopson Road, as well as along Hopson Road
between Davis Drive and the entrance to the EPA facility, improvements are planned for these roadways.
The Triangle Parkway project will provide improvements to the Davis Drive/Hopson Road intetrsection,
as well as improvements to Hopson Road from Davis Drive to the EPA entrance. Davis Drive between
Motrisville-Carpenter Road and NC 54 will be widened by NCDOT as a part of STIP project U-4020.

Mr. Bissett proceeded to review the project schedule, status, and discuss tesults of the environmental
analyses prepared for the project. The Environmental Assessment (EA) for the project has been
completed and is currently available for agency and public review.

Based on the anticipated impacts, as well as comments received on the project to date, a Finding of No
Significant Impact (FONSI) is anticipated as the final environmental document for this project. However,
the type of final document will be determined after comments on the EA and Public Hearing are received
and evaluated by FHWA, NCTA, and NCDOT. Assuming a FONSI is appropriate for the Triangle
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Parkway project, the final environmental document would be completed in May 2008, construction would
begin in late 2008, and the road would open to traffic in late 2010.

Mr. Bissett reviewed the Public Hearing Map, which graphically depicted the proposed features of the
project. These features include the 3.4-mile Triangle Parkway on new location between NC 540 and 1-40
through RTP. In order to improve traffic operations on NC 540 and NC 147, NCTA will also widen
eastbound NC 540 from NC 55 to northbound Triangle Parkway by one lane and northbound NC 147
from 1-40 to the T.W. Alexander Drive interchange by one lane. Of the 168 actes of property needed to
construct the project, 112 actes are within the property reserved by the Research Triangle Foundation.
The project is proposed as a six-lane divided tolled roadway with access points at NC 540, Davis Drive,
Hopson Road and 1-40. Anticipated toll collection points wete also included on the Public Hearing Map.

Mr. Bissett provided additional discussion of the proposed interchange connections along Triangle
Parkway. In the vicinity of the NC 540 interchange, access changes are proposed for several roadways.
When the North Carolina Department of Transportation opened NC 540 between 1-40 and NC 55 in July
of 2007, they included a temporary connection from NC 540 to Davis Drive. The connection along Kit
Creek Road between Davis Drive and Church Street was severed during the construction of NC 540 to
provide this temporary connection. The temporary connector to Davis Drive from NC 540 allowed traffic
to access Davis Drive until the time that the Triangle Parkway was constructed. Access to Davis Drive will
be maintained by moving the connection approximately one mile north of Kit Creek Road. During
construction, the North Carolina Turnpike Authority is committed to maintaining the temporary
connection to Davis Drive as long as possible. As part of this project, NCTA also proposes to reconnect
Kit Creek Road between Davis Drive and Church Street. A bridge over the proposed Triangle Parkway
will be constructed to provide this connection.

Mr. Bissett then explained the proposed split diamond interchange that will provide access from Triangle
Patkway to Davis Drive and Hopson Road. The interchange has one-way service roads between Davis
Drive and Hopson Road, which also allows additional travel between Davis Drive and Hopson Road.
This design was determined to be the best option to serve the traffic operations while maintaining access
to both Davis Drive and Hopson Road. An option to allow all of the traffic movements at both
interchanges was studied but not selected because the limited spacing between the two roads did not allow
for the safe movement of traffic. It is anticipated that toll collection points will be located at the entrance
and exit ramps at Hopson Road.

Mr. Bissett continued discussion of the Public Hearing Map by explaining that the section of Triangle
Parkway between Hopson Road and 1-40 was strategically placed to avoid impacting the federal property
to the west and streams and wetlands to the east.

The last section of the Public Hearing Map discussed was the NC 147 spur. Mr. Bissett explained that a
spur connection to NC 147 was constructed by the North Carolina Department of Transportation as a
temporary connection when 1-40 was opened 21 years ago. The NC 147 spur connects 1-40 to T.W.
Alexander Drive. The Notrth Carolina Department of Transportation constructed the I-40/NC 147
interchange to setve as a full-movement connection for Triangle Patkway and 1-40. Due to federal design
constraints, safety, and operational concerns, there is no feasible alternative to keep the NC 147 spur open
when Triangle Parkway is completed. Based on the traffic projections, approximately 6,600 vehicles per
day will be re-routed to T.W. Alexander Drive in year 2030 from the closing of this spur. NCTA is
committed to keeping the NC 147 spur open as long as possible during the construction of Triangle
Parkway, but the NC 147 spur will eventually require closure.
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Mr. Bissett stated that during project development and concept design, Triangle Parkway was located to
minimize and avoid impacts to both the human and natural environment as much as possible. The EA
documents the alternative evaluations, summarizes the environmental analyses, and identifies the
environmental impacts anticipated from the project. The project will relocate two residential properties
and zero businesses. The project will impact approximately two actres of wetlands, approximately 4,600
linear feet of stream, and just over 12 acres of floodplains. These impacts have been coordinated with the
regulatory agencies and the public throughout the development of the project.

Mr. Bissett explained that a preliminary noise analysis was performed along the project to evaluate existing
and future noise levels to determine traffic noise impacts. The preliminary noise analysis identified one
location, the First Environments Eatly Learning Center (FEELC) on the federal property, where a noise
barrier was determined feasible and reasonable based on the North Carolina Department of
Transportation’s Traffic Noise Abatement Policy. A final decision on the construction of the noise barrier
will be determined during the final design of the project and based on the results of public involvement.

In addition to the noise analysis, Mr. Bissett stated that an air quality analysis was conducted. A carbon
monoxide hotspot analysis was performed at the location that was determined to represent the worst case
condition. This location is typically an intersection with high traffic volumes and congestion. The
intersection of Davis Drive and Hopson Road was selected as the hotspot for the project. The analysis
determined that the project is in compliance with the carbon monoxide standard, and no violations of this
standard are anticipated. A Mobile Source Air Toxics (MSAT) analysis was also conducted. The findings
from the analysis showed that there could be localized MSAT increases along the Triangle Parkway and
decreases along the adjacent routes. A 46 percent reduction in MSAT emissions is anticipated from the
Affected Transportation Netwotk by year 2030. The bulk of the reductions are due to the Environmental
Protection Agency’s vehicle and fuel control programs.

Mr. Bissett turned the presentation over to Reid Simons with NCTA to discuss toll technology. Ms.
Simons explained that all toll fees will be electronically collected. No cash lanes will be provided for toll
collection. NCTA is evaluating different options available for electronic toll collection. An open road
transponder-based system will likely be the primary means of collection, which would allow drivers to
open an account and drive through the toll collection points without stopping or slowing down. For
drivers who use the toll facility without an account (e.g. infrequent users or out-of-state visitors), video
will likely be used to identify users by their license plates. With the potential for continued changes in toll
technology, and in light of compatibility discussions with other toll systems, NCTA is evaluating the best
systems available for the Triangle Parkway and is planning to make a decision on the toll collection
technology later this year.

Ms. Simons stated that there are multiple ways to provide comments on the project, including leaving
written comments at the Pre-Hearing Open House and Public Hearing, mailing written comments to
NCTA, emailing comments to NCTA, or speaking at the Public Hearing. Although project comments are
welcome at any time, comments are requested by April 8, 2008 in order to be included in the official
Public Hearing record for the project.

Following the presentation, local officials were encouraged to provide comments and ask questions of

project representatives. A summary of the questions/comments and cotresponding NCTA responses are
summarized below:
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Question:
What are the options for accessing the EPA facility after the NC 147 spur is closed?

NCTA Response:
Mr. Bissett explained that employees will have the option of using T.W. Alexander Drive,
Cornwallis Road, or a new connection to Hopson Road that will be provided as part of the
Triangle Parkway project.

Comment:
What are the noise wall dimensions at the FEELC?

NCTA Response:
The preliminary dimensions are approximately 1,400 feet with a 17-foot average height. The final
dimensions of the noise wall may change based on the final design prepared by the Design-Build
team.

Comment:
It was mentioned in the presentation that there are no violations of the current National Ambient
Air Quality Standards. Since the standards change over time, will there be violations of the future
standards? How are changing air quality standards considered in the air quality analysis?

NCTA Response:
Tracy Roberts clarified that the decisions and information provided in the EA were made based
on the National Ambient Air Quality Standards in place at the time of the air quality analysis.
There is no way to know what the future air quality standards will be.

Question:
If the tolls are going to be collected electronically, how will the charges be handled for an
occasional or out-of-town user? Will small toll fees (i.e. $0.15) be collected?

NCTA Response:
Ms. Simons stated that NCT'A has discussed these issues and believes the enforcement of the tolls
needs to be initiated at the beginning, no matter how small the fee. There will be some
introduction period with warning letters. However, by the third request, it will be considered a
violation and a fine may be assessed.

Comment:
Many GPS units are being taken from cars now. If transponders are used, have there been
discussions on how to avoid theft?

NCTA Response:
There have been discussions on the removable transponders that could be moved between
vehicles or stored in the glove box when not in use. In addition, stickers on the windshield could
be used, which would become inactive if removed.

Comment:
What is the cross-section of NC 547 Will NC 54 have accommodations for bike lanes and
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sidewalks?

NCTA Response:
NC 54 is proposed as a 5-lane section with wide outside lanes to accommodate bicycles. The
proposed typical section for NC 54 will also allow for sidewalks and will connect into existing
sidewalks and RTF multi-use trail as needed.

Comment:
What is the toll structure? Will tolls be charged for travel in both directions?

NCTA Response:
The final decision on toll structure and toll rates has not yet been determined. However, at this
point, NCTA anticipates that tolls will fall under three main classes: cars, small trucks, and large
trucks. Tolls will be charged for travel in both directions on each of the candidate toll facilities.

The meeting concluded at approximately 7:45 p.m.
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OFFICIAL PUBLIC HEARING TRANSCRIPT
Combined Location and Design Public Hearing
Triangle Parkway from NC 540 to NC 147
Sigma Xi
March 25, 2008
TIP # U-4763B

Moderator:  OK, if we can, let's get started. Good evening ladies and gentlemen and welcome
to this evening's public hearing on the location and design for the Triangle Parkway from 540 to
[-40 in Durham and Wake Counties. My name is Carl Goode. I am the retired Head of the
Department of Transportation's Office of Human Environment which, among other things,
handled public involvement and public hearings. I am here tonight representing the North
Carolina Turnpike Authority and I will be your moderator for tonight's public hearing.

Before I continue, I would like to introduce to you some other people who are here this evening
who are representing various functions within the Turnpike Authority and other organizations, all
who have or will have a role to play in this project. First of all, from the North Carolina
Turnpike Authority we have Mr. Steve DeWitt, Ms. Jennifer Harris, Ms. Reid Simons, and

Mr. Shannon Sweitzer. From the NCDOT's Division Office in Durham, which oversees
activities in Wake and Durham Counties and several other counties as well, we have the Division
Engineer, Mr. Wally Bowman. From the private engineering firm of Mulkey Engineers and
Consultants, the firm that prepared the environmental document for this project, we have Mr. Jay
Bissett along with some other some other people of his firm. We also have from HNTB, the
private engineering firm that oversees the other firms for these projects, we have Mr. Adin
McCann. We also have some other folks from HNTB as well. From the Federal Highway
Administration we have Mr. George Hoops. We also have from Carolina Land acquisitions, Mr
Chip Hawke. His firm will handle the right of way acquisitions for the this project. If you have
right of way questions, Chip is the man to see. Also representing NCDOT, who have some
review functions of the project, we have Mr. Dewayne Sykes and Mr. Tony Houser of the
Roadway Design Unit. From the Human Environment Unit, we have Mr. Ed Lewis.

Does everyone have a handout? Does anyone need a handout? I'd like to go over some of the
information with you. There's a lot to cover. We will also go over the map and then go over
some right of way information, and then go to your part, your comments.

The purpose of this project is to improve commuter mobility, accessibility, and connectivity to
the Research Triangle Park employment center, and reduce congestion on existing north-south
routes that serve the Triangle Region, primarily NC 55 and NC 54.

Now tonight's hearing is an opportunity for you, the general public, to offer your comments
relative to this project. Now, we had the pre-hearing open house earlier where you could get a
lot of your questions answered and those people will remain after the formal part of this hearing
to answer any additional questions you may have. We encourage you to participate in this
process . We want you to speak your comments. That's why we are here. In so doing, we have
some ground rules we like to follow to help the hearing to go more smoothly. First of all, this is
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a public hearing, not a public debate. We are here to hear your comments. I am not going to
debate with you. I can't out argue any one of you, much less all of you. We will try to answer
questions for you. We will have answers for you tonight if you so desire. If we can't answer
your questions tonight, we will get answers for you in the future. The environmental document
has been out for review for several weeks. Those places are listed here. The document is the
basis for the project.

Now, another ground rule that we like to abide by, is that you not debate among yourselves. We
know that you may have different opinions among you, and that's fine. That's part of our process
and that's part of being in America. We just ask that if someone says something that you don't
agree with, that you afford the opportunity for that person to speak in the same manner as you
would like to present you comments. In doing that, we will be fine. You don't have to agree, just
provide the courtesy for others to speak. We do ask that you limit your comments to three
minutes. There will be a timekeeper over here with signs to indicate the time you have
remaining. The reason we do this is not to limit the amount you speak, but when we have a lot
of speakers and we have those who may wish to leave early is to give everyone the opportunity
to speak. Once we finish the list of those who have signed up, you will be given the opportunity
to speak again. Also, after the formal part is finished, our people will hang around if you have
additional questions and then we will go from there. So, we ask that you limit your comments to
three minutes. We have found that it just works better that way as we go through it. You may
also submit written comments. You may speak, you may send in written comments, or you may
do both. We certainly welcome those. We do ask that you submit your written comments by
April 8.

In the next section, “What is Done With the Input”, there will be a meeting held with the
appropriate people in which all the comments, both written and spoken, will be reviewed. This
hearing is being recorded and will be transcribed so all the spoken and written comments will be
there. Submitting your comments will guarantee that they will be considered at that meeting.
We will take your comments anytime, but to ensure that they will be considered at this meeting
and as a part of the official public hearing record, we need them by April 8. You can see there
the State-Federal relationship. This one is a little different since it is a highway toll project, and
Federal Highway has a loan program called TIFIA that helps with the financing and so Federal
Highway has oversight of the project.

Now, | have a few slides that illustrate the need for the project that I will show you rather than
read from the handout. Toll roads were used in North Carolina a long time ago, but they haven't
been used here in many years. They have been used extensively in other parts of the country for
many years. Conventional funding that we have now cannot meet all our transportation needs.
There's a 42% population increase predicted by 2030 and a $65 billion gap between
transportation needs and revenues to meet the needs in North Carolina. This is a nationwide
phenomenon — it's not just here. Federal transportation funds are expected to give out next year
about two years short of the next funding bill from Congress. The more efficient cars, along with
the increase in gas prices, do reduce travel somewhat and those produce fewer gas tax revenues.
Now last August, a Federal blue ribbon committee appointed by the President and Congress
came back with a recommendation to phase in an increase of the Federal gas by 40 cents per

C-19



91

92

93

94

95

96

97

98

99
100
101
102
103
104
105
106
107
108
109
110
111
112
113
114
115
116
117
118
119
120
121
122
123
124
125
126
127
128
129
130
131
132
133
134
135

gallon to cover that. That didn't go over very well. Other states have looked for a number of
ways to finance their road projects. Some have gone to public private partnerships, some have
leased part of their freeways to foreign countries for as much as a 99 year lease. There are lots of
ways others are considering for funding. So, tolls are proposed for this project to expedite
roadway construction and to provide less congested, higher speed routes. So, those are part of
the reasons for tolls.

The North Carolina Turnpike Authority was created in 2002 to explore alternative transportation
financing and project delivery methods. They adopted rules which state that each project must
be part of locally adopted long range transportation plans. Each area across the country has what
are called MPO's or Metropolitan Planning Organizations. In Wake County we have CAMPO,
Capital Area Metropolitan Planning Organization; in Durham and Orange Counties there is the
Durham-Chapel Hill- Carrboro Metropolitan Planning Organization, DCHC. These
organizations develop long-range plans for facilities, both for the transportation and air quality
standpoint. This particular project was adopted by both of these MPO's, which was a
requirement from the General Assembly.

In 2002, the General Assembly made the decision to look at toll routes as an option. It is a part
of the General Statutes and so the people here with the Turnpike Authority are charged with the
task of carrying those out. Some of the other rules, projects selected for development as a toll
facility, must have a non-toll alternative. As many as nine toll facilities have been authorized to
proceed, and the Turnpike Authority is working on a number of those now. Also, legislation
requires that the tolls be removed once the debt is repaid. For this project, that time is projected
to be 40 years. That's pretty typical. Like I said, some states have a 99 year time frame, but that
is the projection for this.

Now, this particular project was identified as a transportation corridor in 1958 by the Research
Triangle Park and has been preserved ever since then. [-540 was protected as a line on the map
since the early 1960's. This one has been around for a long time, since 1958. It has always been
on the master plan. The Foundation has reserved this property all that time for this particular
route. The project was added to the State Transportation Improvement Plan in 2004, but wasn't
funded and has since been transferred to the Turnpike Authority. So, basically, this road has been
planned to be built, whether by toll or traditional methods. It is essentially the same highway.
The difference is that as a tolled highway it can be built much faster than it could be by
traditional methods.

This is a regional project — it is a part of a regional transportation plan. As I said earlier, the
MPO's develop projects in a long-range plan and prioritize them. So, this project is a part of a
much, much larger plan, so it is a regional road and it connects with other projects to form part of
that regional system. Now, a system from a financial standpoint cannot be constructed all at
once, and so projects must be constructed one at a time and be put together as pieces of a puzzle.
So, this is the Western Wake Freeway right here and this ties into two more systems, It ties in to
NC 540 here and this ties into the next section which is this project, the Triangle Parkway, and
we have a continuous roadway going from NC 147 along the Triangle Parkway onto NC 540 to
the Western Wake Freeway. Western Wake ties into the Southern Wake, which is undecided right
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now as to how that will be handled, which ties into the Eastern Wake, which is out there
somewhere, which ties into the Northern Wake, which is I-540 there which creates a loop around
the Raleigh area. But, also, the Clayton Bypass, which is nearly finished, will tie into the
interchange here, which is designed to accommodate the Southern Wake, which will bring [-40
from the south into this system as well. So this forms a system which is constructed one project
at a time, but it all fits together and is part of a master plan that provides transportation
throughout the area.

This plan may provide for other forms of transportation, as well as highways such as mass
transit, in the form of light rail and buses or whatever — it is all figured into it. Now, rail and
buses are toll facilities also. This is a different form of the same principle, so this not a new
concept as far as paying for conveyances that we use.

As I pointed out, the General Statutes require free alternate routes. As you can see, there are
some there you can use, there are NC 54, NC 55, Davis Drive, and others. These are some of the
more prominent ones you can use in the area that are alternative routes that are free.

The models have shown that by constructing this project, that the traffic volumes on 1-40
between NC 540 and NC 147 will drop as much as 46,000 vehicles per day. It has been known
for many years that this area of [-40 has been the source of many problems and that planning for
this project has shown great promise to reduce traffic on 1-40, especially in that area. Also, the
volumes on NC 55 between NC 540 and [-40 are predicted to drop by about 41,000 vehicles per
day. NC 54 traffic between NC 540 and 1-40 is expected to drop as much as 6,000 vehicles per
day. So, one Wake County planner back in 2000 was quoted as saying that this is the only route
they have available that can take traffic pressure off this area of 1-40 from a north-south
perspective. And so, this route has been long coming, long overdue and, hopefully, now we can
pursue it.

Let me go to the map now and go over the project briefly. Let me give you some of the color
schemes on it. The dark green here and here represents right of way that is currently owned by
the state that was purchased under other projects. The green, light green represents right of way
that is to be bought as a part of this project. The yellow represents new pavement that is to be
constructed. In this case, the orange, the striped orange, here, that's Davis Drive that is under
construction right now. Red represents structures, in this case are bridges; there are some others
over here we'll talk about later. The red stripe are structures already existing. The purple is
utility easements, that with track in it represents railroads. Of course, the brown represents
buildings, the blue represents water. The striped over here represents future projects or those
projects proposed to be constructed at some point in time. I think that covers most of those.

The project begins here at this interchange with NC 540. This interchange was constructed to
accept this route. As I said, this has been planned for a long time. So, both of these interchanges
were constructed years ago, well that one was not constructed years ago, but that one was, to
accommodate this project. So it fits in well with that. So, the project begins here and isproposed
to be a six lane divided controlled access facility. Controlled access is a facility that you only
get on or off at interchanges. There are no driveway connections permitted. And so, it also has a
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46-foot grassed median, three twelve foot lanes in each direction, twelve foot shoulders on the
inside and outside of the facility.

Now, all projects are developed trying to balance traffic service, balance impacts to the
environment and, as much as possible, we have to balance that with impacts to humans and
costs, so certain, I hate to use the word compromises, but there are certain things that have to be
worked out. The one thing that is not compromised, is not balanced is safety. And so, no
engineer will deliberately design anything that is unsafe and they are very, very careful about
that. So, there are some elements here that were designed to balance impacts and costs, but not
to balance safety.

So, as we proceed northward, we come to the Kit Creek Road. We propose to connect that with
a bridge one side to the other and keep Kit Creek Road open. We would like to hear comments
regarding that proposal. As a part of the safety aspect of this, the connector road right here
coming off Kit Creek and tying into NC 540 will have to be removed. There's no way that, from
a safety standpoint, that this could remain. There's not enough room to weave traffic over here.
Remember, this is proposed to be a 65 mile per hour speed limit roadway, and that would result
in pulling out in front of somebody. Now design standards and the Federal Highway
Administration require that interchanges for this type of facility be at least a mile apart. And so,
that creates some issues within itself. And that's because it's a high speed facility and it takes
room to move on, weave, and move off and so we like to have a minimum of a mile to make
these moves. We don't have a mile out there, there are only a few hundred feet, So that is one of
those things about this temporary connection that's only been there a year or so and which was
always regarded to be temporary, and there's no way that could stay there.

Here we have Hopson Road and Davis Drive which are not a mile apart. With a traditional
diamond, the ramps would come in here and go here and back up, and that would not work from
a traffic standpoint. Another thing we could do is to tee in one road into the other, up here or
down there, but that would create a very congested intersection. And, so what has been designed
is a compressed split diamond with the ramps coming off here, and a ramp coming on here.
When we say compressed, the distance between the intersections is pushed together.
Traditionally, on a diamond they would come way up here and way down there. That would
create additional impacts to all this in here, the buildings here, the same here, get into that. You
would get into this pond here. There's a lot of development that would be impacted by this type
of design. As a part of the design process, this was closed in in order to maintain access to both
roads. These are connected with controlled access roadways. Compressed diamonds work quite
well. The intersections have to be signalized, but if timed properly they work real well. They
handle traffic really well. It was looked to have what is called a half clover by putting loops here
and here, but the loops would move the ramps out here and here and the same down here. So,
again, there would be impacts to property and there would be environmental impacts, so this was
pulled in. So this was pulled in and compressed, and by tying them together, we have one big
interchange so we have access from both Hopson and Davis.

Another area is here with EPA. EPA has a research division and a regulatory division. And so,
the research up here would like to move the roadway away from their property and they would
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prefer to have the roadway down here. But the regulatory division has oversight of the Corps of
Engineers permits, which has jurisdiction over the waters and wetlands of the United States.
Well, here we have a stream. The regulatory branch of the EPA would actually prefer that we
move this way away from the stream. So, here we have to thread the needle to stay off the EPA
property on this side and minimize impacts to the stream on this side. There will be some stream
restoration here and mitigation later, but we will stay out of stream and stay out of these wetlands
as much as possible and then we will add some retaining walls up here since the property here is
higher than the proposed roadway, the roadway will be depressed through here. So, retaining
walls have to be added here to keep the roadway and the right of way as close as possible, as far
away from the property as possible.

Also, in this area there is a day care facility right here. We have done the noise studies, both
preliminary and the final noise studies. So, a noise wall is proposed right here. The preliminary
study had the wall a little longer since that is modeled on flat terrain. Once you get to the final
stages, you have more information of the topography that is going to be there, and so it may
come out a little differently. Once you get to construction the contractor may have a better way
of doing it or whatever. So, right now it comes out to be about 1,465 feet in length. That could
change a few in the final design. So, a noise wall is proposed right there.

We also propose to bridge over Burden Creek right here. And then, we come into the [-40
interchange, NC 147/1-40, which as I said was set up years ago to accept this route. There is a
temporary ramp right here coming off 1-40 going up to T. W. Alexander. That particular route
will be closed as well from a safety standpoint since we only have a few hundred feet between
this route and that one. Cars coming here to get off and coming here to get on at high speed
violate all safety standards, violate all policies. It's just not safe and, like I said, an engineer is
not going to design something knowingly that's unsafe. NC 54 is going over right here. During
construction in order to keep it open as much as possible, a temporary bridge will be built over
that while this bridge is being rebuilt. So, NC 54 will stay open.

Now, there will be a lane addition inside NC 147 as shown on the other map over there and just
provides laneage to merge traffic. That's generally what has to happen. Now, over there at this
end at the interchange of NC 540 here, we are proposing to add a lane sometime in the future
when it's needed. Current projections are for about 2024. When it's needed, that will be added
as well. At this interchange with NC 55, that's where Western Wake starts. Construction should
begin on that this summer as well. And so that's a part, as I said, a part of the continuation of
this.

Now, this is a toll facility. All three of these, the Triangle Parkway, NC 540, and Western Wake
which ends down at NC 55 at the other end — these form a continuous toll facility. The tolls will
be collected electronically. There will be some form of transponder or windshield sticker or
whatever that, over sensors, will get and access your account. There will probably also be
overhead cameras to take license plates of those who don't have accounts or people just driving
through on an irregular basis so that they can gather that toll. These purple areas represent the
proposed tolling places, where you get off here, get on here, and I think it's down here where you
get off there. So, those are proposed there for tolls.
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This project is about 3.4 miles in length. The project proposes a six-lane tolled freeway, and
freeway is a term for basically a controlled access facility. There will be three 12-foot travel
lanes in each direction that are divided by a 46-foot wide grassed median. It will have twelve-
foot shoulders on the inside and outside. Right of way proposed will be 300 feet with additional
right of way needed for interchanges and other areas like that for control of access.

It is proposed that there will be two relocatees. You know, we haven't mentioned that this right
of way has been preserved for many years. The number of relocatees for a project like this can
reach fifty to one hundred easily and the same for Western Wake. We did corridor protection on
that in 1993, I think, and that has been preserved. And probably, that is a project I have had more
phone calls on than any other project in the state for years because it's been growing so rapidly,
and the fact that corridor was preserved has saved the state probably millions and millions of
dollars and a lot of disruption for homeowners because of keeping properties from being built or
rather keeping buildings out of the corridor. So this one has been kept clean and the Research
Triangle has been very diligent in that, and it's paying off now.

The estimated cost for right of way is $26,000,000, the utilities cost is $5,200,000, the cost of
construction is $133,300,000. Total estimated cost is $164,500,000. Tentatively, right of way
and construction are scheduled to begin this summer. The project is expected to be completed
and open to traffic in 2010.

Now, I do need to go over some right of way procedures. Once a route is selected and approved
and the design is complete, the right of way is staked on the ground. If you are an affected
property owner, you will be contacted by a right of way agent. He will show the plans to show
and show exactly how you will be affected. He will explain the plans to you and will advise you
of your rights and will make a professional appraisal of your property of the market value at it's
highest and best use at the time of the appraisal. During this process, the Turnpike Authority
must treat all owners and tenants equally, must fully explain owners' rights, must pay just
compensation in exchange for property rights, must furnish relocation advisory assistance if that
is required, and must initiate legal action if a settlement cannot be reached. In addition, if you
are a relocatee, that is if your home or business will be relocated, in this case there are two
homes and no businesses affected, the agent will explain the relocation process to you as well,
help you find comparable housing, if so needed, and will explain all the procedures to you. In
addition to the market value of your home, your moving expenses may be paid as well if certain
qualifications are met. Also, there is additional funding available for such things as closing
costs, mortgage increases, additional value of comparable homes, and things like that. And so,
Mr. Hawke is back there and some of his staff are there, and those are people who will help you
on that.

And now I will open the floor up to you for your comments. We have those who signed in, and
we will go down that list as you signed in. Again, we ask that you maintain the three minute
time period. If you desire additional time, when everyone else is finished, you can do that as
well. I ask that you come up and use our microphone. We have one there, so that our recorder
can hear you and so that everyone else in here can hear you as well. So, our first speaker is Mr.
David McDowell.
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David McDowell: ~ Thank you everyone. My name is David McDowell. I'm a Raleigh native
and founder of No Tolls on 540.org.

We are here tonight because the Turnpike Authority wants you to know that the Triangle
Parkway portion of the Triangle Expressway, which includes the Western Wake Parkway, they
want to try to sell you on the idea that this stretch of road should be built as a toll road. The
Turnpike Authority wants the Triangle Parkway Expressway to lead them forward as the State's
first toll road. The currently open portion of 1-540 is toll free; however, south of 1-40 to NC 55
in RTP was renamed to NC 540 to avoid conflicts with Federal tolling agreements on interstate
highways so that one day you could wake up and suddenly find this section of road tolled, a road
that you are able to drive without tolls today.

We also have Governor Easley's 21* Century Transportation Commission wanting to determine
where our future transit needs are focused, this group containing North Carolina legislators that
support the Turnpike Authority. And there may be proper places to implement toll roads in North
Carolina, but part of our I-40 loop, along with the 147 extension, does not fit that model. In
2007, legislators could not agree on a way to fill the GAP funding that the Turnpike Authority is
asking for. Keep in mind that 2008 is the last year for Governor Easley's administration. Let the
new governor's administration begin and allow that administration to decide the fate of our tolls.
That said, I hope this trend continues in 2008, not only to not fill the GAP, but to not allow the
Turnpike Authority to use a public-private partnership for funding of this project. Private
investors want only one thing — return on investment. This means higher tolls over a longer
period of time. Not only that, we lose public control of our transportation infrastructure.

On another note, you may have heard of STAC, the Special Transit Advisory Commission. How
many more groups or commissions will it take to confuse the public on our transit future? Ina
nutshell, STAC's basic charge is to determine goals and objectives for regional transit
investments, make recommendations, and ultimately come up with a Regional Transit Vision
Plan for the Triangle. So far, their draft plan does not address the issue of toll roads. It primarily
focuses on rail and bus only, with a tiny provision to work with a road's owner on how to best
use it for their buses. Their draft plan currently proposes one way to fund it as a half-cent sales
tax increase.

Everyone knows the challenges this area faces for the future of our regional transit. STAC wants
you to pay higher taxes for rail and bus systems, and the Turnpike Authority wants you to pay
tolls on parts of 540 and the 147 extension. Let me shorten that — pay higher taxes and tolls at
the same time. Do you see what's coming? It's clear to me that organizations charged with
making our transit future brighter continue to be reading from two completely different books.
They are disconnected and not working together towards one common goal.

Atlanta has their 285, Charlotte, has their 485, and Raleigh shall have its 540 loop. The Turnpike
Authority says “toll road or no road,” yet there are still many alternative ways to fund the road.
If we use STAC as an example, why not make this section of 540 and the 147 extension part of
their plan? Let their proposed tax increase not only be used to fund their regional rail and bus
projects, but also for this road. Let's have one plan directing our regional transit, not many. Let's
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make 147 and all of 540 without tolls. Thank you.
Moderator: Thank you, Mr. McDowell. We have Ben Skaggs and Marc Hollander.

Ben Skaggs: I'm Ben Skaggs. I'm the Director of Administration at EPA here in Research
Triangle Park, and this is Marc Hollander, the Chief Executive Officer of the National Institute of
Environmental Health and Science. We represent the owners of EPA and NIEHS here in the
Park. and we will be submitting joint comments, both tonight and in writing. First, I want to say
we appreciate the opportunity to speak at this venue about the proposed project, and from my
perspective, the first thing I want to do is be clear about the EPA role in this, as you alluded to,
and the role the EPA-RTP plays in this process. EPA is involved in reviewing the Environmental
Assessments from regulatory perspective, and that review is handled by EPA's Atlanta office for
all projects in the State of North Carolina, regardless of whether EPA is attending them or not.
As a landowner in RTP, our portion of EPA, the portion that I represent tonight, is going to make
comment, together with NIEHS, on the impact of the project as it relates to our localized
operations — Just as I hope our private sector neighbors in the Park will do.

That being said, as a local entity, EPA-RTP and NIEHS has a wealth of technical folks that we
will be engaging to make comments on the EA, and we look forward to submitting those
comments to you in writing by the deadline of April g™,

Here is preview of what those comments will entertain:

First, mitigating access impacts that the project is going to have on our campus, primarily related
to the loss of the spur at the end of the Durham Freeway, which serves to bring employees to
what is today our primary entrance off of Alexander Drive. Once the spur is removed, we
anticipate the traffic patterns are going to shift from that entrance to our Hopson Road gate. We
appreciate the relationship that we have had with NCTA and NCDOT in working with us to
maximize the efficiency of that gate through maintenance of a full movement intersection and for
a traffic signal paid for by NCTA following a traffic load evaluation. Our concern in this area
center around two things — safety for our employees and convenience for our employees and
visitors, including the Triangle Transit van pools and buses that service our campus.

The second area of concern surrounds mitigating noise, emission, and other impacts, both during
construction and long-term for the east side of of our First Environments Early Learning Center,
also previously mentioned. It would be our closest occupied structure to the roadway, and again
we've been pleased to date with the level of engagement we have had with NCTA and NCDOT in
discussing this issue and looking at a possible solution.

The third area relates to finding a mechanism to continue to work collaboratively with NCTA and
NCDOT to address the concerns I've mentioned above. One of the things we're concerned about
is the design-build contract that is being proposed. Having had experience with design-build
arrangements, we are concerned that the fluid nature of these contracts, which are chosen in part
to increase the speed with which work is accomplished may fail to capture or honor our
agreements or afford us the opportunity to remain actively engaged in a meaningful way as the
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work moves forward. And our written comments will provide ideas about concrete ways to
formalize these arrangements within the design-build framework.

In closing, as an active member of the owners and tenants group in the Research Triangle Park,
we recognize the benefits this project can bring to the broader community. But we also
understand the quite real concerns that you are going to hear. Are there aspects of this project
about which we are concerned? You bet. You've heard a few and you'll get more in our
comments. Do I wish we were having a similar conversation around improving mass transit to
help solve some of our transportation challenges. You bet, I wish we were. However, given the
approach that we as a state and regional community have decided to take, we remain convinced
that the only way to address our mutual concerns is to move forward together. We appreciate the
opportunity that you have afforded us to do that. Thank you.

Moderator:  Thank you very much, Mr. Skaggs, Mr. Hollander. Rick Weddle?

Rick Weddle: Thank you. My name is Rick Weddle. I'm President of the Research Triangle
Foundation, the owner and developer of Research Triangle Park. I'm a resident of Cary and our
offices are at 12 Davis Drive in RTP. I would like to make my comments in four main areas if [
could, and I will try to be brief because we have a long list of folks to be here tonight.

First of all, the north-south freeway in the general location of the proposed Triangle Parkway
has, as noted in the previous presentation, been in the plans for RTP since 1958 and in our first
master plan since 1960. Triangle Parkway is part of the overall transportation plan and
transportation system which has been planned by DCAC, CAMPO, and NCDOT and was
identified in the 1-40 Congestion Management Study to provide relief for the heavily traveled
section of I-40 between 1-540 and NC 147. Thirdly, over the past 50 years, the Foundation has
reserved the right of way for Triangle Parkway, and we do believe this construction will help
connect the Park and the Park's companies to nearby communities in a way that's important for
overall mobility within the Triangle. Fourth, we believe that, while perhaps not the best way to
approach funding the project, tolling, indeed, is the most expeditious way to achieve the
development and implementation of this very important project within a reasonable time period.

To these points, we entertain a dialog and conversation with the owners and tenants within the
Research Triangle Park, and we recognize that there are always pros and cons for major
infrastructure projects. We asked the companies to send us their concerns, and the comments we
have received from all companies range from no concerns to very specific site concerns to
general concerns about diminished access on T. W. Alexander and Kit Creek Road. We
understand that these will be prepared or presented in writing in the overall comments section.

We encourage the Turnpike Authority to work with us and work with the companies in RTP to
address these issues which have arisen in the detail design so that the positive aspects of the
facility are not lost because of a few unmitigated negatives. And we at the Foundation are
willing to entertain the opportunity to participate in that dialog. This has be a long awaited,
much planned, and badly needed public infrastructure project. From our perspective, while there
are issues and concerns that have arisen to the detail design, we do believe the overall public
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benefit outweighs the negative impacts, and, therefore, we fully support the timely construction
of Triangle Parkway as the Turnpike says, a tolling facility in North Carolina. Thank you very
much.

Moderator: Thank you, Mr. Weddle. If any of you would like to leave your comments with us, it
would be most appreciated and useful. Ms. Mitchell-Sinclair?

Racine Mitchell-Sinclair: Good evening. My name is Racine Mitchel-Sinclair, and I'm the 2000
Chair of the Regional Transportation Alliance. Thank you for giving us an opportunity this
evening to speak. The Regional Transportation Alliance business leadership group has been a
strong supporter of the Triangle Parkway for several years. We applaud the Research Triangle
Park for reserving the right of way for nearly 50 years for this important project. In this climate
of double digit construction costs and inflation, toll roads remain a very valid way to dedicate
revenues to completing a specific major project such as the Triangle Parkway and, indeed, the
entire Triangle expressway corridor. We look forward to the congestion relief that this new
turnpike freeway promises Durham and Wake Counties, particularly in conjunction with the
proposed Durham East End Connector. On behalf of more than 100 members in 22 member
Chambers of Commerces in nine counties in the extended Triangle region that belong to the
Regional Transportation Alliance, we salute the Turnpike Authority for agreeing to advance the
construction of this roadway by designing as a turnpike route, and fully support its efforts.
Thank you.

Moderator: Thank you. Let me elaborate just a little bit about the Durham East End Connector,
which is a project that's in the planning stages that's underway that's up there; well it's on the map
that fell to the floor. That will be a controlled access facility from NC 147 over to US 70. Plans
are for sometime in the future to make US 70 a controlled access facility up to I-85. So, there
will be controlled access eventually from I-40 south to I-85 in Durham. So, this is all a part of
the regional concept. We have someone from the Durham Chamber, Ted Conner. Yes sir.

Ted Conner: Well, good evening. My name is Ted Conner. I'm Vice-President of the
Economic Development with the Durham Chamber of Commerce, and I appreciate the
opportunity to come forth and speak this evening.

I just want to say, first off, that we are really pleased that Durham is the home to Research
Triangle Park, and we applaud the Park and actually many of the private developers that over the
years have reserved critical pieces of the right of way for the past 50 years to allow this project to
move forward. Our Chamber approved in 2004 a resolution to support the Triangle Parkway.
The need for the Parkway has certainly not gone away since that time, and we are excited about
the prospect of the imminent completion of the turnpike. I might add that nobody would like to
pay extra money to drive on the road. We wish there were funds out there to build the road, but,
alas, there are not. Thus a toll is really the only way to get this road built somewhere in my
lifetime, which I hope will be a long one.

The Triangle Parkway will provide a new route to RTP that complements other road projects that
are currently in the row, whether it be the widening of Davis Drive, the widening of NC 55, and
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other roads that currently will be expanded. And the Parkway will also take really needed
pressure off [-40. Anybody who drives [-40, you can feel that pressure, and the congestion also
creates a lot of side effects like air pollution and other types of issues. Coupled in Durham with
the critically important East End Connector, as well as another project that's on our TIP which is
the widening improvement of US 70, this road will really serve to generate or create a real
smooth flow of uncongested traffic to Research Triangle Park.

Now, go back to Research Triangle Park because as the region's grown tremendously, and will
grow tremendously in the future, RTP is still the heart of our economy, and we have to support it
as strongly as possible. Thus we salute the Turnpike Authority for agreeing to advance the
needed construction of this roadway, and we support its efforts. And we look forward also, |
might add, to a collaborative planning process where the needs of the community and the needs
of businesses are met along with the needs for the road. We certainly look forward to
congestion relief, and we look forward to the turnpike freeway promise to what this new road
promises for Durham and the Triangle. Once again, it supports our economy tremendously
today, as well as in the future. While once again I would like to say I wish there were money out
there growing on trees that we would not have to use tolls, I agree with Rick that tolls are about
the only way to expeditiously build this facility, and we look forward to the completion. Thank
you.

Moderator:  Thank you, Mr. Conner. Drew Moretz.

Drew Moretz: Thank you. My name is Drew Moretz. I'm the Vice-President of
Government Affairs for the Raleigh Chamber of Commerce, and like the Durham Chamber, we
too supported this project and passed a resolution for support back in 2004. The need to
complete this project has not gone away and, again, this two years, I mean three years ago, and
we're talking about an increased population growth. Certainly in Wake County we're seeing
explosive growth in municipalities, as well as the county, and we do applaud the Park for
reserving the right of way for this project as others have stated. What we hear from DOT is that
this project would not have been completed until 2030 if it were not for the tolls. We see a $65
billion gap between needs and anticipated revenues. There is really no way to dig our way out of
this hole other than to look at creative ways to improve our infrastructure, and tolling is used
nationwide. In Texas, one of our competitors for jobs, they are using toll roads right and left. So
as we work to remain economically competitive and as we work to address our congestion and
infrastructure challenges, we do thank the Turnpike Authority for considering our project in this
region and improving it. Again, from the information we got, 2030 is the earliest open date on
this project if it were not for tolls. So we do appreciate the expedition of this project, and I
appreciate all the partnerships we have established from this process. Thank you.

Moderator:  Thank you, Mr. Moretz. Gary Bird.
Gary Bird:  Thank you for the opportunity. My name is Gary Bird, and I represent the First
Environments Early Learning Center, the parents there, and as a concerned citizen and also a

very concerned parent that the best interests of this childcare enter have not been served by the
Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.
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My child attends this childcare center. It's home to181 children that range in ages from six
weeks to 5-6 years old. It's also home to 48 teachers and staff, operating ten hours each
weekday, 7:30 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.

The overriding concern here is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the
childcare classrooms and play areas, and has enormous potential for significantly impacting
health. Notable effects can include an increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed,
portions of our child population already suffer from these symptoms, and this would be
exacerbated by the roadway.

So in regard to the Environmental Assessment in addressing these concerns, it is basically
unacceptable; it is not rigorous. With regard to the noise mitigation which we have heard about,
the language that's used in this report has been vague and non-committal.

In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory
issues, the EA is grossly inadequate, verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality
section portray a “can't do anything” mentality that, frankly, is blinkered.

It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health
impact on vulnerable populations, young children being chief among them. In April of last year,
I provided the Turnpike Authority Board a summary of such studies to make them clearly aware
of these impacts. I note that they sighted a Lancet paper in this EA that emphasizes the
deleterious effects poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, that same paper
emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, not
regional air impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA and probably highlights the
inadequacy of the EA process.

Further, a Federal Highways memorandum advises on when and how to analyze air toxicants,
particularly for projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this
category are projects that are to be located in proximity to vulnerable populations. The child care
center is just such a population, and the memorandum states that the road project should be more
rigorously assessed for impacts. Again, the advice is not heeded in this EA and probably
highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement wasn't undertaken for the Triangle
Parkway from the start. Federal Highway regulations state that a highway project normally
requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new location and is a new controlled
access.

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public and the children of
this childcare center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment,
and that the Turnpike Authority and Federal Highways be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement. A child's health must be a priority here, and the Triangle
Parkway should be no exception.
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I submit in addition to this some of the comments from approximately 110 parents who also
petition, directing that an EIS be undertaken with more that 200 signatures. And I thank you.

Moderator:  Thank you, Mr. Bird. Jill McClintock.

Jill McClintock: Hello. I'm a little taller. I'm Jill McClintock. I'm an employee at the
Environmental Protection Agency, where I've worked for 17 years. I'm a former elected official
from Chapel Hill. Overall, I find the stated rationale for the Triangle Parkway highway
inadequate to overcome the significant impacts on employees and their children in RTP.

Most important, building this toll road poses an environmental risk to the EPA Child Care

Center, a risk that has not been significantly quantified by this Environmental Assessment. There
are immediate risks, as well as long-term, indirect, and cumulative health risks, posed by this
highway. As Gary, Dr. Bird, just said, the Child Care Center houses 32 infants every weekday
who will be exposed to eight hours a day of increased levels of air toxic pollutants. Ten to 15
children are currently treated for respiratory illness. Why are many parents and employees
concerned? Because 90 percent of the total air toxics cancer risk is from mobile sources. That
means cars and vehicles on highways.

The 2004 statement on air pollution by the American Academy of Pediatrics states, “siting of
school and child care facilities should include consideration of proximity to roads with heavy
traffic and other sources of air pollution.” I have some extensive written comments here that I
won't go into detail now, but they focus on air toxicants analysis that was done in the
Environmental Assessment and the need to do two additional analyses which would include
populations that should be considered that include children in the EPA day care center.

I think another interesting concern that's a little different is the environmental justice one. This
project will restrict access to a publicly funded facility based on one's ability to pay. Providing a
benefit to only those who can afford a toll road raises environmental justice issues. While
electronic tolling is popular, it generally requires a credit card to set up an account. Many
members of EJ communities do not have access to credit cards.

The one-billion dollar shortfall over the next 40 years actually could be spent much better on
personal mobility projects instead of focusing on vehicular mobility. The previous speakers
implied that this project has a sense of inevitability about it and that the Foundation is to be
applauded for preserving this right of way over the years. But in fact, roads don't get built unless
they get on the Triangle implementation planning, the TIP. And it wasn't until the Turnpike
Authority went to the MPO's and said “we can build you a road basically which you don't have
to spend money for” that this expressway was put on planning.

Finally, I would like to close by saying that I agree with Dr. Bird that it is baffling why an EIS
was not undertaken for this Parkway from the start. The FHWA's own regulations state that a

highway project of four or more lanes on a new location warrants it.

And finally, a child's health must be a priority when planning a roadway, and this highway is no
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exception. Thank you.
Moderator:  Thank you. Thank you, Ms. McClintock. Bill Jirles.

Bill Jirles: I'm Bill Jirles. I'm the president of the American Federation of Government
Employees, Local 2923. The American Federation of Government Employees, Local 2923
represents more than 200 federal workers in the RTP area.

We're concerned about the route of this imminent turnpike in RTP. Our concerns are the money
that the employees will have to spend every day going to and from work, the removal of the
NC 147 spur, the increased congestion along NC 147 and 1-40, and, most importantly, the
adverse health effects it may have on the children at the child care center located on the EPA
campus. This roadway will come close to the First Environments Early Learning Center, which
is a childcare facility which hosts infants and children up to age six. There's no doubt that the
turnpike will increase and exacerbate health risks from the extra air and noise pollution, along
with environmental toxicity due to this turnpike.

As a parent and president of AFGE, Local 2923, I am greatly troubled by the route of this
turnpike. Noise pollution, not withstanding, scientific studies support that exposure of young
children, particularly both during construction of the turnpike and when in normal use, will very
likely have an adverse effect on their health. This is a health and safety issue.

The federal employees I have talked to regarding this turnpike are furious that the plan is being
put into place, not only for the above mentioned issues, but also because the Environmental
Assessment that is being conducted is not adequate for the site of this road.

Despite any suggestions that this project has been planned for decades, it does not eliminate the
dangers and problems involved. More information and time often change plans. Now is the time
to change the plans for this roadway. The American Federation of Government Employees,
Local 2923, strongly encourages you to consider every mitigating strategy that will lessen the
impact on the First Environments Early Learning Center. In addition, we beseech you to conduct
the proper type of environmental impact assessment and consider alternatives to reduce the
impact upon federal employees who must use this road to work everyday. Thank you.

Moderator:  Thank you, Mr. Jirles. Silvia Saracco.

Silvia Saracco: Good evening. My name is Silvia Saracco. I'm the President of the EPA -
AFGE, American Federation of Government Employees. We represent approximately 1000
employees at Research Triangle Park, and we come before you, first off to thank you for having
the public meeting, but to also let you know some of the concerns we've been hearing from the
employees. Our employees who have children at First Environments Learning Center, the
daycare on-site, are very upset. Their children will now be exposed to the issue of toxins that
hadn't been there when the building was built, and, hopefully, we can look at a way of
minimizing this process here and the effects on the children. Also, the employees on campus are
concerned about the closing of the spur 147, the spur which the majority of our employees take
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into our main entrance on Alexander Drive, which we now understand that the main entrance
will be on Hopson Road, which will force employees to take the turnpike. And we have a lot of
independent employees, as most of the other business owners have out there — they'll find other
ways so they won't have to pay the toll. It comes down to economics. Where we find, as we've
heard from the employees, that instead, when they come from Orange County or northern
Durham, they're going to get off sooner on exits onto Highway 55, Alexander Drive over by
another Park resident, Glaxo-Smith-Cline, You're going to have a lot more traffic coming into
the Park. You need to address these concerns with the North Carolina Turnpike Authority
representatives and certainly need to look at this, fellows.

We are also very concerned about the statements we've heard tonight about an Environmental
Assessment being done instead of an Environmental Impact Statement. We don't understand
how the Turnpike Authority can do that. We would hope that the legislators, as well as the
different bodies of government in the surrounding counties, will look into this issue on their
behalf, because our employees would like that. So I appreciate the time to make these statements
and ask you please to look at these issues again and come back to us and tell us what you're
thinking. We don't want to find out about it as ground is being broken. Thank you.

Moderator:  Thank you, Ms. Saracco. Esther Dunnegan.

Esther Dunnegan: Thank you for allowing us to speak this evening. I live at 6608 Kit Creek
Road in Morrisville, and I have two concerns. One is with the connector of Kit Creek which is
also part of this project, and the second is with the toll itself.

My concern with Kit Creek is that this is being connected to honor a commitment to the Town of
Morrisville, and my concern is that the Town approved a major development on that connector
road with a park, a recreation center, one lone street at 25 mph, a clubhouse smack in the middle
of this connecting road that you are proposing to build and will propose up to 20 thousand trips a
day. I think that this is a disservice to residents who have just moved into this area, many of
them who will be working in the Park, to put that kind of traffic right in the middle of a
residential development. I've always been opposed to major highways coming into residential
developments, be they rental, town homes, or single home developments. I think it shows that
the Town of Morrisville is operating by the seat of their pants and currently have not given any
consideration of the traffic patterns in the northern part of the town. I feel this is unsafe for
residents as currently planned, not to mention that it adversely impacts my property and the
house that we live in and where we call home and have lived there for over 30 years. It will
disappear. Not only will it impact my property, it will impact property in my family that has
been there for over five generations, and I feel we have given enough to this project.

Over four years ago, we heard from the planner from the Town of Morrisville that this road
would come smack in the middle of my kitchen and that I should not plan for anything. At the
time, there was no development there. There was no site plan for Kit Creek development, and
our proposal was that this road be moved further north to connect, and this was long before
anything came beside me in the infrastructure highways.
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So how can we best accommodate the Town of Morrisville, accommodate the agreement
between the Department of Transportation and Morrisville to connect this, and to also honor the
residents who live there, assuming they would rather be closer and have access to the Park, I
think there can be a connector, but I think it can be a walking connector. People could walk. I
think we could go green. We need to look at that and see if we can't build that connector for
residents in that area to get to Davis Drive, and from there, if they need to pick up public
transportation, they could do so. I think that's one way to honor that.

I also feel that for tolls, I've heard that tolls are created. They are not created. I think that they
are rather archaic. I think we are looking at a 20" century fix for a 21" century problem, and I
think as we look at the development of this, we need not to look at cars per se, but how can we
improve mass transportation, public transportation. We proposed to do (inaudible) in the 80's, to
put a rail along [-40 when they were building that road. We were told that this is (inaudible) a
community of (inaudible). We were told that the population didn't warrant it, and that the traffic
didn't warrant it. Well, go figure. It's here now, so I think when we are planning, we need to
project beyond the 20 or 30 years we are looking at. We really need to build for the 21* century,
and building a toll road is not a 21% century solution to a current problem that we have. Thank
you.

Moderator:  Thank you for your comments, Ms. Dunnegan. Sarah Broome.

Sarah Broome: I live in Parkwood, near Parkwood community, just down the road from
here and like most in Parkwood, I use my free access to [-40 and Durham Freeway to get to work
each day on the existing, already paid for 147/Alexander spur. Your proposal to close this
connector presents two problems for me. One, it diverts myself, my neighbors, and all of
Durham residents currently commuting into this section of the park on a long trip to get there.
Instead of giving us improved commuter mobility, it will disconnect us from our ability to work
and go home.

The second problem I have is by bait and switching a project from the freeway from Durham and
south Wake to a tollway, you'll encourage traffic to flood the local streets, creating congestion.
Toll roads are not accessible roads. I use these words to demonstrate how this project does not
meet its goals. The case for toll roads is based on the need to keep up with birth rates. This
project with tolls is expected to be completed by 2010, yet your own flyer states that congestion
does not start until around 2030. We have time, there seems there is time to build in the same
fashion that the other roads are built in Raleigh. I urge you to tackle the issue of the Triangle
Parkway with more thought. Do not go back on your word for a freeway for all. Do not
discriminate against Durham residents and employers. Do not eliminate the access we already
have. Maintain free access to [-40, either by the existing Alexander connector or by eliminating
the toll at Hopson to 147.

Moderator:  Thank you, Ms. Broome. Greg Northcuff.

Greg Northcuff: Good evening. I'm Greg Northcuff. I'm the Director of Capital
Development for the Triangle Transit, and on behalf of David King, the Triangle Transit General
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Manager, I would like to thank the North Carolina Turnpike Authority for the opportunity to
speak at this public hearing and offer the Triangle Transit's support for this very important
transportation initiative.

The Triangle Transit supports the construction of the Triangle Parkway as we believe this is one
of the first critical steps to a region-wide transportation plan, and will meet mobility challenges
that lie ahead. It will not only accommodate the expected growth in traffic volumes, but it will
also afford our transit customers with the possibility of toll free transit operations, a tangible
incentive in time and money for those who choose to ride transit. Triangle Transit supports the
Triangle Parkway and hope the region will support it too. Thank you.

Moderator:  Thank you, Mr. Northcuff. Marcie Tolley.

Marcie Tolley: I'm not a public speaker, and I didn't come prepared with notes or anything
to give a speech tonight, but I came to the question and answer thing earlier, and I just feel I have
to reiterate the reason I am here.

I work in the Phoenix, and we're a company on Alexander Drive, as are most of you, and I want
to reiterate one of the ladies' comments before me. I am not here to talk about the tollway. I'm
here to talk about an existing road that they want to close, and I don't come from Durham. I
come from Raleigh, as well as 20 to 30 thousand other commuters on 1-40 into RTP daily. And
my time is valuable to me, and anything that is already there that they can't find or work a way to
keep an open exit open, to me it's just unacceptable, and I think they need to find an engineer to
make it workable. By adding ten to 30 minutes commute to go onto already congested roads
because you are taking one exit away is just wrong. It's just plain wrong, and I don't care if it's
just ten minutes a day, it's probably going to be an hour a day because you're dumping at least 20
to 30 thousand people onto other accesses that weren't meant to be primary accesses off of [-40
from Raleigh, and there are just as many people coming into RTP from Raleigh as there are
coming from the Apex/Cary way. And to accommodate all those thousands and then throw it
back into the mix, an extra congestion for the people who already had a workable exit, it's just
wrong, and I just think that should be said again. Thank you.

Moderator:  Thank you, Ms. Tolley. Dan Dzamba.

Dan Dzamba: My name is Dan Dzamba. I'm representing the Morrisville Chamber of
Commerce this evening and the Board. Four years ago, the Morrisville Chamber of Commerce
supported the Triangle Parkway. We continue to do that. In the intervening four years,
Morrisville has seen tremendous growth as many of you know, not only in our indigenous
population, but in our commuter traffic. Over 40 thousand people will come through Morrisville
each day, and of course in the intervening four years, the State has been very active in recruiting
companies for employment purposes in Wake County, and of course Lenovo was one of the
bigger companies that was recruited. You know, of course, now it's building not just one, but two
additional buildings and more opportunities for growth and employment, which is great.
However, Morrisville is really hemmed in on all sides by state freeways, and we need some
alternative, and we believe the Triangle Parkway will be very, very helpful. I might also add just
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one other point. There's been a lot of comments this evening about the childcare, and I'm a
parent of a child as well. Not at that facility, but [ would like to think that instead of just nixing
the road, there might be a way to provide funds to relocate it or build some kind of capability for
the childcare to provide that safety. I noticed somewhere in your project information about
relocating two residences and businesses, and maybe this business should be included as a part of
that study. Thank you.

Moderator:  Thank you, Mr. Dzamba. Rita Ballentine.

Rita Ballentine: Good evening. My name is Rita Ballentine, and I live at 6814 Kit Creek
Road, Morrisville, North Carolina, and I just had something to add to what Ms. Esther Dunnegan
has already said here. She has already given most of my concerns in her earlier presentation.

But two things — I am opposed to the toll road for Triangle Parkway and also opposed to the
reconnection of Kit Creek Road, as proposed on the map. There are other alternatives, One
thing — we're looking at a safety issue, especially going through a subdivision, and we're taking
about 20 thousand cars per day going through a subdivision with children playing in those areas.
That is one reason that I am opposed to the reconnection, but not only that — that toll road is
going to have people looking for alternatives, and Kit Creek, if reconnected, would be an
alternative for people not paying tolls. And that is another reason that I oppose that as well. And
also, if the commitment has been made to the Town of Morrisville to reconnect that road, it can
be done without affecting any homeowners or property owners in the area by using the existing
Kit Creek route to connect. And I've heard a lot say that it will be more money, but if we look at
the money that the North Carolina Department of Transportation has wasted, as a matter of fact
20 million dollars plus on roads that were not done correctly, and the mismanagement of funds in
other things, there are ways they can take just a little more amount of money and find a way to
do this without affecting any homeowners or businesses. Thank you.

Moderator:  Thank you, Ms. Ballentine. James Dorff. Okay. Jeff Carter.

Jeff Carter: I thank you for the opportunity to come here and express opinions and get
information. I'm a recent resident of the area, only about six weeks, so I don't have the same
vested interest in the history of the neighborhood as everybody else. I live in the Kit Creek
neighborhood, and I do have a real concern for safety in that neighborhood, and having lived in
neighborhoods where there is a lot of pass through traffic. So questions I have yet — how many
lanes of traffic each way will be put through and, again, with the way that subdivision is laid out,
I still wonder how that's going to be managed safely. What percentage of this projected traffic is
going to be due to that same subdivision and its development, and what percentage will be due to
the outside community passing through? I haven't heard any clarity about that. Beyond that, if
that connection is made and it becomes an even greater pass through area, the connection for
Church Road and 54, I'd consider not to be well planned by the engineers here but must have
happened along years of time. That seems an intrinsically unsafe intersection, and if we start
putting more traffic through there, I fear there will be more risk to human health and life. As
well, I'm not sure if Church Street is really ideally set to handle traffic. I've heard rumors of Wal-
Mart coming in on 54, and that could move traffic through this subdivision on that road. So I'm
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not here really to express an opinion so much as just to try and figure out what's going on and to
thank you for the time.

Moderator:  Thank you, Mr. Carter. If you'll see one of these gentlemen here afterwards, I
think they might can elaborate a little bit more on that. There are some other projects underway
as well. Ted Conner, I think has already spoken. Okay. That concludes comments from those
who signed up earlier. At this time, I will open the floor up to those who wish to make additional
comments. Again, if you will, come to our microphone and state your name for the record and
abide by the three minute time limit. Yes sir.

Craig Alexander: My name is Craig Alexander, and I live in Parkwood Subdivision, and I
believe one of the ladies mentioned that there are people who are subcontractors of some of these
major employers, who may not necessarily make over $80,000 per year, as some people do— they
would be some of the people avoiding that toll road. And one of the concerns I do have is I'm
really not thrilled with tolls, and the people I talk to who live in Cary are not thrilled with tolls
either.

I do have a major concern with the closing of 147 spur without widening T.W. Alexander
between 54 and UNC-TV. It's going to make that alternate route extremely tight because it's only
two lanes. But the bridge is already there to make it four lanes, and I would recommend
considering the plans on widening that. This had not been addressed. I'm not sure how close
that is on the playing board, but if it takes as long as it did to do T.W. Alexander between Miami
and 147, you'd better start soon. Thank you.

Moderator: Thank you, Mr. Alexander. Do we have others?

William Newby: My name is William Newby. I, too, represent people who work here in the
Park, and I'm the Union Historian with the American Federation of Government Employees.

I've heard a lot of concern from our employees is about the health and safety of the children in
the daycare facility, and I don't think everything has been considered with regard to a significant
impact. I realize you guys have to issue a document stating that there is no significant impact,
which I could argue with at this point. If you are going to do a significant impact study, I think
you should take under consideration those concerns of the children daycare and those concerns
that the parents have expressed.

With regard to NC 147 spur, [ wish you could revisit that issue to see if there is some way to
allow egress from NC 147 on Alexander Drive. As the gentleman previous to me stated, I don't
think that Alexander Drive could withstand the traffic that's going to be generated by people
coming in from the northern part of the county and from the City of Durham.

Also, the traffic increase that you're going to experience on Hwy 54 and Hwy 55 exit from [-40

is going to be an untenable situation, so I wish you would consider some of these things before
you issue a statement of no significant impact. That concludes my comments.
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Moderator:  Thank you, sir. Do we have others who wish to make comments for the record at
this time? OK, so again, you may submit written comments by April 8. Yes, ma'm?

Julie McClintock (from the audience): I had a quick question. You know what would be so
helpful would be if your engineers could make a map which would show, for example, the areas
concerned, not just the roads. It would be so helpful to be able to see, for example I'm concerned
about the EPA area — have a map of EPA, the proposed highway, and then Alexander Drive. It's
so hard to get a picture of what's actually happening there ..... (inaudible)

Moderator:  Okay, [ understand. Okay, thank you, Ms. McClintock. Again, you may submit
written comments by April 8. If you have additional questions, I know Mr. Carter had some, our

folks will be here afterwards. With that, I thank you very much for your participation and your
decorum. I will close the hearing.
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NC Turnpike Authority: STIP Project No. U-4763B

Petition to oppose the construction of Triangle Parkway in proximity to
a Childcare Center (FEELC)

We, the undersigned, formally express our opposition to construction of the Triangle Parkway in
close proximity (3501i) of First Environments Early Learning childcare center. These
children will be exposed to air toxicants 10 hours a day for approximately 248 days (or
2480 hours) per year at the childcare center. The regional air toxics analysis in the
curtent Environmental Assessment is inadequate because it does not directly address how
the proximity of the road will significantly increase the exposure of children to localized
air toxicants.

Because of the danger of the proposed toll road having significant health effects on
children, we petition the NC Turnpike Authority to immediately halt plans for
constructing the Triangle Parkway until a more rigorous Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) is performed.
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NC Turnpike Authority: STIP Project No. U-4763B

Petition to oppose the construction of Triangle Parkway in proximity to.
a Childcare Center (FEELC)

We, the undersigned, formally express our opposition to construction of the Triangle Parkway in
close proximity (3501t) of First Environments Early Learning childcare center. These
children will be exposed to air toxicants 10 hours a day for approximately 248 days (or
2480 hours) per year at the childcare center. The regional air toxics analysis in the
current Environmental Assessment is inadequate because it does not directly address how
the proximity of the road will significantly increase the exposure of children to localized
air toxicants.

Because of the danger of the proposed toll road having significant health effects on
children, we petition the NC Turnpike Authority to immediately halt plans for
constructing the Triangle Parkway until a more rigorous Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) is performed.
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NC Turnpike Authority: STIP Project No.‘ U-47638B

Petition to oppose the construction of Triangle Parkway in proximity to
' a Childcare Center (FEELC)

We, the undersigned, formally express our opposition to construction of the Triangle Parkway in
close proximity (350ft) of First Environments Early Learning childcare center. These
children will be exposed to air toxicants 10 hours a day for approximately 248 days (or
2480 hours) per year at the childcare center. The regional air toxics analysis in the »
current Environmental Assessment is inadequate because it does not directly address how
the proximity of the road will significantly increase the exposure of children to localized
air toxicants.

Because of the danger of the proposed toll road having significant health effects on
children, we petition the NC Turnpike Authority to immediately halt plans for
constructing the Triangle Parkway until a more rigorous Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) is performed.
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NC Turnpike Authority: STIP Project No. U-4763B

Petition to oppose the construction of Triangle Parkway in proximity to
: a Childcare Center (FEELC)

We, the undersigned, formally express our opposition to construction of the Triangle Parkway in
- close proximity (3501t) of First Environments Early Learning childcare center. These
children will be exposed to air toxicants 10 hours a day for approximately 248 days (or
2480 hours) per year at the childcare center. The regional air toxics analysis in the
current Environmental Assessment is inadequate because it does not directly address how

the proximity of the road will significantly increase the exposure of ch11d1 en to localized
air toxicants.

Because of the danger of the proposed toll road having significant health effects on
children, we petition the NC Turnpike Authority to immediately halt plans for
constructing the Triangle Parkway until a more rigorous Environmental Impact
Statement (EES) is performed.
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NC Turnpike Authority: STIP Project No. U-4763B

Petitioh to oppose the construction of Triangle Parkway in proximity to
a Childcare Center (FEELC)

We, the undersigned, formally express our opposition to construction of the Triangle Parkway in
close proximity (350ft) of First Environments Early Learning childcare center. These
children will be exposed to air toxicants 10 hours a day for approximately 248 days (or
2480 hours) per year at the childcare center. The regional air toxics analysis in the
current Environmental Assessment is inadequate because it does not directly address how
the proximity of the road will significantly increase the exposure of children to localized
air toxicants.

Because of the danger of the proposed toll road having significant health effects on
children, we petition the NC Turnpike Authority to immediately halt plans for
constructing the Triangle Parkway until a more rigorous Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) is performed. ‘ '
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NC Turnpike Authority: STIP Project No. U-4763B

Petition to oppose the construction of Triangle Parkway in proximity to
a Childcare Center (FEELC)

We, the undersigned, formally express our opposition to construction of the Triangle Parkway in
close proximity (350£t) of First Environments Early Learning childcare center. These
children will be exposed to air toxicants 10 hours a day for approximately 248 days (or
2480 hours) per year at the childcare center.  The regional air toxics analysis in the
current Environmental Assessment is inadequate because it does not directly address how
the proximity of the road will significantly increase the exposure of children to localized
air toxicants.

Because of the danger of the proposed toll road having significant health effects on
children, we petition the NC Turnpike Authority to immediately halt plans for
constructing the Triangle Parkway until a more rigorous Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) is performed.
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NC Turnpike Authority: STIP Project No. U-4763B

Petition to oppose the construction of Triangle Parkway in proximity to
a Childcare Center (FEELC)

We, the undersigned, formally express our opposition to construction of the Triangle Parkway in
close proximity (3501t) of First Environments Early Learning childcare center. These
children will be exposed to air toxicants 10 hours a day for approximately 248 days (or
2480 hours) per year at the childcare center. The regional air toxics analysis in the
current Environmental Assessment is inadequate because it does not directly address how
the proximity of the road will significantly increase the exposure of children to localized
air toxicants.

Because of the danger of the proposed toll road having significant health effects on
children, we petition the NC Turnpike Authority to immediately halt plans for
constructing the Triangle Parkway until a more rigorous Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) is performed.

NAME ' ' ADDRESS

) 2 Purters [Hen Pl Wrham we 27203
Mini_ Bl 1809 CATTEBRG o OPEY- 275Y5.
lon (i hmons ey meﬂeu et Dorhan, 23%05
Elaine. A. Gaoy, 30034 Vi Haow Fawle Dw (Chepe Wl 29517
Moy Cocell ™ LOE Freeroed O Choel Il a75u
Jovitia G4 tdeanay Dr cmml Wil NC 27516
M Feris .0 Bow l‘?zz “Du—utw-« (NI ‘5@7'70”2,
Alison Schovzvan 211 l?_wamu lane Cam NC 21512,
ML ALLS py S07 TALLI0AkS . Odfa//M M 2770
PUUEHREL. tn e 220 Simes praddson. /Y, Hilpdowad, € 27275
Dekkd \omifre 2 LQ)[O‘{)”.L. Ct Darham AC 2912
Ctlﬂj Mo M= ) Hdmml CL Ca.w pve TINT

ﬁd;w_«»\.ﬂ Qe UBé‘g &gh&&‘ E‘def—" DLM(\JiC, ;ﬁ')UD

She V7 Thomgo— Awhe- YadA L[':’"@L-J kM—w\Ue,/!

. LY
m%—v 100 SC\"Cd'Daa T'r ?‘Aami Hay CN{'Z.;}’?%{L?
A% - [N .
- (a0 &m’axqu‘a w chopel ! N¢ 27510
v 20l Lovelal ,42» éﬂé,gzl Ve 2HIZ

%i qﬁz ;k' A 1238 Ltaks : Mo\r\'[_l/?u(’./ NG B0

C-45



NC Turnpike Authority: STIP Project No. U-4763B

Petition to oppose the construction of Triangle Parkway in proximity to
a Childcare Center (FEELC)

We, the undersigned, formally express our opposition to construction of the Triangle Parkway in

close proximity (3501t} of First Environments Barly Learning childcare center. These
children will be exposed to air toxicants 10 hours a day for approximately 248 days (or
2480 hours) per year at the childcare center. The regional air toxics analysis in the
cuirent Environmental Assessment is inadequate because it does not directly address how
the proximity of the road will significantly increase the exposure of ¢hildren to localized

air toxicants.

Because of the danger of the proposed toll road having significant health effects on
children, we petition the NC Turnpike Authority to immediately halt plans for
constructing the Triangle Parkway until a more rigorous Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) is performed.
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NC Turnpike Authority: STIP Project No. U-4763B

Petition to oppose the construction of Triangle Parkway in proximity to
: a Childcare Center (FEELC)

We, the undersigned, formally express our opposition to construction of the Triangle Parkway in
close proximity (350ft) of First Environments Early Learning childcare center. These
children will be exposed to air toxicants 10 hours a day for approximately 248 days (or
2480 hours) per year at the childcare center. The regional air toxics analysis in the -

- current Environmental Assessment is inadequate because it does not directly address how
the proximity of the road will significantly increase the exposure of children to localized
air toxicants,

Because of the danger of the proposed toll road having significant health effects on
children, we petition the NC Turnpike Authority to immediately halt plans for
constructing the Triangle Parkway until a more rigorous Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) is performed.
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NC Turnpike Authority: _ STIP Project No. U-4763B

Petition to oppose the construction of Triangte Parkway in proximity to
: a Childcare Center (FEELC)

We, the undersigned, formally express our opposition to construction of the Triangle Parkway in
close proximity (3501t) of First Environments Early Learning childcare center. These
children will be exposed to air toxicants 10 hours a day for approximately 248 days (or
2480 hours) per year at the childcare center. The regional air toxics analysis in the
current Environmental Assessment is inadequate because it does not directly address how
the proximity of the road will significantly increase the exposure of children to localized
air toxicants,

Because of the danger of the proposed toll road having significant health effects on
children, we petition the NC Turnpike Authority to immediately halt plans for
constructing the Tnangle Parkway until a more rigorous Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) is performed
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NC Turnpike Authority: STIP Project No, U-4763B

Petition to oppose the construction of Triangle Parkway in proximity to
a Childcare Center (FEELC)

We, the undersigned, formally express our opposition to construction of the Triangle Parkway in
close proximity (350£t) of First Environments Early Learning childcare center. These
children will be exposed to air toxicants 10 hours a day for approximately 248 days (or
2480 hours) per year at the childcare center. The regional air toxics analysis in the
curtent BEnvironmental Assessment is inadequate because it does not directly address how
the proximity of the road will significantly increase the exposure of children to localized
air toxicants.

Because of the danger of the proposed toll road having significant health effects on
children, we petition the NC Turnpike Authority to immediately halt plans for
constructing the Triangle Parkway until a more rigorous Environmental Impact .
Statement (EIS) is performed.
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NC Turnpike Authority: ' ' STIP Project No. U-4763B

Petition to oppose the construction of Triangle Parkway in proximity to
a Childcare Center (FEELC)

We, the undersigned, formally express our opposition to construction of the Triangle Parkway in
close proximity (350ft) of First Environments Early Learning childcare center. These
children will be exposed to air toxicants 10 hours a day for approximately 248 days (or
2480 hours) per year at the childcare center. The regional air toxics analysis in the
current Environmental Assessment is inadequate because it does not directly address how
the proximity of the road will significantly increase the exposure of children to localized
air toxicants.

Because of the danger of the proposed toll road having significant health effects on
children, we petition the NC Turnpike Authority to immediately halt plans for
constructing the Triangle Parkway until a more rigorous Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) is performed.
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NC Turnpike Authority: STIP Project No. U-4763B

Petition to oppose the construction of Triangle Parkway in proximity to
a Childcare Center (FEELC)

We, the undersigned, formally express our opposition to construction of the Triangle Parkway in
close proximity (3501t) of First Environments Early Learning childcare center. These
children will be exposed to air toxicants 10 hours a day for approximately 248 days (or
2480 hours) per year at the childcare center. The regional air toxics analysis in the
current Environmental Assessment is inadequate because it does not directly address how
the proximity of the road will significantly increase the exposure of children to localized
air toxicants.

Because of the danger of the proposed toll road having significant health effects on
children, we petition the NC Turnpike Authority to immediately halt plans for
constructing the Triangle Parkway until a more rigorous Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) is performed.
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NC Turnpike Authority: . } STIP Project No. U-4763B

Petition to oppose the construction of Triangle Parkway in proximity to
a Childcare Center (FEELC)

We, the undersigned, formally express our opposition to construction of the Triangle Parkway in
close proximity (3501ft) of First Environments Early Learning childcare center. These
children will be exposed to air toxicants 10 hours a day for approximately 248 days (or
2480 hours) per year at the childcare center. The regional air toxics analysis in the
current Environmental Assessment is inadequate because it does not directly address how
the proximity of the road will significantly increase the exposure of children to localized
air toxicants.

Because of the danger of the proposed toll road having significant health effects on
children, we petition the NC Turnpike Authority to immediately halt plans for
constructing the Triangle Parkway until a more rigorous Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) is performed. '
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NC Turnpike Authority: STIP Project No. U-4763B

Petition to oppose the construction of Triangle Parkway in proximity to a Childcare Center
(FEELC)

We, the undersigned, formally express our opposition to construction of the Triangle Parkway in close
proximity (350ft) of First Environments Early Learning childcare center. These children will be exposed to
air toxicants 10 hours a day for approximately 248 days (or 2480 hours) per year at the childcare center. The
regional air toxics analysis in the current Environmental Assessment is inadequate because it does not
directly address how the proximity of the road will significantly increase the exposure of children to localized
air toxicants.

Because of the danger of the proposed toll road having significant health effects on children, we petition the

NC Turnpike Authority to immediately halt plans for constructing the Triangle Parkway until a more rigorous
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is performed.
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NC Turnpike Authority: : STIP Project No. U-4763B

Petition to oppose the construction of Triangle Parkway in proxnmlty to
a Childcare Center (FEELC)

We, the undersigned, formally express our opposition to construction of the Triangle Parkway, in
close proximity (350ft) of First Environments Early Learning childcare center. These
children will be exposed to air toxicants 10 hours a day for approximately 248 days (or
2480 hours) per year at the childcare center. The regional air toxics analysis in the
current Environmental Assessment is inadequate because it does not directly address how
the proximity of the road will significantly increase the exposure of children to localized

" air toxicants.

Because of the danger of the proposed toll road having significant health effects on
children, we petition the NC Turnpike Authority to immediately halt plans for
constructing the Triangle Parkway until a more rigorous Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) is performed.
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NC Turnpike Authority: : STIP Project No. U-4763B

Petltlon to oppose the construction of Triangle Parkway in proximity to
a Childcare Center (FEELC)

We, the undersigned, formally express our opposition to construction of the Triangle Parkway in
close proximity (350ft) of First Environments Early Learning childcare center. These
children will be exposed to air toxicants 10 hours a day for approximately 248 days (or
2480 hours) per year at the childcare center. The regional air toxics analysis in the

current Environmental Assessment is inadequate because it does not directly address how
the proximity of the road will 51gn1ﬁcant1y increase the exposure of children to Iocahzed .
air toxicants.

Because of the danger of the proposed toll road having significant health effects on

children, we petition the NC Turnpike Authority to immediately halt plans for

constructing the Triangle Parkway until a more rigorous Environmental Impact
- Statement (EIS) is performed.
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NC Turnpike Authority: STIP Project No. U-4763B

Petition to oppose the construction of Triangle Parkway in proximity to
a Childcare Center (FEELC)

We, the undersigned, formally express our opposition to construction of the Triangle Parkway in
close proximity (350ft) of First Environments Early Learning childcare center. These
children will be exposed to air toxicants 10 hours a day for approximately 248 days (or
2480 hours) per year at the childcare center. The regional air toxics analysis in the '
current Environmental Assessment is inadequate because it does not directly address how
the proximity of the road will significantly increase the exposure of children to localized
air toxicants.

Because of the danger of the proposed toll road having significant health effects on
children, we petition the NC Turnpike Authority to immediately halt plans for
constructing the Triangle Parkway until a more rigorous Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) is performed. '
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NC Turnpike Authority: STIP Project No. U-4763B

Petition to oppose the construction of Triangle Parkway in proximity to
a Childcare Center (FEELC)

We, the undersigned, formally express our opposition to construction of the Triangle Parkway in
close proximity (350ft) of First Environments Early Learning childcare center. These
children will be exposed to air toxicants 10 hours a day for approximately 248 days (or
2480 hours) per year at the childcare center. The regional air toxics analysis in the
current Environmental Assessment is inadequate because it does not directly address how
the proximity of the road will significantly increase the exposure of children to localized
air toxicants.

Because of the danger of the proposed toll road having significant health effects on
children, we petition the NC Turnpike Authority to immediately halt plans for
constructing the Triangle Parkway until a more rigorous Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) is performed.
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NC Turﬁpike Authority: STIP Project No. U-4763B

Petition to oppose the construction of Triangle Parkway in proximity to
a Childcare Center (FEELC)

We, the undersigned, formally express our opposition to construction of the Triangle Parkway in
close proximity (350ft) of First Environments Early Learning childcare center. These
children will be exposed to air toxicants 10 hours a day for approximately 248 days (or
2480 hours) per year at the childcare center. The regional air toxics analysis in the
current Environmental Assessment is inadequate because it does not directly address how

the proximity of the road will significantly increase the exposure of children to localized
air toxicants.

Because of the danger of the proposed toll road having significant health effects on
children, we petition the NC Turnpike Authority to immediately halt plans for
constructing the Triangle Parkway until a more rigorous Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) is performed.
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NC Turnpike Authority: STIP Project No. U-4763B

Petition to oppose the construction of Triangle Parkway in proximity to
a Childcare Center (FEELC)

We, the undersigned, formally express our opposition to construction of the Triangle Parkway in
close proximity (350ft) of First Environments Early Learning childcare center. These
children will be exposed to air toxicants 10 hours a day for approximately 248 days (or
2480 hours) per year at the childcare center. The regional air toxics analysis in the

" current Environmental Assessment is inadequate because it does not directly address how
the proximity of the'road will significantly increase the exposure of children to localized
air toxicants. '

Because of the danger of the proposed toll road having significant health effects on
children, we petition the NC Turnpike Authority to immediately halt plans for
constructing the Triangle Parkway until a more rigorous Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) is performed.
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NC Tumpike Authority: STIP Project No. U-4763B

Petition to oppose the construction of Triangle Parkway in proximity to
' a Childcare Center (FEELC)

We, the under51g;ued, formally express our opposition to construction of the Triangle Parkway in
close proximity (3501t) of First Environments Early Learning childcare center. These
children will be exposed to air toxicants 10 hours a day for approximately 248 days (ar
2480 hours) per year at the childcare center., The regional air toxics analysis in the
current Environmental Assessment is inadequate because it does not directly address how

- the proximity of the road will significantly increase the exposure of children to localized
air toxicants. :

Because of the danger of the proposed toll road having significant health effects on
children, we petition the NC Tumpike Authority to immediately halt plans for
constructing the Triangle Parkway until a more rigorous Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) is performed.
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Return to Vickie Sandiford, C. 545L, by April 7
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NC Turnpike Authority: STIP Project No. U-4763B

Petition to oppose the construction of Triangle Parkway in proxnmty to
a Childcare Center (FEELC)

- We, the undersigned, formally express our opposition to construction of the Triangle Parkway in

close proximity (350ft) of First Environments Early Learning childcare center. These
children will be exposed to air toxicants 10 hours a day for approximately 248 days (or
2480 hours) per year at the childcare center.- The regional air toxics analysis in the
current Environmental Assessment is inadequate because it does not directly address how
the proximity of the road will significantly increase the exposure of children to localized

_ air toxicants.

Because of the danger of the proposed toll road having significant health effects on
children, we petition the NC Turnpike Authority to immediately halt plans for
constructing the Triangle Patkway until a more rigorous Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) is performed.
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NC Turnpike Authority: STIP Project No. U-4763B

Petition to oppose the construction of Triangle Parkway in proxnmty to
a Childcare Center (FEELC)

- We, the undersigned, formally express our opposition to construction of the Triangle Parkway in

close proximity (350ft) of First Environments Early Learning childcare center. These
children will be exposed to air toxicants 10 hours a day for approximately 248 days (or
2480 hours) per year at the childcare center.- The regional air toxics analysis in the
current Environmental Assessment is inadequate because it does not directly address how
the proximity of the road will significantly increase the exposure of children to localized

_ air toxicants.

Because of the danger of the proposed toll road having significant health effects on
children, we petition the NC Turnpike Authority to immediately halt plans for
constructing the Triangle Patkway until a more rigorous Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) is performed.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childeare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern ‘
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway. ‘

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

» The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

e In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

¢ It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing ungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

¢ Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

1t is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)}, and is a new conttelled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the ckildeare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an -
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

" Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoalers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

‘Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing, Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway,

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-comtnittal.

¢ In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway constructior.

¢ It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. ThlS advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the BA process.

*  TFurther, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for cavsing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vutnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(z)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a readway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B; Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parlavay will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
1 submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 yeat-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm,

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle-Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA) ‘
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

* The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (jii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

e In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything™ mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject fo near roadway construction.

¢ It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

¢ Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

1t is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (E1S) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a}(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(=)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parloway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
1 submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Eal.'}y Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
-capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the heaith and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

» Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that js blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

» It has emerged over receint years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the madequacy
of the EA process.

« Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Adiministrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a){2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FITWA should be required to undertake an
Envirenmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway anrd the
Trlangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Commients to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
1 submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Barly Learning Center (FEELC), 2 child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is alsc home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5,30pm.

Child Health Concern :
My ovetriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an

- increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the ehild population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

o The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii} one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

¢ Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequaté verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

¢ It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the BA process. )

¢ Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Gffice of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

Tt is of great concern why an Envirenmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled aceess freeway (23 CFR 771.115(@a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best inferests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planuing a roadway-and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I'submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Envivonments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
-capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30ptn.

Child Health Concern
My overriding coneern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
arcas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

‘Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in ifs planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

s The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

¢ Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

¢ Tthas emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them, Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

s Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHEWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on anew
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CER 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a prierity when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception,
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best inierests of a childeare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment,

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours cach weekday, 7.30am- 5:30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potentia] for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air foxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is vory likely to have significant effects on their health. Noiable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

» The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (jii) one child should-equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

* In addressing air quality and how it will fmpact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

» It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them, Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

¢ Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. fncluded in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concem why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWAs regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

Iprotest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an -
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parloway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEEY,C) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Eafly Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 weck old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) cne child should equal one person. The Ianguage used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

* Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

e [Ithas emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. Th1s advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

*  Further, an FHWA Memorandum {dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, patticularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michacl Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the BA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Heaith Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Palkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned vse is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (IA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

s The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (jii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

+ Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the BA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

» It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

+ Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that 2 highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
Iocation (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115@a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FIEWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception,
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Tﬁrnnike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
1 submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childeare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway BEnvironmental Assessfnent.

My child aftends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), 4 child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-cld preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
aperating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childeare classrooms and play
.areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable cffects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing, Indeed, portions of the child populatlon already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

* TheEA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they reiate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibilify of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (jii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal,

-+ In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

+ Ithas emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

= Further, an FHWA Memorandum (daied Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
‘projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts {advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHFWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Tufnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
T submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.,

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers, It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,.
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers,

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing, Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway. '

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (FA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

» The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Caleulations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

* Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality secticn portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

» It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impaci on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. Inaddition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

¢ Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planmning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care centér is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephensen in the Office of Planning, Environmerit, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

1t is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement'(EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA's regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center-and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required te undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), A child’s health must be a priority when planning a readway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (mnax
-capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm. .

Child Healthk Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

‘Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to.mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant cffects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

* The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

s In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of ¢hildren, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging oit non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that ic blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

¢ It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

« Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an -
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childeare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home tc 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Tnanglc Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childeare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway. .

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

+ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is- vague and non-committal.

* Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging cn non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

« ]t has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

e ' Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations, This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom fo contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
starf. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.

Name%j@m( lﬁ@(ﬁh&_/{ Address lg Bf\\(k,‘g‘h:/le, ’H Phoneﬁ’)/ch L/G;?’(O%Ca‘—/
bh.i’"/\!/\ I/Y\I/U( , 2T

C-75



March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Barly Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is alse home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play -
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portionis of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

* The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on’
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

* In‘addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

o It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

¢ Further, an FHWA Memorandum {dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia I, Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childeare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to urdertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a pl‘l()l‘lty when planning a readway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception. :
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concemned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Eérly Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled {max
-capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm,

Child Health Concern :
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childeare classtooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

* The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii} one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

¢ Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mientality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

e It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on

- vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

¢ Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on wheti and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
- thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed fog impacts (advice on whom to contact for
_ assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, ahd Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

1t is of great concern why an Ervironmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FIIWAs regulations state that a highway project normally requires an BIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location {23 CFR 771.115(2)(2)}, and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an

. Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
“Triangle Parkway is no exception. '
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
-capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-cld preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each Weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, expoesure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing, Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Envirommental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

» The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (1) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii} one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal,

¢ Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section porttay a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

» It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than

- relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably thh.hghts the inadequacy
of the EA process.

o Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly-for
projects with high potentiai for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location {23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(2)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childeare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authoxity

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concemmed parent that the best inierests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parloway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm. '

Child Health Concern

My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (FEA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

¢ In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that s blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

¢ Ithas emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than

relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

* Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbark, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA), Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA's regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I'protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authoxity

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health _
I'submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELQ), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm. :

Child Health Concern

My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
arcas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center carc. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The langnage used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

* Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do .
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

s Tt has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than

relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

¢ Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Tncluded in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (BIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

Iprotest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been sexrved by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), A child’s health must be a priority when planning 2 roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I'submit these comments not just as a concemed citizen, but a very concemned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm. ‘

Child Health Concern

My overriding concemn is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effccts can include an
inoreased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concemns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

* The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

¢ In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do _
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

o Ithas emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
valnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus ajr quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than

relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

*  Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA. on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populaticns. This child care center is Jjust such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EILS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location {23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new contrelled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115¢a)(1)).

I'protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHTWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (LIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Parkway is no xception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areds, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

- Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health, Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Envirenmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Caleulations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (if) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (jif) one child should equal one persen. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

* Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the BA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

o Tt has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in thlS EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

¢ Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
agsistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Envirenmental Impact Statement (BIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CER 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new conirolled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childeare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No, U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impa.ct Child-Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Clild Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile ait toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA js unacceptable because:

+ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care, Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii} one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

¢ In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

» It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this BA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to foous air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

e Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
_ projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

1t is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA's regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled aceess freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childeare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
[ submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a readway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

* The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care: Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

¢ . In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

¢ It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, ot hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process. '

¢  Purther, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Reaity
m FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

1t is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

Tprotest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FITWA should be required to undertake an
Envirenmental Impact Statement (EES). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B; Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
¥ submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Leamning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

* The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (i) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (ii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

¢ In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
- anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

¢ It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. I addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

. Further an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Tnangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a}(2)), and is a new contrelled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(@)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been sexved by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be 2 priority when planning a roadway and the

Triangle Parkway is no exception. 7
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March 2008 : STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Anthority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week oid infants to 5-6 year-old preschoclers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
-operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
arcas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma fo some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangic Parkway Environmental Assessment (FA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA s unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

¢ Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section poriray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

* It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized ateas, or hot spots, rather than
relying-on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably hlghhghts the inadequacy
of the EA process.

e TFurther, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

1t is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115@)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when plananing a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.

Name \\)(M\O\ \10\\(\(/\ Address M% CD QQO\(/\\(\ QENQ,Y\ “0 Phone %lg MO% Og@g
Q) EY mm NUAINE

C-86



March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

s The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
_Center operates 10 hours per day, and (jii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

¢ In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

s It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

»  Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Envirenment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, pamcularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

1t is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway {23 CER 771.115(a)(1)). -

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Tmpact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangie Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 ~ STIP Project No. U-4763B; Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
[ submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment,

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
Tn addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

o The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (1) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is-vague and non-committal.

o In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

e It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this BA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. Th1s advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably hlghh ghis the inadequacy
of the EA process.

s Further, an FHWA Memorandum {dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Plannmg, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located In proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road praject should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice ot heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

1t is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project notmally requires-an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on anew
location (23 CFR 771.115(2)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771. 115(&)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an '
Enviroumental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority ‘

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each wcckday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enorinous potent1al for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during constiuction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

» The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
- on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, ({i) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and nen-committal.

* Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

» [t has emerged over receit years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this BA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the BA process.

«  Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michacl Koontz or Pamela Stephensen in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childeare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an -
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, bul a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Barly Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and stafT,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern :
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the heaith and development of infants and prescheolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health, Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (FLA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Caleulations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken inte account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-comrnittal.

e In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particulatly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

o [t has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

¢ Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Pianning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWAs regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes cn a new
location {23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(2)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FITWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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Mar;h 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments nof just as a concemed citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment. ’

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potentjal for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these childten to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway. :

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concems, the published BA is unacceptable because:

» The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken info account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

* Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

* It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than .
relying on regional impacts. This advics is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

*  Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable pepulations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realiy
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-47638B: Public Input Comments to NC Tﬁrnm'ke Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
1 submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Leaming Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 fect of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is vety likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalénce of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

e The EA is deficient in performing neise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (jii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

- o In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting {o anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

* It has emerged over recent years that near readways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vuinerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterions effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy

.of the EA process.

+  Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to volnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (BIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA's regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if 2 project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CIR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planuing a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception,
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
T submit these corments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
cenfer have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers,

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma fo some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall-are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

-« In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to atiyone who may be subject to near roadway construction. -

o It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
~ vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process. : .

*  Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planming, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

1t is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a}(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childeare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health inust be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception,
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Tufnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
.areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway. ‘

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

s The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

* In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do -
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

¢ It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a réport that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that pocr air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is ¢learly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

¢ Turther, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process,

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start, FHWA's regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CER 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHIWA should be required to undertake an

mpact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the

ay is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Tﬁrnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
1 submit these comments not just as'a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

- My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health, Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

* The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken info account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (jii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

¢ In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

» It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Tndeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably h1ghhghts the inadequacy
of the EA process.

* Further, an FHWA Memorandum {dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations, This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

Tt is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/EHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Tﬁrnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
1 submif these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environmenis Early Learning Center (FEELCQ), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
. capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concem is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because: -

o The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
- Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal,

- o In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA. is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

¢ It has emerged.over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vuinerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this BA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process. :

e Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
- Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childeare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.

Name évdvg ( Hm%q A -K.avuyAddress U2 Tar koot Dr. Phone /\CZ 16}) 367 7337

Cary 0C 2751

C-96



March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Tﬁrnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
1 submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment,

My child attends First Environments Rarly Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parloway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (§) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

o In éddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

+ Ithas emerged over recent years that near roadways constifute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlighis the inadequacy
of the EA process.

e Further, an FHWA Memorandum {dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

Itis of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CI'R 771.115(2)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CER 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childeare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an

“Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Childrer’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childeare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled {max
-capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm. .

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA) -
In addressing our concerns, the published BA is unacceptable because:

»  The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (if) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

* Inaddressing ait quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

* Ithas emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Tndeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. ThlS advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

o TFurther, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FTWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(2)(2)), and is a new conirolled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115¢a)(1)).

I'protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a readway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No, U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Tarnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
-capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm. '

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childeare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

‘Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mabile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

e The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher pepulation was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

¢ In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

o It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

o Further, an FHWA Memorandum {dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHW A on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.

Name Karen Brdelmon Address 304 Glade S phone { LoH\35] - 3LtY
Chapel thil ,NC 2350
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
[ submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Leaming.Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188}, ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern _
My overriding concern is that the planned Trlangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
.areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC chxld care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (jii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

- »  Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

* It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this BA is a report that
omphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

» TFurther, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
agsistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes onanew
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2}), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an’
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

* The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (jii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

- o In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

¢ It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this BA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the 1nadequacy
of the EA process.

*  Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this catégory are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

Itis of great concern why an Environmental Iimpact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that & highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)}, and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not-been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Irapact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.*
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Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Leaming Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern :
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting thé health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Envirenmental Assessment (EA) .
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (jii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal,

¢ Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-exisient. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway consiruction.

¢ It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this BA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

¢  Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J, Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FXIWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

Iprotest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHIWA should be required to undextake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

‘Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

+ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operatss 10 hours per day, and (jii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

¢ Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

e It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a sericus and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

e Further, an FEWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Assaciate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWAs regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the child¢are center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Tﬁrnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childeare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Asséssment.

My child attends First Environments Farly Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children eﬂrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern .
My overriding concen is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing, Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

+ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken info account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

-+ Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway ¢onstruction.

* It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

¢ Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) adviscs FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are roadtprojects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statementv(EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CER 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FITWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environiments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enorinous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health, Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkwﬁy Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

* The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Caleulations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (i) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (jii) one child should equal one person. The langnage used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

-# Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particulatly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on nen-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway ¢onstruction.

¢ It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In additicn, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

»  Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
agsistance {s provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)). '

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childeare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to imdertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exceptlon
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Tﬁrnnike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and stafT,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the

Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some -
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because;

s The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii} the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (jii} one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken fo mitigate noisc and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

- o Inaddressing air qua]lty and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway ¢onstruction.

» It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

s Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FITWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously dssessed for impacts (advice on whom fo contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

1t is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115()(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no cxception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Tﬁrnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare .
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning ‘vCenter (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My averriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (TLA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

* The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (jii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build ¢his wall is vague and non-committal.

- Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the heaith of children, particularly respiratory issues, the BA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway ¢onstruction.

* It has emorged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Tancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process. '

¢  Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projscts to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process. -

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access fresway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Tﬁrnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
T submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled {max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (jii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to miligate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

-o  In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, parttcularly respiratory issues, the BA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway ¢onstruction.

» Ithas emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chicf among them. Indeed the Lancet papet cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

» TFuwther, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the BA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FEEWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(=)(1)). ‘

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 . STIP Project No, U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Tﬁrnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a chﬂdcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning -Center (FEELQ), a‘child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern ’
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
_ areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unaceeptable because:

-« The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into ascount, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

* In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting te anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

¢ It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

»  Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA's regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(@)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childeare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U—4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concemned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Envircnmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Coneern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
. areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an-
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing, Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

» The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care certter care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (i) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

- o In addressing air quality and how it will im;iact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insuliing to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

* Ithas emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same

" Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process. :

» Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Eavironmental Impact Statement.(EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR. 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.1 15¢2)(1)).

I'protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
1 submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childeare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (F EELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled {max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern .
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effecis can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

o The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are cqually deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (i) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal,

* In addressing air quality and how it will impact rthe health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

» It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing Iungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process. :

¢ Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA's regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
Iocation (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an -
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. 1J-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Tﬁrnnike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
1 submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment,

My child attends First Environments Barly Leaming‘Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (imax
capacity 188), vanging from 6 week old infants ta 5-6 year-old preschoolers. 1t is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weckday, 7.30am- 5.30pm. :

Child Health Concern :
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
.areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

* The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Caleulations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

- o Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction,

* It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among thenf. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air qual't{::an have on developing lungs. Tn addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quglity impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clear] 2 not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process. / ‘

Planning, Environment and Realty) advisey FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing zy’- toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable popylations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project shou‘lfi be more rigorously assessed for impacts {advice on whom te contact for
agsistance is.provided: Michael Koc/) tz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not hex/led in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

s Further, an FHWA Memorandum {dated F;) 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Butbank, Associate Administrator for

It is of great concern why an EAvironmental Impact Staiement (BIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state/that 2 highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a){2 d is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

‘I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childeare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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Mazxch 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health -
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Patkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning .Center (FEELQ), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max .
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm. -

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway w111 pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous pofential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
" degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

s The EA is deficient in performing noise itnpacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii} the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (jii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

- Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of chﬂdrén, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

s It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

*  Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (E1S) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an FIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access fieeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I'protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the

Triangle Parkway is no exception
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I'submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Leaming Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am-5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, expesure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence.of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

* The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

e Inaddressing air quality and how it will fmpact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

s Ithas emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

e Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty} advises FHWA. on when and how to analyze air toxicants, patticularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (BIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CER 771.115(a)1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childeare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.

Name Q — Z i/_(éx Address 101 H(clt}qwob\‘ r Phone

Cary  NC 27519
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March 2008 - STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
T submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern .
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an )
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Envirenmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii)the -
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

e Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

- & It has emerged over receif years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the delcterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

¢ Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J, Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FOWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an BIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a}{2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childeare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.

Name Q_[Arlr Nolte _ Address [o] Hedgewong ©F Phone A19- 467-9955"
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Tﬁrnm'ke Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Chitdren’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolied (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

7 Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway..

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The BA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and jii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

- ¢ Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

». It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

* Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high pdtential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA'’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Tﬁrnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
T submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff;
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern .
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health, Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
- degree, and which can only be éxacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (KA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they rclate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

¢ Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issueé, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

» Ithas emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

e Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

1t is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWAs regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)). -

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Envirommental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.

Name /’f/t"lu//yfmz Address 220 James /’fﬁ—//ﬁb;- )‘D/ Phone gi1q 132 3290
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise poliution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing, Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

s The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

- o Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

» It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. Tn addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

¢ Turther, an FHWA Memorandumm (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement‘(EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access Treeway (23 CFR 771.115@)(1)). '

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childeare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.

Name (NS \O Address IE)LF)_L\ {—hdeav\[(l\l Dr“ leneONQ'qaa-zqolg
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Aunthority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a chlldcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Env1ronmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm,

Child Health Concern :
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child sheuld equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

-* Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

* Ithas emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably }ughlxghts the inadequacy
of the EA process.

¢ TFurther, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realiy) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vuinerable populations. This child care ceriter is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare certer and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), A child’s heaith must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
1 submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern ‘
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
.areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers,

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, pertiens of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway. '

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

* The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-¢ommittal.

-+ Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

* It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them, Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

*  Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Park\;uay from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception. '
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March 2008 - STIP Project No. U-4763B; Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
T submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Barly Learning'Center (EEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern '
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise polluticn notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing, Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (F.A)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

-+ Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

e It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the nced to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
telying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy

. of the EA process.

*  Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projecis with high potential for cansing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorcusly assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or mote lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115()(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childeare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Tﬁrnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Barly Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (nax
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. 1t is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the chlldcale classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEBLC child care center care. Calculations -
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

- Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway éonstruction.

* It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a sericus and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

» Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Envitonment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA), Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Eavironmental Impact Statement'(EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health, Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equalty deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken inte account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (jii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

- In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

¢ It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact stidies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather-than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

» Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHW A on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Panela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement-(EIS') wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA's regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlied access freeway (23 CER 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
. notbeen served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FIEWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just s a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childeare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Envirenments Barly Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 weck old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
.areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

- Tn addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway ¢onstruction.

¢ It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

» Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statementr(EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childeare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Staternent (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.

Name Kvis Chialie~ Address | | = Yingsiy tiocooly Phone 4{9- 95 }-164e
J
Dwwhan . 23397

C-124



March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Tﬁrnnike Authority =

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childeare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment,

My child attends First Environments Early Lcaming‘Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infanfs to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the chlldcare classrooms and play
.areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing, Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

e The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (ii{) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal,

s In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction,

e It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to foous air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably hlghhghts the inadequacy
of the EA process.

¢ Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
prajects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWAs regulations state that-a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2}), and is.a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115()(1}).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childeare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Envirenmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center {FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old prescheolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkwéy Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The BA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-commital.

-#  Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-cxistent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

* It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process. '

¢ Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
. Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Envirommental Impact Statement.(EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA's regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer ftom asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

o The BA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (1) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

- Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section poriray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway ¢onstruction.

* It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this BA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearIy not heeded in this EA; and probably hlghhghts the inadequacy
of the EA process.

¢ Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

Tt is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not-been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Tﬁrnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway .will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I'submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled {max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm. -

Child Health Concern
My overriding concemn is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air foxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

s The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken info account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person, The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

- o In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway ¢onstruction,

¢ It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vuinerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

¢ Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Sz‘atement‘(EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start, FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normaily requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location {23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA shiould be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), A child’s health must be a priority when planning a readway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Tlil'npike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely {o have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only beé exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

» The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (§) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and {iif) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-comnittal.

o In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on nen-existent. The conelusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

* It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health 1mpact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

» Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, partlcularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

Tt is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangie Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a}(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771 115(@)(1)).

I protestin the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childeare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B:; Public Input Comments to NC Tlil'npike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment,

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthia and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (jii) one child should equal cne person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-commitial.

¢ In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

o Tt has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
¢mphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

¢ Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
" Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road prajects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new conirolled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environraental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a-priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception. ‘
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Commen_ts to NC Turnpike Anthority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway. ‘

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA) ‘
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

* The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculatlons
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigaie noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal,

- In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section pertray a “can’t do -
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

+ It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vuinerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

* Farther, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

Tt is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project nonmally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)}, and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible teris that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
T submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
cenler have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Leaming Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

+ Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the BA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do .
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyonce who may be subject to near roadway construction.

e It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. Th]S advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

e  Further, an FHWA Memeorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to wilnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA), Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CIR 771.115(2)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the publie, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a prlorlty when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.

Name h?/(\Y\lc‘:C}/ , Address Mqu" Laure\ ﬂlvlé Pl . Phone C)|Q'é%‘361)
%ﬂl‘,{f/) Cary ; NG 235

C-132



March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments‘to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Chiidren’s Health
T submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Envirornental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Leaming.Cénter (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the chitdcare classrooms and play
arcas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle 'Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing toise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The tlanguage used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-comrnittal,

-o Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the BA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conelusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

e It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
valnerable populations, young children chief ameng then. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is 4 report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy .
of the BA process. '

¢ Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particuldrly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts {advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

1t is of great concern why an Envirommental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childeare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHTWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 - STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
. I'submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled {max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkoway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma fo some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

o The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

* In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

* It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is cleatly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process. '

» Further, an FHWA Memorandum {dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

1t is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement.(EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normalty requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access fieeway (23 CER 771.115(2)(1)). '

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childearc center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to nndertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 . STIP Project No, U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. Tt is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern :
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Patkoway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment '(EA) ‘
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was-not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would Be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

- » In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

o It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice'is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process. ‘ ’

* Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Asscciate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on wheti and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenscn in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statem.ent'(EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
* location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CER 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Cehter (FEELC) and Children’s Health
T'submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childeare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

"My child attends First Environments Eatly Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern )
" My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only bé exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
- In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (jii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

- In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, partic'ularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent: The conclusions of the air quality section poriray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

o Ithas emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Tancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts, This advice Is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process. '

*  Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FITWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts {advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(2)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childeare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EXS). A chil®’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception. :
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Tﬁrnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway BEnvirormental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weeckday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

» The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person, The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

- o Inaddressing air quahty and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

* Ithas emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process. .

» Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air foxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planming, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

1t is of great concern why an Environinental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a tew controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)). '

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childearc center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Envirenmental Impact Statement (EIS), A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health )
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing, Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

- Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
I addressing our concerns, the published BA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

- ® In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

+ It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among then. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

s Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
agsistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement‘(EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Envirommnental Assessment. »

My child attends First Environments Early Learm'ng.Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing, Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA) .
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

o The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

-+ In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

* It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

* Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Plamning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for

-~ assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of preat concern why an Environmental Impact Statement'(EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115()(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Trianglc Parkway is no exception.
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Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Clild Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
T'submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
arcas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a readway.

Triangle Parloway Environmental Assessment (FA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

* The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

- o In addressing air quality and how it will impactr‘the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on nen-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

* Ithas emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This adee is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

* Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice cn whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process. -

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I'protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s iealth must be a priority when plannmg a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment,

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concein is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children io mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkoway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Caleulations
* on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (jii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-comrmittal.

- Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section pottray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction,

» It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
telying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process. o

» Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Asscciate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA'’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115{a)(1)). ’

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the ‘I'riangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/THWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception,
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Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
1 submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childeare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled {max
capacity 188}, ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
.areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to maobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
Increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

» The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (jii) one child should equal one person, The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

-»  Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

¢ Ithas emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnérable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

*  Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia I. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the read project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

Tt is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)). '

Iprotest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
‘Environmental Impact Statement (E1S). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception, '
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Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled {max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Corcern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health, Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway. '

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA) -
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

o The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

-« In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyene who may be subject to near roadway construction.

¢ It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process. ‘ .

s Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air foxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

. Itis of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CER 771.115@a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA shiould be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 . STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Tﬁrnnike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but 2 very concerned parent that the bést.interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year- -old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health, Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published BA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
- on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken info account, (if).the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii} one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

-+ In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway ¢onstruction.

* It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Tancet paper cited in this BA. is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is cleatly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process. '

»  Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Tncluded in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project shouid be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations statc that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115()(1)).

1 protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FH'WA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), A child’s health must be 2 priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception,
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
1 submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childeare .
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolied (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child populaticn already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-commital.

* Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that ig blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction,

» It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same -
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably hlghllghts the inadequacy
of the EA plocess

e Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, patticularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamnela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an En vironmental Impact Statement'(EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protestin the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
T submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment,

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
-capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern )
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can‘include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to sonie
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (i) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is-vague and non-cormmital.

¢ In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particuiarly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

¢ It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitite a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impaet studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process. .

* - Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
' Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FETWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CER 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new conirolled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants te 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My ovetriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

» The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (if) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

* In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadeguate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

¢ It has emerged over recent years that ncar roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process. ’

¢ Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty} advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

Tt is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA - should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
"Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 . STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning ‘Cent‘er (FEELCQ), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188}, ranging from 6 week old infants io 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Patkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
.areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway. '

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

+ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

* In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

¢ Tt has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Tudeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancel paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

* Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be mere rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(z)(1)). '

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
net been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 " STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a chlldcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learmning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
- capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old pleschoolers Tt is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operatmg 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Tnangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
.areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the-
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population aIready suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢~ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care, Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii} one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

-+ Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section poitray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

. A~ : . .

* It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on ,
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

¢ Turther, an FHWA Memorandum {dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whon: to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA pProcess.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start, FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normaily requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CER 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childeare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B; Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I'submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infanis to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern ' .
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

‘Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air foxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects cat include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA) ,
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

s The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one petson. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal,

» Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

* It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

s Turther, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an BIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway. (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No, U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health _
Tsubmit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childeare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging fiom 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm. :

Child Health Concern

My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

* The BA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

¢ In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

¢ It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
cmphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than

relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

* Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA. on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is Jjust such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Kooniz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No, U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the hest interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning'Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrclled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. Tt is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm. .

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childeare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
‘degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

» The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one peison. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

-® In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
- anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

» It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA. is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

o Fuither, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more tigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FEWA’s regulations staté that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parloway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health .
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. 1t is alse home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm. :

Child Health Concern

My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkoway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

* The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (i) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal,

* Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

* It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized arcas, or hot spots, rather than

relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA, and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

¢ Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity o valnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Envirenmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

T protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.

Name a— | /0\,]/ Address I’Lq Qﬁ /‘f/({[ Fﬁ/\’ M/S?C’/ Phone 55~ 3 2 Z)L/)
Jam E,fhrﬁ, Fu(;l,ua.»lf Vecrna NC 2F52¢,

C-153



March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health .
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concemed parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment,

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging fiom 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm. '

Child Health Concern

My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has encrmous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing, Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concems, the published EA is unacceptable because:

* The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the aduit teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one persoi. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

* Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

* It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than

relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

* Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how 1o analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the BEA process.

It is of great concern why an Eavironmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been scrved by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an

Environmental Impact Statement (EXS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception,
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health .
[ submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concemned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmenta] Assessment.

My chiid attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm. ‘

Child Health Concern

My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
arcas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and prescheolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing, Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

* The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

* In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the BA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent, The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

* Tthas emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them, Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than

relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

¢ Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FIWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potentiai for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on wham to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (BIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project notmally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a}(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have

not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the

Triangle Parkway is no exception. ng Y- 97 q g
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March 2008 ! STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health -
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

- My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during coristruction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthia and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

e The EA is deficient in performing noisé impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii} one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be iaken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

¢ In addressing air quality and how it will impaci the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
auythmg mentality that is blinkered and msultmg to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

o Ithas emerged over recent yéars that nest- roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among ‘them. Tndeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

» Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road prejects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA), Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a prmrlty when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health )
I subinit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 weck old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

‘Noise poliution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effecis can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing, Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because

» The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

¢ In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section poriray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

* It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, ot hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. ThlS advice is clearly not heeded in thlS EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

»  TFurther, an FHWA Memorandum {dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. "Fhis child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CER 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strougest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not heen served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health :
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enonnous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

» The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Caleulations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (jii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

-+ In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway ¢onstruction.

s It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, of hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process. '

¢ Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty _
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Tufnnike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
1 submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Barly Learning ‘Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
.areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an -
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing, Indeed, portions of the child population aiready suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unaceeptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to niitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

- e Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

» It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to foeus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

e Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts {advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

1t is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 - STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Tﬁrnnike Authority

‘Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
1 submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers, It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
.areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and prescheolers.

_ Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkkway Environmental Assessient (EA)
In addressing our concemns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equaily deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

- o In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

¢ It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality imipact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

o Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
Tocated in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Envirenmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Anthority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these conunents not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Envirohments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is.also home to 48 teachers and staff;
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

* Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enorinous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child populatlon already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Asscssment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because;

o The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (jii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

-® Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclysions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

» [t has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

» Further, an FHWA Memorandum {dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly.for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations, This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

1t is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS} wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an BIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childeare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
LEnvironmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Coustruction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health _
[ submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concermned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weckday, 7.30am- 5.30pm. :

Child Health Concern

My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

* The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEBLC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

* Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

* It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than

relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

* Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cyuthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Tncluded in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Siatement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CER 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(2)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the publie, the childcare center and my child have
not been sexrved by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required fo undertake an

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
1 submit these comiments nof just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
-capacity 188), ranging from 6 weck old infants to 5-6 year-old prescheolers, Tt is alse home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm. :

Chiid Health Concern .
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

e The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
- Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

¢ In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

o [t has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

+ Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the BEA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CER 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been sexved by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/IFHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B; Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
T submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child aftends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. Ii is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet-of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degres, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unaccepiable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken info account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

» In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction. -

« It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constifute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and plobably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

+  Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts {advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably hightights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Stafement.(EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA's regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childeare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA. should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Tu-rnpike Authority

. Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
T submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
' My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanditig, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

* The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The langnage used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to miitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

- # In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

o It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. Tn addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

+ TFurther, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy-of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Stafemenz.(EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been sexved by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No, U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health )
L submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concemed parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm. ’

Child Health Concern

My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an

increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the ¢hild population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway:.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

* The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

* Inaddressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

¢ It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than

relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

*  Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity o vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(a)(1)).

I'protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcarc center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception.
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-47638: Public Inpuf Comments to NC Turnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning Center (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concern is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolers.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planied use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing, Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
~ In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken into account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (jii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

- o In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the BA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construetion.

* It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
valnerable.populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This adv1ce is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

¢ Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stepherison in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FHWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

1t is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWA’s regulations state that a highway proj ect normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(2)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CFR 771.115(2)(1)).

I protest in the strongest possible terms that the best interests of the public, the childcare center and my child have
not been served by the Triangle Parkway EA, and that NCTA/FHWA should be required to undertake an

~ Envirenmental Impact Statement (EIS). A child’s health must be a priority when planning a roadway and the
Triangle Parkway is no exception. !
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March 2008 STIP Project No. U-4763B: Public Input Comments to NC Tlirnpike Authority

Construction of Triangle Parkway will impact Child Care Center (FEELC) and Children’s Health
I submit these comments not just as a concerned citizen, but a very concerned parent that the best interests of a childcare
center have not been served by the Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment.

My child attends First Environments Early Learning‘Centcr (FEELC), a child care center with 181 children enrolled (max
capacity 188), ranging from 6 week old infants to 5-6 year-old preschoolers. It is also home to 48 teachers and staff,
operating 10 hours each weekday, 7.30am- 5.30pm.

Child Health Concern
My overriding concer is that the planned Triangle Parkway will pass within 350 feet of the childcare classrooms and play
areas, and has enormous potential for impacting the health and development of infants and preschoolets.

Noise pollution notwithstanding, exposure of these children to mobile air toxicants both during construction of the
Parkway and in its planned use is very likely to have significant effects on their health. Notable effects can include an
increased prevalence of asthma and wheezing. Indeed, portions of the child population already suffer from asthma to some
degree, and which can only be exacerbated by such a roadway.

Triangle Parkway Environmental Assessment (EA)
In addressing our concerns, the published EA is unacceptable because:

¢ The EA is deficient in performing noise impacts as they relate to the FEELC child care center care. Calculations
on feasibility of a wall are equally deficient: (i) the adult teacher population was not taken info account, (ii) the
Center operates 10 hours per day, and (iii) one child should equal one person. The language used by NCTA on
whether any steps would be taken to mitigate noise and build this wall is vague and non-committal.

. In addressing air quality and how it will impact the health of children, particularly respiratory issues, the EA is
grossly inadequate verging on non-existent. The conclusions of the air quality section portray a “can’t do
anything” mentality that is blinkered and insulting to anyone who may be subject to near roadway construction.

o It has emerged over recent years that near roadways constitute a serious and significant health impact on
vulnerable populations, young children chief among them. Indeed the Lancet paper cited in this EA is a report that
emphasizes the deleterious effects that poor air quality can have on developing lungs. In addition, this same
Lancet paper emphasizes the need to focus air quality impact studies on localized areas, or hot spots, rather than
relying on regional impacts. This advice is clearly not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy
of the EA process.

o Further, an FHWA Memorandum (dated Feb 3, 2006 from Cynthia J. Burbank, Associate Administrator for
Planning, Environment and Realty) advises FHWA on when and how to analyze air toxicants, particularly for
projects with high potential for causing air toxicant effects. Included in this category are road projects to be
located in proximity to vulnerable populations. This child care center is just such a case, and the memorandum
thus states that the road project should be more rigorously assessed for impacts (advice on whom to contact for
assistance is provided: Michael Koontz or Pamela Stephenson in the Office of Planning, Environment, and Realty
in FITWA). Again, advice not heeded in this EA; and probably highlights the inadequacy of the EA process.

It is of great concern why an Environmental Impact Starement.(EIS) wasn’t undertaken for the Triangle Parkway from the
start. FHWAs regulations state that a highway project normally requires an EIS if a project is four or more lanes on a new
location (23 CFR 771.115(a)(2)), and is a new controlled access freeway (23 CER 77