
  

AGENDA 
 

Commission for the Environment   
June 9, 2014 

7:30 p.m. 
 

Orange County West Campus Office Building  

131 West Margaret Lane, Hillsborough 

 

Time 
 

Item 
 

Title 
7:30 I. Call to Order  
   

7:32 II. Additions or Changes to Agenda  
                                                                

7:35 III. Approval of Minutes – May 12 (Attachment 1) 
   

7:40 IV. CFE Appointments 
  On May 20 the Board of County Commissioners appointed three new members:  Clifford Leath, 

Judy Miller, and William Newby.  A current CFE roster is provided (Attachment 2).    
   

7:45 V. Coal Ash site remediation by Duke Energy 
  Representatives from Duke Energy (Indira Moses Everett and Mark McIntire) will provide an 

update on the Dan River coal ash spill and Duke Energy’s strategy to rectify the situation. 
(Attachments 3 - 4) 

   

8:20 VI. State of the Environment 2014 
  Staff will review the status of the State of the Environment report and identify final tasks 

needed to complete the report.    
   

8:30 VII. Environmental Summit planning  
  The CFE will discuss preparations for the Environmental Summit to be held in Fall 2014 at the 

Maple View Farm Agricultural Education Center.  The summit planning committee will likely 
need to meet once or twice along with staff during the summer break.   

   

9:00 VIII. Updates and Information Items 
  Staff and/or CFE members will provide updates on the following items: 

 

 The Nature of Orange photography contest   

 Funding for Orange County rural curbside recycling programs (Attachment 5) 

 Coal ash on Town of Chapel Hill property by Bolin Creek (Attachment 6) 

 Other coal ash sites in the Triangle and in rural NC (Attachments 7) 

 Draft Orange County Parks & Rec Master Plan 2030 (Attachment 8) 

 Solar farm planned for site off Mt. Sinai Road (Attachment 9) 

 Widening of Interstate 40 through Orange County (Attachment 10) 

 NC law allows fracking; funding for test wells (Attachment 11) 

 Proposed reduction of air quality monitors in NC (Attachment 12) 

 Chatham Park (Pittsboro) development update (Attachments 13)  

 Jordan Lake water circulators on hold (Attachment 14) 

 USEPA sets limits on CO2 emissions from power plants (Attachment 15) 

 Hemp products sold in US grocery stores (Attachment 16) 
 

   

9:30 IX. Adjournment 
   

           Next meeting:  August 11 (Chapel Hill) 

 



Adopted 9/12/11 
 

 
 

CFE Meeting Ground Rules 
 
 

1.  Keep to agenda topic under discussion 
 
2.  Share relevant information 
 
3.  One person speaks at a time after recognition by the Chair 
 
4.  Everyone is invited to participate in discussions / no one person 

should dominate discussions 
 
5.  Strive to reach consensus first before voting 
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Orange County  

Commission for the Environment 
 

DRAFT Meeting Summary 
 

May 12, 2014 

Orange County West Campus Office Building, Hillsborough 
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

PRESENT:  Jan Sassaman (Chair), May Becker, Peter Cada, Donna Lee Jones, Steve 
Niezgoda, Rebecca Ray, Lydia Wegman, David Welch  
 

ABSENT:  Loren Hintz, David Neal, Jeanette O’Connor, Gary Saunders (arrived; had to leave) 
 

STAFF:  Rich Shaw, Tom Davis          GUEST:  Bill Kaiser 
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

I. Call to Order – Sassaman called the meeting to order at 7:40 pm.  Sassaman 
introduced Bill Kaiser who is expected to be reappointed to the CFE by the BOCC. 

 
II.  Additions or Changes to Agenda – There were no changes or additions.  
 

III.  Approval of Minutes – Sassaman asked for comments on the minutes for April 14.  
Niezgoda motioned to approve as written; Cada seconded.  Approved unanimously.   

 
IV. Rural Curbside Recycling Program update – Sassaman reported on what he 

observed at the May 8 BOCC meeting.  He read comments that he had presented in 
support of the proposed solid waste service tax district.  Sassaman said the board of 
commissioners took no action, but would revisit the issue at a May 13 work session.   

 
CFE members discussed the pros and cons for the tax district.  Wegman asked whether 
the County might consider imposing the fee despite the threat of a possible lawsuit.  
Nobody knew whether that was likely to happen. Sassaman encouraged members to 
attend the work session to learn how this matter would be decided.   
 

V. State of the Environment 2014 – Shaw reported on the status of the report, and he 
handed out a list of tasks needed to complete each section (Attachment 3).  Sassaman 
asked for volunteers to take charge of some of the items better suited for CFE member 
involvement.  Ray reported on the additional work she had done to improve the symbols 
for conveying the status and trend for each environmental indicator. Ray said she would 
provide the final symbols to the staff for them to incorporate into the document.   

 
Sassaman asked Shaw to send out a link for members to review Draft #9 of the report 
once he had incorporated recent comments on the Land and Air & Energy sections.   

 
VI. Environmental Summit – Shaw provided a summary of the CFE’s planning thus far 

(Attachment 4) for an Environmental Summit to be held in fall 2014 at the Maple View 
Farm Agricultural Education Center.  He thanked members for agreeing to delay the 
event from the original May 31 date. 

 
Shaw asked for volunteers to identify potential dates in September/October that would 
not conflict with a lot of other major events.  Wegman offered to help with that, and said 
she and other summit committee members (O’Connor, Ray, and Hintz) would also help 
to identify potential panelists. Shaw reminded CFE members that they had agreed on 
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invasive species and water resources as general panel topics, which will be refined 
depending on who can be lined up to make presentations. These talks would 
complement an overarching subject of climate change presented by Dr. Christensen.  
 
Sassaman suggested Don Francisco (UNC Chapel Hill) to speak on water issues.  Cada 
recommended Avner Vengosh (Duke) be asked to discuss the hydraulic fracturing 
(“fracking”) issues for this area.  Kaiser recommended asking Mike Kunz (NC Botanical 
Garden) to discuss invasive plant species. Someone else suggested that Judd Edeburn 
be asked to discuss forest management issues.   
 
Shaw reviewed other logistics that had been discussed thus far.  Niezgoda 
recommended using social media platforms such as Facebook and Twitter to advertise.   
 
Sassaman asked staff and CFE members to report back at the June meeting.   

 
VII. Committee Meetings – The CFE chose not to hold committee meetings.   
 
VIII. Updates and Information Items – Information on the following subjects was provided 

and selected items were summarized by staff:  a) Orange County Community Giving 
Fund, b) Nature of Orange photo contest, c)  OWASA forest management at Buckhorn 
Road, d) proposed NC rules for fracking, e) potential changes to UDO allowing clustering 
in Rural Buffer, f) proposed changes to federal jurisdiction for wetlands, g) Chatham Park 
(Pittsboro) public hearings, and h) Triangle Land Conservancy receives $1 million.    

 

IX. Adjournment – Sassaman adjourned the meeting at 8:45 pm.   
 
      

Summary by Rich Shaw, DEAPR Staff 



6/3/2014 

 

 

 

 

 Orange County  
COMMISSION FOR THE ENVIRONMENT  

(updated June 2014) 
 

NAME OF MEMBER                   POS # 

HOME ADDRESS/TELEPHONE 

DATE OF APPOINTMENT  

COMMITTEE (Representation) 

TERM  

ENDS 

BUSINESS TELEPHONE 

E-MAIL 

TOWNSHIP OF    

RESIDENCE 

May Becker                                       #1 

511 Cotton Street 

Chapel Hill, NC  27516      

9/21/2010 
Air & Energy Resources   

(At Large) 

 

12/31/14 

 

919-969-7439 

tomatocutter@yahoo.com 

 

Chapel Hill 

 

Peter Cada                                      #10 

420 Coach House Lane 

Hillsborough, NC 27278    

9/21/2010 
Water Resources   

 (At Large) 

 

12/31/14 

 

919-485-8278 

peter.cada@tetratech.com 

 

Hillsborough 

Loren Hintz (Vice Chair)                    #4 

804 Kings Mill Rd.  

Chapel Hill, NC 27517       

1/27/2009 
Land Resources  

(Biological Resources) 

 

12/31/16 

 

919-933-8987 

ldhintz@bellsouth.net 

 

Chapel Hill 

Donna Lee Jones                              #5 

3035 Carriage Trail  

Hillsborough, NC 27278    

5/21/2013 
Water Resources 

(Water Resources) 

 

12/31/15 

 

919-541-5251 

donnaleejones13@hotmail.com 

 

Eno 

Clifford Leath                                     #6 

6600 Maynard Farm Road 

Chapel Hill, NC  27516 

5/20/2014 
TBD 

 (At Large) 

 

12/31/16 

 

919-968-0708 

cliffleath@earthlink.net 

 

Bingham 

Judy Miller                                         #2 

403 Jericho Road 

Hillsborough, NC  27278 

5/20/2014 
TBD 

 (Air Quality) 

 

12/31/14 

 

919-732-9969 

Jmiller221@hotmail.com 

 

Cedar Grove 

David Neal                                      #13 

323 West Queen Street 

Hillsborough, NC 27278    

9/21/2010 
Air & Energy Resources 

 (At Large) 

 

12/31/15 

 

919-732-2156 

David.L.Neal@gmail.com 

 

Hillsborough 

William Newby                                  #8 

2821 Becketts Ridge Road 

Hillsborough, NC  27278 

5/20/2014 
TBD 

 (At Large) 

 

12/31/16 

 

919-541-5296 

newby.william@epa.gov 

 

Hillsborough 

 

Steven Niezgoda                             #14 

524 Patriot's Pointe Dr.  

Hillsborough, NC 27278    

5/21/2013 
Land Resources  

(At Large) 

 

12/31/15 

 

716-998-1490 

steve.niezgoda@gmail.com 

 

Hillsborough 

Jeanette O’Connor                            #9 

117 S Peak Dr.  

Carrboro, NC 27510          

5/21/2013 
Land Resources  

(At Large) 

 

12/31/14 

 

703-678-6893 

jeanette.oconnor@gmail.com 

 

Chapel Hill 

Rebecca Ray                                   #15 

5617 Jomali Drive  

Durham, NC 27705 

11/19/2013 
Water Resources  

(Land Resources) 

 

12/31/15 

 

919-383-0685  

rebecca.ray@nc.rr.com 

 

Eno 

Jan Sassaman (Chair)                      #7 

201 Bolinwood Drive 

Chapel Hill, NC  27514 

12/13/2011 
Air & Energy Resources 

(At Large) 

 

12/31/16 

 

919-933-1609 

jan.sassaman@gmail.com 

 

Chapel Hill 

Gary Saunders                                #12 

103 Woodshire Lane 

Chapel Hill, NC 27514       

1/27/2009 
Air & Energy Resources  

(Engineer) 

 

12/31/15 

 

919-707-8413  

gary.saunders@ncdenr.gov 

 

Chapel Hill 

 

Lydia Wegman                                  #3 

5704 Cascade Drive  

Chapel Hill, NC 27514 

11/19/2013 
Land Resources  

(At Large) 

 

12/31/14 

 

919-886-8775 

lnwegman@gmail.com 

 

Chapel Hill 

David Welch                                    #11 

20 East Drive 

Chapel Hill, NC  27516      

9/21/2010 
Land Resources  

 (At Large) 

 

12/31/14 

 

919-406-2101 

davwelch@hotmail.com 

 

Chapel Hill 

     

David Stancil                    245-2522 

Rich Shaw                        245-2514 

Tom Davis                        245-2513 

Lynn Hecht                       245-2510 
 

Director, Dept. of Environment, Agriculture, Parks & Rec. 

Land Conservation Manager 

Water Resources Coordinator 

Administrative Assistant 
 

dstancil@orangecountync.gov 

rshaw@orangecountync.gov 

tdavis@orangecountync.gov 

lhecht@orangecountync.gov 

 

 



  
 

Duke Energy Corporation | P.O. Box 1009 | Charlotte, NC  28201-1009 | www.duke-energy.com 

Contact: Tom Williams 
Office: 980.373.4743 | 24-Hour: 800.559.3853 
 

April 22, 2014 

Duke Energy updates N.C. legislative commission on coal ash 

RALEIGH, N.C. – Duke Energy’s North Carolina State President, Paul Newton, today 

spoke before the N.C. Joint Environmental Review Commission (ERC) on the 

company’s response to the Feb. 2 Dan River coal ash incident and its near-term and 

longer-term actions to address coal ash across the state.  

“Duke Energy is committed to working with policymakers and regulators to implement 

both short- and long-term solutions to coal ash management in North Carolina,” said 

Newton.  

Newton told the ERC the company takes full responsibility for the Dan River incident. 

He also discussed the significant steps Duke Energy has taken on the site and in the 

river since the company’s previous update to the ERC on Feb. 17. These include: 

 Ongoing water sampling that demonstrates the Dan River has returned to 

normal water quality conditions, and drinking water remains safe. 

 Removing an ash deposit near the Dan River site and preparations to begin 

removing an ash deposit behind the Schoolfield Dam near Danville in the 

coming weeks.  

 Continuing to work constructively with federal and state experts from the U.S. 

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 

Virginia Department of Environmental Quality and N.C. Dept. of Environment 

and Natural Resources (NCDENR) to monitor the river and evaluate 

additional remediation efforts. 

Newton said as a result of Duke Energy’s recently completed $9 billion power plant fleet 

modernization program, the company has retired more plants than any other time in its 

history. The company had always planned to permanently close its ash basins as it 

retires units, following existing industry norms and compliance expectations of state and 

federal regulators.   

Immediately after the Dan River incident, the company engaged independent third-party 

engineering experts to assess all of the company’s ash basins by May 31, 2014, and 

immediate action will be taken to address any significant issues, Newton said. 

The company also is preparing a comprehensive, longer-term ash basin strategy that 

involves intensive analysis at all of its coal plant sites that begins next month. That work 
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will be completed by the end of the year, with closure strategies recommended for each 

site.  

Newton described the key guiding principles that will help determine site-specific 

closure strategies. Those include the proximity of the ash basins to downstream 

drinking water intakes and downstream groundwater sources used for drinking water. 

They also focus on community considerations (such as traffic), potential environmental 

and health impacts, cost-effectiveness and amount of time it takes to complete the 

project.  

Cost estimates for Duke Energy’s plans for ash (see chart at http://www.duke-
energy.com/pdfs/CoalAshPlanWaterfall.pdf) 

Newton said the combination of the company’s previous plans, and its more recent 

actions outlined in its March 12 letter to N.C. Gov. Pat McCrory and NCDENR Secretary 

John Skvarla, are estimated to cost approximately $2 billion to $2.5 billion.  

These plans assume the following costs and activities:  

 The costs of excavating and relocating ash from the company’s Dan River and 

Riverbend sites to a lined structural fill or lined landfill. Those costs are assumed 

for Sutton as well, while work is underway to determine the most appropriate 

closure approach.  

 The costs to continue to move ash from the Asheville plant to a lined structural 

fill. 

 The costs to convert three remaining coal units to dry fly ash systems.  

 A hybrid “cap in place” closure approach for the company’s remaining 10 coal 

plant sites in N.C. This provides for some excavation on sites to consolidate ash, 

with a synthetic barrier to keep ash dry and protect groundwater. Site-specific 

studies have been underway to determine the most appropriate closure method. 

 Dry bottom ash handling at operating sites in N.C. This type of system transports 

bottom ash wet and then stores it dry. 

Costs increase significantly to excavate and remove all ash from coal sites 

Although excavating and relocating ash in basins is warranted at some sites, costs 

increase by $4 billion to $5.5 billion with a one-size-fits-all “excavate and remove” 

approach across the N.C. coal fleet, Newton said.   

There is no available capacity at Duke Energy’s existing lined landfills to receive 

excavated ash, so there would be a need to site, permit and construct new lined landfills 

or structural fills. The time to relocate basin ash to new lined landfills or structural fills 

would take approximately 20 to 30 years, Newton added.   

http://www.duke-energy.com/pdfs/CoalAshPlanWaterfall.pdf
http://www.duke-energy.com/pdfs/CoalAshPlanWaterfall.pdf


Duke Energy News Release 3 

Newton said if the company were also required to convert to all-dry ash handling 

systems, the costs would increase an additional $1 billion to $2 billion. These steps, 

added to the total excavate and remove approach, collectively would cost a total of $7 

billion to $10 billion.  

“The intensive analysis of our coal sites will continue during the rest of this year,” 
Newton said. “This work, combined with our guiding principles, will further inform 
closure strategies and related costs.” 
 
“In our view, the best approach to manage coal ash for our customers and North 
Carolina lies somewhere along this spectrum, with steps that address ash at both 
retired and operating plants. We look forward to working constructively with our 
regulators to achieve prudent, environmentally sound and cost-effective solutions,” 
Newton added.   

The costs outlined in Duke Energy’s plans are approximations subject to completing 
detailed engineering studies. They do not include costs associated with financing, 
inflation and increases in operating and maintenance expenses.  

The management of coal ash is a national issue 

According to the federal EPA, there are 676 ash basins in the U.S. and Duke Energy 

has 33 in North Carolina, about half of which are inactive. Fly ash accounts for about 80 

percent of the ash produced, and bottom ash makes up the other 20 percent.  

In 2013, Duke Energy produced 1.8 million tons of ash at its North Carolina plants and 

approximately 67 percent of this was reused or recycled beneficially in structural fill, 

cement, cinder blocks and other construction materials.   

For more information about Duke Energy’s ash management activities, its plans at 

specific plants and its response to the Dan River incident, see http://www.duke-

energy.com/ash-management/.  

Headquartered in Charlotte, N.C., Duke Energy is a Fortune 250 company traded on the 

New York Stock Exchange under the symbol DUK. More information about the 

company is available at: www.duke-energy.com.   

 
### 

http://www.duke-energy.com/ash-management/
http://www.duke-energy.com/ash-management/
http://www.duke-energy.com/
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Coal Ash in North Carolina
According to the U.S. Energy Information Administration, about 37 percent of 
all electricity generated in the United States comes from coal. In the Carolinas, 
Duke Energy produces about 28 percent of its electricity from coal, and that 
number is expected to drop to 25 percent by 2015. 

All coal naturally contains inorganic matter from the rocks and minerals in 
the coal seam where it was mined. Coal-fired power plants burn coal to make 
steam, and the steam turns turbines to generate electricity. When that coal is 
burned, the inorganic matter in the coal becomes coal ash. Coal ash has been 
accumulating at sites throughout the United States for more than nine decades.

Different types of coal ash
Coal combustion results in two forms of ash:

• Fly ash — a fine material similar to the consistency of talcum powder. Fly ash accounts for about 78 

percent of the coal ash generated annually in the United States. 

• Bottom ash — a coarser material collected from the bottom of coal-fired boilers.  

In addition to fly ash and bottom ash, some power plants also produce synthetic gypsum as a byproduct.  

This happens at coal-fired plants that have emissions-control equipment called scrubbers installed to remove 

sulfur dioxide emissions.

A state and national issue 
• Duke Energy has approximately 102 million tons of  

coal ash stored in North Carolina in 33 ash basins. 

According the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

(EPA), there are approximately 676 ash basins  

throughout the United States.

• The head of EPA’s waste office testified in February 

2013 that “coal ash is one of the largest waste streams 

generated in the United States,” with almost 136 million 

tons generated in 2008. Approximately 46 million tons 

are landfilled; 29 million tons are disposed of in surface 

impoundments, such as ash basins; 50 million tons are 

beneficially used; and 11 million tons are placed in mines. 

Destinations of coal ash generated in the US

34%
Landfills

8%
Mines

21%
Surface  

impoundments

37%
Beneficial uses
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Storage, monitoring and safety
If the ash is not being reused or recycled, it can be 

stored dry in landfills or in water in ash basins. Duke 

Energy has already transitioned its larger coal-fired 

units to store fly ash in dry landfills and has multiple 

measures in place to safely and effectively manage 

the ash that is stored in basins. For example: 

• Ash dam inspections: Inspections are conducted 

by company engineers and government regulators 

every year and by independent third parties every 

five years. 

• Surface water monitoring: We routinely sample 

upstream and downstream of our coal-fired  

power plants. 

• Groundwater monitoring: We have voluntarily 

monitored groundwater at our plants for years, 

expanding those efforts in 2010. 

• Fisheries monitoring: We also sample fish tissue 

annually at several sites near our coal plants across 

North Carolina to monitor the health of aquatic life. 

Closing ash basins
Electric utilities have several options when closing 

ash basins. Ultimately, the solution for basins is 

based on site-specific factors and may include a 

combination of the methods below. Any solution  

also must comply with federal regulations. 

• Beneficial use 

• Capping the ash with soil or a synthetic barrier 

• Excavating and relocating the ash to a lined landfill 

 

Reuse and recycling 
Fly ash, bottom ash and synthetic gypsum are 

often grouped together and called coal combustion 

products, and the EPA has affirmed that these 

products are safe to reuse. In 2012, more than 

51.9 million tons of these products were beneficially 

reused in the United States. In 2013, Duke Energy 

produced approximately 3.3 million tons of coal 

combustion products at its North Carolina plants,  

and almost 74 percent of those products were reused 

or recycled.

Fly ash can be reused in concrete products and 

projects, including roads, bridges and buildings. 

It also can be used as structural fill such as 

embankments or trenches that are built when 

native soil at a site or a roadway is not strong 

enough to support a structure. Bottom ash is often 

used to replace sand or gravel and can be used to 

manufacture concrete blocks, along with structural 

fills and embankments.
 

The synthetic gypsum from coal plant scrubbers is 

often used for wallboard manufacturing. About 40 

percent of the gypsum wallboard manufactured in the 

United States uses synthetic gypsum from coal-fired 

power plants. In fact, the gypsum from the Roxboro 

Plant in Person County, N.C., is used at a wallboard 

manufacturing facility that was built next to the plant 

because of the nearby supply of synthetic gypsum.

Sources:
• Electric Power Research Institute

• Edison Electric Institute

• American Coal Ash Association

• U.S. Energy Information Administration

• Industrial Resources Council

• Duke Energy statistics
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Public Meeting 

Tuesday, June 10
 
4-7 p.m.
 

Southern Human 
Services Center 

2501 Homestead Rd. 
Chapel Hill 

Citizens are encour
aged to re~ew the 
information in this 
newsletter, attend the 
meeting, and provide 
input regarding the 
proposed project. 

Public Meeting to be Held Tuesday, 
June 10 for 1-40 Widening Project 

An informal drop-in style public meet
ing will be held on June 10, 2014 
from 4 to 7 p.m. in Chapel Hill to in
troduce the proposed 1-40 widening 
project to the public. Information on 
the proposed project will be provided 
and representatives from the North 
Carolina Department of Transporta
tion (NCDOT) will be available to an
swer questions and receive com
ments about the proposed project. 

The information presented at this 
public meeting will be general in na
ture because detailed design plans 
have not yet been developed. 

Project Description 

NCDOT proposes to widen 11.4 
miles of 1-40 from 1-85 in Orange 
County to the Durham County line. 
The Widening will add one additional 
travel lane in each direction in the 
grass median of the interstate, and 
all the widening is anticipated to 
occur within the existing right of way. 

NCDOT 'Will provide auxiliary aids and 
services under the Americans with Dis
abilities Act for anyone who wants to 
participate in this meeting. Anyone re
quiring special services should contact 
NCDOT Project Planning Engineer 
Eugene Tarascio (contact information 
on back page) as early as possible so 
that arrangements can be made. 

For persons who speak Spanish and 
do not speak English, or have a limited 
ability to read, speak or understand 
English, interpretive services will be 
available at the meeting upon request. 
For more information, please call 1-800 
-481-6494 prior to the meeting. 

Connecting people andplaces in North Carolina safelY and efficient!)', with accountabili!J1 and 
e17lJironmentai sensitivi!J1 to enhance the emf/Off!)', health and well-being ofNorth Carolina. 
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BEGIN T.I.P # 1-3306A 

• 

Durham 

NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT 
OF TRANSPORTAnON 
DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS 
PROJECT DEVELOPMENT AND 
ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS UNIT 

VICINITY MAP
 
1-40
 

FROM 1-85 TO
 
DURHAM COUNTY LINE
 

ORANGE COUNTY
 
TIP PROJECT 1-3306A 

APRIL 2012 FIGURE 1 
B J.TORTORELLA 
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May 2014 

What Has Been Happening? 
Initial environmental studies have begun to gather information and data on the project. Over 
the next few months, you can expect to see different project team members visit the area. 

Project team members may take photographs, make notes, take measurements or mark im
portant locations. However, these markings are only surveying and documentation guides and 
they do not necessarily indicate that your property will be impacted by the project. 

Project team members need to access your property or business for these studies, NCDOT 
respectfully asks that you allow our staff on your property to conduct the necessary studies. 

How Will This Mfect Me and My Community? 

The proposed widening will reduce traffic congestion, especially during peak rush hours. Be
low is a list of the potential effects of the project. As the development of the project moves for
ward, NCDOT will continuously refine the design to avoid and minimize project impacts. 

Improvements to Interstate 40:	 Other effects may include: 

•	 Easier to merge on 1-40 westbound at US • Streams and wetlands, and other natural 
15-501/1-40 by continuation of inside 1-40 and environmental resource effects. 
westbound lane; 

•	 Connect the eight-lane section at the be
ginning of the project (1-85) and the six
lane section at the end of the project 
(Durham County line); 

•	 Fewer traffic delays; 
•	 Wider road to better accommodate 

vehicles; and 
•	 Faster EMS/Fire Department response. 
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Interstate 40 Widening 
North Carolina Department of Transportation 
Project Development and Environmental Analysis Unit 
Attn: Eugene Tarascio 
1548 Mail Service Center 
Raleigh, North Carolina 27699-1548 
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Contact Us Project Schedule 
Eugene Tarascio June 10,2014 - Public Meeting 
NCDOT Project Planning Engineer 2015 - Categorical Exclusion 
Email: gtarascio@ncdot.gov Environmental Document 
Phone: 919.707.6046 

2015 - Public Hearing 1548 Mail Service Center 
Raleigh, NC 27699-1548 2016 - Begin right-of-way 

2017 - Begin construction 

If you have transportation questions about 
other projects, call the NCDOT Customer 
Service Office at 1-877-DOT-4YOU or visit 
the NCDOT website at www.ncdot.gov. 

1,340 copies of this public document were printed at a cost of $1.40 each. 
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