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Introduction 
The Catawba Crossings Feasibility Study is evaluating a new alignment roadway between NC 279 (S. New 
Hope Road) in southeastern Gaston County to NC 160 (Steele Creek Road) in western Mecklenburg 
County. The proposed project would include new bridges over the South Fork Catawba River and Catawba 
River (Lake Wylie) and a new, or expanded, interchange with I-485 south of the West Boulevard 
interchange. The Catawba Crossings is an important component of the region’s future transportation 
system.  

 Both GCLMPO and CRTPO’s Comprehensive Transportation Plans (CTPs) recommend a Boulevard cross-
section. Based on the traffic analyses conducted for this feasibility study, GCLMPO is recommending a 
four-lane median divided cross section except for the Catawba River bridge which is recommended six-
lanes.   

The Catawba Crossings Feasibility Study is the first step in reimagining what a new alignment roadway 
crossing the Catawba River could look like.  Additional design and environmental studies will have to be 
conducted after the proposed project is programmed in the State Transportation Improvement Program 
(STIP), which is hoped to be after Prioritization 7.0 in 2023.  Considering the scale of the proposed 
transportation project and the likelihood that federal funds would be required to implement the project, 
Catawba Crossings will be subject to review in compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) following programming in the STIP and initiation of preliminary engineering.   

Environmental Screening 
The purpose of this screening is to identify and evaluate the potential for environmental impacts because 
of the Catawba Crossings Project. The NCDOT Project Scoping Report Screening Checklist is utilized for 
this screening. The Screening Checklist questions are based on the Categorical Exclusion (CE) Checklists 
developed by the NCDOT and FHWA for transportation projects in North Carolina. These questions touch 
on all major components of an environmental review and is a useful tool to screen the Catawba Crossings. 
A determination of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Class of Action would be made by FHWA 
and NCDOT during project scoping later.  

Study Area 
The study area consists of a 1,000-foot-wide Catawba Crossings Project Corridor which is based on 
alignments developed by two other NCDOT Feasibility Studies. The Catawba Crossings Feasibility Study 
(Project ID H190069; SP-1710A) was completed in 2017 by NCDOT and established a conceptual roadway 
alignment from NC 279 (S. New Hope Road) in Gaston County to I-485 in Mecklenburg County. The NCDOT 
began the Airport Area and River District Feasibility Study (Project ID H184060) in 2019 but it was put on 
hold in 2020 and is not final. This incomplete study was reviewed by the Catawba Crossings Project Team 
and forms the basis for the conceptual roadway alignment on the Mecklenburg County side of the 
Catawba River only. This Project continues over I-485 and terminates at NC 160 (Steele Creek Road). 

  

https://catawbacrossings.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/01/SP-1710A-plans.pdf
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Screening Methodology  
Based on coordination with the Project Team, the alignment described above is the most feasible 
alignment alternative for the purposes of this feasibility study. Minimal refinements were made to this 
alignment and all occurred within the 1,000-foot project corridor. The resulting four-lane, median divided 
boulevard was laid out and construction limits (cut and fill activity, a.k.a. slope stakes) generated in 
MicroStation. These conceptual slope stake limits were buffered by 40 feet in ArcGIS, a standard applied 
by NCDOT in the calculation of impacts based on functional level roadway design.   

This screening-level analysis was completed by overlaying the approved 1,000-foot study corridor and 
conceptual design details on available GIS data from the NCDOT’s ATLAS Screening Tool (January 2021 
download). (See Figures 1a-d.) No field surveys or on-site verification of resources were conducted for 
this screening. 

Environmental Screening  
Potential environmental impacts are summarized in Table 1 at the corridor-level and at the alignment 
level. The corridor-level figures quantify the presence of resources within the 1,000-foot project corridor. 
The alignment-level figures quantify potential impacts within the conceptual design slope stakes plus 40 
feet and represent a more realistic estimation of impacts based on current information.  

Table 1. Potential Environmental Impacts 

Environmental Resource 1,000-foot Study 
Corridor 

Conceptual Design 
Slope stakes + 40-feet 

Streams and Wetlands 

Stream (NCDOT Hydrography) (feet)* 24,300 8,000 

USFWS National Wetland Inventory (NWI) (acre) 15 10 

US Department of Agriculture (USDA) Hydric Soils (acre) 25 8 

National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) Property 
(acre) 5 < 1 

NC Division of Environmental Quality 303(d) List Stream 
(feet) 3,100 860 

FEMA Special Flood Hazard Area 

Zone AE Floodway (acre)* 64.6 18.6 

Zone AE Community Encroachment (Mecklenburg 
County) (acre) 1 0.2 

1% Annual Chance Flood Hazard (100-year Floodplain) 
(acre) 10.1 1.5 

Community Floodplain (1% Annual Chance Flood 
Hazard) (Mecklenburg County) (acre) 0.5 0.1 

0.2% Annual Chance Flood Hazard (500-year 
Floodplain) (acre) 4.2 1.4 
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Parks and Protected Land 

City of Charlotte Open Space (acre) 104 40 

Mecklenburg County Open Space-Berewick Park (acre) 6 0.1 

NC Division of Mitigation Services Easement (acre) < 0.1 0 

Potential Relocations+ 

Commercial/Industrial (#) NA 1 

Residential (#) NA 33 (Gaston Co.) 

Public/Institutional (#) NA 0 
* Stream impacts and floodway impacts associated with the South Fork Catawba River and Catawba River channels would be 
mostly avoided by bridging these resources; therefore, these resources are excluded from the reported totals. 

+ Potential relocations were not enumerated within the 1,000-foot corridor because it would result in an inflated number of 
real property impacts that are not realistic when considering the potential direct impacts of the 4-lane divided roadway 
project.    

 

The NCDOT Project Scoping Report Screening Checklist consists of thirty-three (33) questions.  Responses 
are categorized as unresolved, yes, or no. A discussion accompanies each unresolved and yes response 
and some no responses. In all cases additional studies by qualified professionals, consultation and/or 
coordination with appropriate state and/or federal regulatory resource agency will be required to 
determine the presence of a specific resource and whether the proposed project would result in a 
significant impact to that resource. This is a desktop screening for informational purposes only.  

1 
Does the project require formal consultation with U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service (USFWS) or National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS)? 

UNRESOLVED 

There are 2 threatened, 1 threatened/similar in appearance, and 4 endangered species listed in the US 
Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) Information for Planning and Coordination (IPaC) Threatened and 
Endangered List report dated April 14, 2021, for this study corridor. 

- Threatened  
o Northern Long-eared Bat (Myotis septentrionalis)  

o Dwarf-flowered Heartleaf (Hexastylis naniflora)  

- Threatened/Similar in Appearance  
o Bog Turtle (Clemmys muhlenbergii)  

- Endangered  
o Carolina Heelsplitter (Lasmigona decorate)  

o Michaux’s Sumac (Rhus michauxii)  

o Schweinitz’s Sunflower (Helianthus schweinitzii)  

o Smooth Coneflower (Echinacea laevigata)  

A Natural Resources Technical Report (NRTR) must be prepared during project development before this 
question can be fully answered. 



 

 4 

2 
Does the project result in impacts subject to the conditions of the Bald and 
Golden Eagle Protection Act (BGPA)? 

UNRESOLVED 

Habitat for the Bald Eagle primarily consists of mature forest in proximity to large bodies of open water 
for foraging. Large dominant trees are utilized for nesting sites, typically within 1.0 mile of open water. 
Lake Wylie’s open waters presents appropriate foraging habitat for the Bald Eagle. Surveys for nesting 
sites within the project area would need to be conducted to determine occurrence of potential utilized 
nesting site opportunities. A NRTR must be prepared during project development before this question can 
be fully answered.  

3 
Does the project generate substantial controversy or public opposition, for 
any reason, following appropriate public involvement? 

UNRESOLVED 

This project includes the same project corridor as the discontinued Garden Parkway (i.e., Detailed Study 
Alternative 9). The Garden Parkway generated substantial controversy and public opposition before it was 
discontinued by the NCDOT in 2015. The Catawba Crossings is a smaller project (i.e., approximately 6.5-
mile boulevard) compared to the 22-mile interstate toll road proposed for the Garden Parkway.  

Stakeholder coordination and public involvement activities undertaken to date by the GCLMPO suggests 
some public and stakeholder opposition arising from the project’s controversial history (i.e., opposition 
to Garden Parkway) and the potential environmental and community impacts associated with a new 
alignment project. The Southern Environmental Law Center (SELC) submitted a comment letter during the 
first public input opportunity that ended February 6, 2021 which reiterated several concerns previously 
submitted for the Garden Parkway.  

The GCLMPO plans one more public comment opportunity during the feasibility study development. 
Additional public and stakeholder involvement would be required during the NEPA process.  

4 
Does the project cause disproportionately high and adverse impacts relative 
to low-income and/or minority populations? 

UNRESOLVED 

A demographic review of the project area using the NCDOT Demographic Snapshot Tool identified the 
presence of low income and minority populations that meet NCDOT thresholds:  

- Minority  

o CT 59.06 BG 3 (Mecklenburg County) 

o CT 59.12 BG 1 (Mecklenburg County)  

- Low-income 

o CT 59.06 BG 3 (Mecklenburg County) 

o CT 59.06 BG 4 (Mecklenburg County) 

o CT 59.12 BG 1 (Mecklenburg County)  

The identified block groups intersect the study corridor; however, potential direct impacts to resources 
within these block groups and caused by this project are unlikely (Figure 2). A small portion of CT 59.12 
east of NC 160 is included because it intersects the project corridor – no direct impacts are anticipated in 
CT 59.12 by this proposed project. The planned River District development – which would occur with or 
without this proposed transportation project – is located entirely within CT 59.06 and would conceivably 
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alter the demographic composition of this area in western Mecklenburg County.  

The proposed project alignment intersects one mobile home park (Joyes Mobile Home Park, 108 Joye 
Lane, Belmont, NC) and would likely result in severing current access to South Point Road (NC 273) 
resulting in a new access driveway to Boat Club Road. Further, the current concept would require the 
relocation of approximately 8 residences in the mobile home park. The South Point Road corridor is 
moderately developed and an avoidance alternative would result in other residential relocations. 
Additional analysis should be conducted. 

The demographic screening also identified language assistance (LA) populations: 

- CT 59.06, BG 3 (Mecklenburg County) – Spanish  

- CT 59.12, BG 1 (Mecklenburg County) – Asian/Pacific 

5 
Does the project involve a residential or commercial displacement, or a 
substantial amount of right of way acquisition? 

YES 

YES. The project is a new alignment roadway and would involve residential displacements (see Table 1). 
The proposed Boulevard cross section would be approximately 200 feet wide and substantial new right 
of way would be required for the approximately 6.5-mile length.   

6 Does the project require an Individual Section 4(f) approval? UNRESOLVED 

The study corridor includes two Section 4(f) properties: Byrum-Croft House (NRHP-listed) and Berewick 
Park (Mecklenburg County Park). While impacts to Berewick Park appear unlikely, impacts to the Byrum-
Croft House, located south of the proposed Catawba Crossings intersection with existing Steele Creek 
Road, are possible. Conceptual design includes right of way from the property’s front yard. However, it 
also appears likely right of way requirements could be reduced through design refinements.  

Further evaluation will be required with more detailed designs. Design should attempt to avoid and 
minimize potential impacts to Section 4(f) properties. Potential effects to the property will need to be 
evaluated in consultation with the appropriate federal and state regulatory resource agencies.   

7 

Does the project include adverse effects that cannot be resolved with a 
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) under Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) or have an adverse effect on a National 
Historic Landmark (NHL)? 

UNRESOLVED 

At this time, potential effects to known historic resources (i.e., the NRHP-listed Byrum-Croft House) do 
not appear to rise to the level of effects that could not be resolved through the Section 106 process. 
However, further evaluation will be required with more detailed designs. Design should attempt to avoid 
and minimize potential impacts to eligible- and listed-NRHP properties. Potential effects to the property 
will need to be evaluated in consultation with the appropriate federal and state regulatory resource 
agencies.   

Note that this does not account for the potential presence of archaeological resources. 

8 

Does the project result in a finding of “may affect not likely to adversely 
affect” for listed species, or designated critical habitat under Section 7 of 
the Endangered Species Act (ESA)? 

UNRESOLVED 
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Refer to Question #1 above. A NRTR must be prepared during project development before this question 
can be fully answered. 

9 Is the project located in anadromous fish spawning waters? NO 

10 

Does the project impact waters classified as Outstanding Resource Water 
(ORW), High Quality Water (HQW), Water Supply Watershed Critical Areas, 
303(d) listed impaired water bodies, buffer rules, or Submerged Aquatic 
Vegetation (SAV)? 

YES 

The Catawba River and South Fork Catawba River are designated as Lake Wylie and subject to the Catawba 
River Buffer Rules. The Catawba Buffer Rule applies to 50 feet along Lake Wylie’s shorelines in the project 
corridor. Beaverdam Creek in the project corridor is not considered part of Lake Wyle and is not, therefore, 
subject to the Catawba River Buffer Rule.  

Further, Lake Wylie is 303(d) listed. As a result, Section 401 Water Quality Certification permitting would 
require all portions of the proposed project draining to 303(d) listed impaired watersheds be designed, 
constructed, and operated with sediment and erosion control measures that meet “Design Standards in 
Sensitive Watersheds” (15A NCAC 4B .0124). Further, all portions of the proposed project draining to 
303(d) listed impaired watersheds could not discharge new stormwater directly to surface waters. 
Stormwater would have to be treated using appropriate best management practices (e.g., vegetated 
conveyances, constructed wetlands, detention ponds, etc.) prior to discharging to surface waters. 

11 
Does the project impact waters of the United States in any of the designated 
mountain trout streams? 

NO 

 

12 
Does the project require a U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) Individual 
Section 404 Permit? 

UNRESOLVED 

The project study corridor includes 12 potential jurisdictional streams (including the South Fork Catawba 
River, the Catawba River, and Beaverdam Creek which should be considered jurisdictional). The project 
study corridor also includes 6 potential jurisdictional wetlands identified in the USDA Natural Resources 
Conservation Service (NRCS) Soil Surveys/Hydric Soils of which 3 of the 6 are also identified as potential 
jurisdictional wetlands by the US Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) National Wetland Inventory (NWI) maps. 
Based on conceptual design slope stakes plus 40 feet, the Catawba Crossings Project may impact 8,000 
feet of streams and 10 acres of wetlands based on available information. 

Further study will be required to establish the presence and extent of jurisdictional resources in consultation 
with the appropriate federal and state regulatory resource agency. After establishing jurisdiction of water 
features the potential impacts will be evaluated and the type of Section 404 Department of the Army 
permit and Section 401 General Water Quality Certification appropriate for this project determined.  

13 
Will the project require an easement from a Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission (FERC) licensed facility? 

YES 

Lake Wylie is a Duke Energy hydropower project licensed by FERC.   
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14 
Does the project include a Section 106 of the NHPA effects determination 
other than a no effect, including archaeological remains? 

UNRESOLVED 

Impacts to the Byrum-Croft House appear to be possible based on conceptual plans. (Refer to Question 
#7 above.) Design should attempt to avoid and minimize potential impacts to eligible- and listed-NRHP 
properties. Potential effects to the property will need to be evaluated in consultation with the appropriate 
federal and state regulatory resource agencies.   

Note that this does not account for the potential presence of archaeological resources. 

15 Does the project involve hazardous materials and/or landfills? YES 

The project study corridor includes one suspected leaking registered underground storage tank (RUST) 
(35.196667, -81.045144). Additional research would be required to determine the specifics of this site and 
the risk it may (or may not) cause to the project. 

The Duke Power Allen Steam Station and associated coal ash ponds are located south of the project 
corridor on the west bank of the Catawba River. The power generating station has been decommissioned. 
The NC Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) -approved closure plan for the Allen Steam Station 
outlines how nearly all of the coal ash will be excavated and moved to three, new onsite lined landfills.1 

16 

Does the project require work encroaching and adversely affecting a 
regulatory floodway or work affecting the base floodplain (100-year flood) 
elevations of a water course or lake, pursuant to Executive Order 11988 and 
23 CFR 650 Subpart A? 

UNRESOLVED 

The three major water crossings (i.e., South Fork Catawba River, Catawba River, and Beaverdam Creek) 
are within a FEMA floodway. Beaverdam Creek is a Detailed Study and South Fork Catawba River and 
Catawba River are in Re-delineated Studies. The new structures will require a Letter of Map Revision 
(LOMR) and a Conditional Letter of Map Revision (CLOMR) approval from NC Floodplain Mapping Program 
(FMP). Additionally, Mecklenburg County identifies Community Floodplains, which show where flooding 
is likely to occur in the future, based on expected development upstream. 

17 

Is the project in a Coastal Area Management Act (CAMA) county and 
substantially affects the coastal zone and/or any Area of Environmental 
Concern (AEC)? 

NO 

 

18 Does the project require a U.S. Coast Guard (USCG) permit? NO 

Lake Wylie is not regulated by the USCG.  

19 
Does the project involve construction activities in, across, or adjacent to a 
designated Wild and Scenic River present within the project area? 

NO 

 
1 “DEQ approves closure plan for Allen Steam Station under historic coal ash settlement”, Oct. 29, 2020. Accessed 
online June 12, 2021, deq.nc.gov/news/press-releases/2020/10/29/deq-approves-closure-plan-allen-steam-station-
under-historic-coal-ash  

https://deq.nc.gov/news/press-releases/2020/10/29/deq-approves-closure-plan-allen-steam-station-under-historic-coal-ash
https://deq.nc.gov/news/press-releases/2020/10/29/deq-approves-closure-plan-allen-steam-station-under-historic-coal-ash
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20 Does the project involve Coastal Barrier Resources Act (CBRA) resources? NO 

 

21 
Does the project impact federal lands (e.g. U.S. Forest Service [USFS], 
USFWS, etc.) or Tribal Lands? 

NO 

 

22 Does the project involve any changes in access control? NO 

Catawba Crossings is a new alignment boulevard project with proposed at-grade intersections with 
existing roads. 

23 
Does the project have a permanent adverse effect on local traffic patterns or 
community cohesiveness? 

NO 

The project is expected to benefit the local and regional traffic network. The existing residential and 
business development in the project area have access to the existing north-south corridors (e.g., S, New 
Hope Road [NC 279], South Point Road [NC 273], I-485) which force westbound and eastbound traffic to 
share a few east-west corridors in the area (e.g., I-85, Wilkinson Boulevard [US 29-74], Highway 49). The 
proposed project will include at-grade intersections with the existing north-south corridors and provide 
an alternate east-west route that would reduce congestion on existing east-west corridors and reduce 
travel distance and travel time for travelers in the study area. As a result, the proposed project is expected 
to improve connectivity and access to community resources and improve community cohesiveness. 

24 Will maintenance of traffic cause substantial disruption? NO 

Catawba Crossings is a new alignment project. It is expected that the project would utilize on-site 
temporary detours as needed on at-grade intersections with the new alignment.  

25 

Is the project inconsistent with the STIP or the Metropolitan Planning 
Organization’s (MPO’s) Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) (where 
applicable)? 

YES 

The proposed project is not included in the NCDOT STIP. 

26 

Does the project require the acquisition of lands under the protection of 
Section 6(f) of the Land and Water Conservation Act, the Federal Aid in Fish 
Restoration Act, the Federal Aid in Wildlife Restoration Act, Tennessee Valley 
Authority (TVA), or other unique areas or special lands that were acquired in 
fee or easement with public-use money and have deed restrictions or 
covenants on the property? 

NO 

The project study area intersects a portion of a NC Division of Environmental Quality (DEQ) stream 
mitigation bank associated with Beaverdam Creek in Mecklenburg County (Permit No. IMS_ID: 92217). 
The mitigation bank is contained fully within the Mecklenburg County Berewick Park. Based on conceptual 
designs, direct impacts to the site appear unlikely and avoidable. 
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27 
Does the project involve Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) 
buyout properties under the Hazard Mitigation Grant Program (HMGP)? 

NO 

Based on a cursory review, the proposed project does not appear to involve FEMA buyout properties.  

28 Does the project include a de minimis or programmatic Section 4(f)? UNRESOLVED 

As discussed in Question #6 above, the study corridor includes two Section 4(f) properties: Byrum-Croft 
House (NRHP-listed) and Berewick Park (Mecklenburg County Park). Impacts to Berewick Park are unlikely. 
Further evaluation and design details will be needed to determine whether the proposed project would 
use a portion of the Byrum-Croft House property. More detailed designs will facilitate consultation 
between the FHWA and the owner with jurisdiction (OWJ) – the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) 
in the case of NRHP-listed property. 

29 Is the project considered a Type I under the NCDOT's Noise Policy? YES 

If the project is federally funded, it would be classified as a Type I Noise project. If the proposed project is 
state-funded, additional coordination would be required to determine whether the proposed project 
would be evaluated for potential noise impacts by NCDOT. 

30 
Is there prime or important farmland soil impacted by this project as defined 
by the Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA)? 

YES 

The project study area includes prime farmland and farmland of statewide importance. However, the 
Farmland Conversion Impact Rating assessment for the Garden Parkway Final Environmental Impact 
Statement (FEIS) indicated that impacts from that project – which had a larger footprint – would not meet 
the USDA thresholds for concern. This would seem to suggest the Catawba Crossings would likewise not 
result in an adverse effect to farmland. However, this assessment should be updated during any NEPA 
review of this project.    

31 Are there other issues that may affect project decisions? UNRESOLVED 

Multiple planned developments and potential future developments that intersect the Catawba Crossings 
corridor may affect project decisions in the future. The Overlook at Riverside (Town of Cramerton) and 
River District (City of Charlotte) are large planned multi-use developments that intersect, or bound, the 
proposed project; other residential and multi-use developments are expected. Local jurisdictions are 
aware of this proposed transportation project and are making decisions with that knowledge. 
Additionally, there is the potential that the Charlotte Douglas International Airport (CLT) runway 
extension, expansion of the intermodal yard, and planned future development south of CLT may affect 
project decisions, particularly east of I-485. While these factors are “known” they contribute to a dynamic 
environment surrounding the proposed project that will require close coordination at the local level. 

32 
Is a project-level analysis for direct, indirect, or cumulative effects required 
based on the NCDOT community studies    screening tool? 

UNRESOLVED 

Based on a review of the NCDOT Direct and Indirect Screening Tool (DIST), a project-level analysis for 
direct, indirect, or cumulative effects appears to be appropriate. The proposed project is expected to 
result in travel time savings of more than one minute; permanently add new connections to the existing 
road network; and provide new or expanded access to properties. Further, there is the potential that the 
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proposed project may encourage the development of activity centers with moderate to high intensity land 
development or redevelopment. This question should be further evaluated during project development.  

33 
Is a project level air quality Mobile Source Air Toxics (MSAT) analysis 
required? 

NO 

Projected traffic volumes for the proposed project are not expected to exceed 40,000 vehicles per day 
(vpd) in 2045 and therefore does not meet the threshold for an MSAT analysis. 
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Figure 1a 
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Figure 1b 

 



 

 13 

Figure 1c 
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Figure 1d 
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Figure 2 
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Project:  Catawba Crossings, Southeastern Gaston & Western Mecklenburg Counties 

Project No.: 066345 

Subject: Agency Pre-Scoping Meeting  

Date / Time:  April 7, 2021 9:00–10:30 AM 

Location: Webex (Remote) 

Attendees:   

Organization Name Title / Role 
Wilmington Regulatory Division 
Corps of Engineers 

Monte Matthews NCDOT Coordinator 
Eric Alsmeyer NCDOT Div. 10/12 Project Manager 

Environmental Protection 
Agency  

Amanetta Somerville  Region 4-NEPA Program Manager 

Federal Highway 
Administration  

Loretta Barren  Divisions 10-12 Air Quality, Planning & 
Environment Specialist 

US Fish and Wildlife Service  Holland Youngman NCDOT Div. 9-14 Project Manager 
NC Division of Water Resources Amy Chapman NCDOT Coordinator 

NCDOT Division 12 
Jeff Wyatt Division Environmental Officer 
Michael Poe Division Project Development Engineer 

NCDOT Division 10  Brett Canipe Division Engineer  
Gaston Cleveland Lincoln 
Metropolitan Planning 
Organization 

Randi Gates Project Manager 

Gannett Fleming 
Mike Holder Project Principal 
Adam Archual Sr. Environmental Planner 
John Thomas  Sr. Environmental Specialist  

 

The purpose of this meeting was to inform Federal and State Regulatory Agencies of the Catawba 
Crossings Feasibility Study. It is also the meeting’s purpose to collect Agency comment and feedback for 
this Feasibility Study and develop Agency recommendations for future studies for this Catawba 
Crossings Project. At this point the project is very early in its development, loosely following the 
guidelines of the NCDOT Express Design Process. This is a pre-NEPA study and that is why the meeting 
was called a pre-Scoping meeting. This project is currently not programed, not funded, or included in the 
STIP. The purpose of this Feasibility Study is to provide the GCLMPO with the details needed by NCDOT 
for prioritization. NEPA scoping will be developed in the future if the project progresses to that point.  

The project geographic location is a 1000 ft. corridor between S. New Hope Road (NC 279) in 
southeastern Gaston County that extends to the east, 6.5 miles to Steele Creek Road (NC 160) in 
western Mecklenburg County just south of the Charlotte Douglas International Airport (CLT). The 
proposed roadway footprint would be considerably narrower than the 1000 ft. corridor width (or 
approximately 180 ft. wide).  



The Project Study corridor would be familiar to many of the attending agencies as it is a portion of the 
“Preferred Alternative” / “LEDPA” corridor for the Garden Parkway Toll Road that was discontinued in 
2015. The Garden Parkway was a 22-mile new alignment freeway while Catawba Crossings is a 6.5 new 
alignment boulevard within the Garden Parkway Corridor section from S. New Hope Road east to Steele 
Creek Road (NC 160). The NEPA FEIS process for the Garden Parkway project included a detailed 
alternative analysis. This alternative analysis involved taking the land mass from I-85/Gastonia in the 
west to I-485/ Charlotte in the east and dividing it into a grid of 1200 ft. “Preliminary Corridor 
Segments”. These Preliminary Corridor Segments were evaluated for Natural Environment Resources 
and Human Environment Resources. Those segments that had significant impacts to Natural and Human 
Resources were eliminated. The remaining segments were then put together into linear “Functional 
Design Corridors” that created 12 linear alternative corridors for the project. The result of the NEPA 
“Preferred Alternative” and Merger “LEDPA” processes was agreement that Detailed Study Alternative 
(DSA) 9 was the most practicable alternative for the Garden Parkway project. With that understanding 
of the previous alternative analysis and recognition that the same Natural Environment Resources and 
Human Environment Resources determined for the Garden Parkway environmental review process 
remain today, the referenced DSA 9 section is being used for the purpose of the Catawba Crossings 
Feasibility Study. It is understood that if the Catawba Crossings Project proceeds to a NEPA review and 
Clear Water Act permitting that a new alternative analysis including a no build alternative would be 
required for the proposed Catawba Crossings Project. However, an aerial map review of the project area 
supports this corridor or a variation of this corridor as the likely most practical alternative for the 
Catawba Crossings Project. An alternative to the north would involve impacts to Public School facilities, 
residential relocations, and impacts to a Historical African American Community. An alternative to the 
south would involve impacts to the Duke Energy Allen Steam Plant, a coal ash pond associated with the 
Allen Steam Plant, the Daniel Stowe Botanical Gardens, and residential relocations. 

Question from Amanetta Somerville (EPA): Are there any other aspects of the Garden Parkway being 
developed or redeveloped at this time?  

Answer: No aspects of the Garden Parkway are being developed or redeveloped at this time. The 
Catawba Crossings Project is a different and separate project from the Garden Parkway. The only 
similarity is the shared DSA 9 corridor for the reasons already discussed. The Garden Parkway was a 22-
mile, 6-lane interstate, controlled access, toll road project from I-85 west of Gastonia to I-485 in western 
Mecklenburg County. The Catawba Crossings is a 6.5-mile, 4-lane boulevard with at grade intersections, 
sidewalks and bicycle accommodations that is expected to have regional transportation benefits (i.e. 
redirect local traffic patterns away from regional traffic corridors) with more of a context sensitive 
design.  

Question from Eric Alsmeyer (COE): The corridor slide shows a dotted line as if the eastern end of the 
Catawba Crossings study corridor would continue east of NC 160. What is the purpose and plan 
associated with the dotted line? 

Answer: The referenced slide is dated (2015) and references a planned roadway extension to the east, 
towards Uptown Charlotte. Something of the sort remains on the book, however the alignment has 
changed due to the CLT runway extension and other developments. Such an extension is not part of this 
project.  

Question from Eric Alsmeyer (COE): The proposed interchange of the Catawba Crossings with I-485 is 
shown in a location where if it were moved further north it would avoid stream impacts and impacts to 
a park.  



Answer: The location and configuration of this interchange is a result of a large, planned multiuse 
development (River District). However, the COE’s concerns for the interchange is noted and it is agreed 
that the interchange needs further analysis. 

Question from Amanetta Somerville (EPA):  What is the timeline for the River District Project, is it in the 
near future or way off in the future.  

Answer: The timeline for the River District Project is in the 15 to 20-year time frame. However, it should 
be noted that Charlotte/Mecklenburg planners have been involved in planning for this corridor including 
zoning restrictions in this area to document that this is the preferred Catawba Crossings corridor 
compatible with local zoning and planning.   

With reference to the location of this interchange, the traffic patterns are expected to change with the 
further expansions of the airport and the surrounding resulting development. All these factors will come 
in play in further analyses in the final location of this interchange.  

To close out the comments on the Garden Parkway, it was discussed that Garden Parkway was 
discontinued as result of litigation of the Catawba River Foundation V. N.C. Department of 
Transportation court actions. The court decision determined the “no build” alternative analysis was 
improper and required a supplement to the FEIS to address this issue be completed before construction 
of the project could go forward. NCDOT did not produce such a supplement and chose to discontinue 
the project. The point of this discussion was to point out that the reason the project was discontinued 
was that the FEIS analysis was flawed and not necessarily that the alignment was flawed.  

Randi Gates relayed that since the discontinuation of the Garden Parkway the CRTPO and GCLMPO have 
continued to review transportation needs for this area. In 2017 the CRTPO and GCLMPO sent a 
resolution to NCDOT requesting an NCDOT primary route designation for the Catawba Crossings Project. 
The NCDOT responded that the CRTPO and GCLMPO needed to complete a feasibility study to support 
the project’s advancement. An NCDOT primary route designation is needed to position the Catawba 
Crossings in the Regional Tier during Prioritization. On the Mecklenburg County side of the project, 
NCDOT is completing the Airport Area and River District Feasibility Study, which is the source of the 
current I-485 interchange design. It is the intent of this study to coordinate the two feasibility studies to 
avoid conflicts. 

Adam Archual discussed the feasibility study goals: 1. Evaluate the boulevard cross section and project 
limits. 2. Engage the Community and Stakeholders. 3. Develop Preliminary Project Need and Purpose. 4. 
Evaluate conceptual designs. 5. Evaluate NC Primary Route designation. 6. Evaluate project funding 
scenarios.  

Adam presented a table of differences of Catawba Crossings from the former Gaston East-West 
Connector (Garden Parkway) and a schedule of Community & Stakeholder engagements (see attached 
slides). The GCLMPO conducted 18 stakeholder interviews in the Fall of 2020. Adam then summarized 
the first round of virtual Public Involvement (January 6–February 4, 2021), including the demographic 
makeup of the respondents to the survey. The survey identified existing conditions concerns and asked 
the public about transportation needs. In addition to the Metro Quest survey, the GCLMPO collected 
509 written comments. (Refer to attached slideshow.) Adam encouraged those interested in reviewing 
the comments and responses to visit the project website (www.catawbacrossings.com).   

The “Preliminary Need Statement” was then displayed for review and comment. The preliminary need 
statement identifies the Catawba River barrier between southeastern Gaston County (NC) and 
northeastern York County (SC) with western Mecklenburg County (NC). It points out the need for better 

http://www.catawbacrossings.com/


local transportation connectivity and mobility infrastructure between these growing areas. It was 
pointed out that this was a first draft need statement and that we were asking for agency input in the 
development of the need statement.   

Question from Amanetta Somerville (EPA): Is there any quantitative data to show a need for commuter 
time improvement?  

Answer: Yes, traffic analyses are nearly complete. The draft traffic analyses show significant travel time 
savings and the potential to divert traffic from already congested corridors, e.g., I-85, US 29-74.  

Question from Monte Matthews (COE): What is the design year for the project? Is there a drive for 
economic development from this project?  

Answer: The Design year is 2045. Even though the project is not a controlled access project, limited 
access (to some degree) seems appropriate. The current growth patterns in the area include jobs in 
western Mecklenburg County and residential communities in southeastern Gaston and northern York 
Counties. It is possible that the Catawba Crossings Project may attract business growth in southeastern 
Gaston and northern York Counties, but these locations at present are not attractive to business growth. 
Western Mecklenburg County has all the amenities (i.e. interstate highway, railroads, and airport) for 
continued business growth.  

Monte Matthews also stated that he realizes that this study is in the very early stages and as studies and 
analyses develop it is likely it will become clearer what the needs are for this project. He also stated the 
COE’s commitment to help develop the need statement to support the proposed separate and complete 
project. He cautioned that the purpose statement (as required to satisfy the needs) may be different 
than what was required for Garden Parkway, and therefore may lead to a different set of alternatives, 
some of which might not have been evaluated under the earlier project.   

The meeting next discussed a “Preliminary Purpose Statement” for the project. Agencies were asked to 
read the statement and provide comments.  No further comments were added. 

The next topic of discussion was Conceptual Design for the project. As discussed earlier, the study 
alignment and bridge locations are those previously studied (Garden Parkway). Previous studies 
determined these bridge locations were permittable, and development pressures along the corridor 
(including planned developments that are reserving right-of-way for the Catawba Crossings) further 
constrain the alignment and make these the most feasible locations for the proposed project. Typical 
section(s) under consideration are Boulevard 4-lane vs. 6-lane (or hybrid) median divided with bicycle 
and pedestrian accommodations. The typical cross sections for the project show a four-lane boulevard 
with grass medians, sidewalks and bike lanes. The project team will recommend a six-lane bridge over 
the Catawba River (likely 4-lanes at opening with 2 future lanes) as the traffic analyses projects traffic 
volumes that support a 6-lane section.  

In conclusion, the goal is to have a completed Feasibility Study by late fall of 2021 ready to submit for 
scoring in the next Prioritization 7.0 scheduled for 2023.    

Question from Monte Matthews (COE): If the Catawba Crossings does make the prioritization and 
becomes a NCDOT project will the remaining Garden Parkway be dropped, or will it continue to be 
included in area transportation plans? 

Answer: The old Garden Parkway alignment remains in the GCLMPO CTP. There are no plans to remove 
this freeway alignment from the CTP.    



The attached Pre-scoping Comments were received via email: 

1. Duke Energy Lake Services (3/10/2021) 

2. USACE (4/8/2021) 

3. USFWS (4/12/2021) 

 

Also attached to this summary is the Pre-scoping Presentation (4/7/2021) 



From: Archual, Adam J.
To: Proj066345.001
Subject: FW: Catawba Crossings Feasibility Study - Invitation to External Pre-Scoping Meeting
Date: Friday, March 12, 2021 11:12:00 AM

 
 

From: Gates, Randi <randig@cityofgastonia.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, March 10, 2021 4:58 PM
To: Archual, Adam J. <aarchual@GFNET.com>
Subject: RE: Catawba Crossings Feasibility Study - Invitation to External Pre-Scoping Meeting
 
Hey Adam – I just spoke to Kelvin Reagan with Duke Energy Lake Services. He said until we are
further into design and have a more defined route, there is not much input that Lake Services has at
this point. He did note that a FERC Permit will be required, with each bridge needing a separate
application. I told him we just wanted to meet with the regulatory agencies for a high level
identification of environmental impacts and permitting needs. He said he is more than happy to chat
if we have any questions, but at this time do not have any other input to provide this early in the
process.
 
Randi
 

From: Archual, Adam J. [mailto:aarchual@GFNET.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, March 10, 2021 10:24 AM
To: Loretta.Barren@dot.gov; holland_youngman@fws.gov; Marla.Chambers@ncwildlife.org;
Somerville.Amanetta@epa.gov; Crystal.C.Amschier@usace.army.mil;
Eric.C.Alsmeyer@usace.army.mil; Monte.K.Matthews@usace.army.mil; Hall.R.Pitts@uscg.mil;
Donna.Hood@ncdenr.gov; Amy.Chapman@ncdenr.gov; Renee.Gledhill-Earley@ncdcr.gov;
bdcanipe@ncdot.gov; tboland@ncdot.gov; lthompson@ncdot.gov; mstafford@ncdot.gov; Poe,
Michael L <mlpoe@ncdot.gov>; jlwyatt@ncdot.gov; Kelvin.Reagan@duke-energy.com; Cook, Robert
<Robert.W.Cook@charlottenc.gov>
Cc: Gates, Randi <randig@cityofgastonia.com>; Holder, Michael <mholder@GFNET.com>; Thomas,
John T. <jthomas@GFNET.com>; Proj066345.001 <66345CatawbaCrossings@gfnet.com>
Subject: Catawba Crossings Feasibility Study - Invitation to External Pre-Scoping Meeting
 

CAUTION:  This email originated from outside of the organization.  Do not click links or
open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Good morning:
 
I am extending an invitation on behalf of the Gaston-Cleveland-Lincoln MPO (GCLMPO) to
participate in an “External Pre-Scoping Meeting” for the Catawba Crossings Feasibility Study,
currently underway.  Please review the attached package for more information about this project
and the feasibility study.
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From: Alsmeyer, Eric C CIV USARMY CESAW (USA)
To: Archual, Adam J.
Cc: Matthews, Monte K CIV USARMY CESAW (USA); Hall.R.Pitts@uscg.mil; Donna.Hood@ncdenr.gov;

Amy.Chapman@ncdenr.gov; Renee.Gledhill-Earley@ncdcr.gov; bdcanipe@ncdot.gov; tboland@ncdot.gov;
lthompson@ncdot.gov; mstafford@ncdot.gov; Poe, Michael L; jlwyatt@ncdot.gov; Kelvin.Reagan@duke-
energy.com; Cook, Robert; randig; Holder, Michael; Thomas, John T.; Loretta.Barren@dot.gov;
holland_youngman@fws.gov; Marla.Chambers@ncwildlife.org; Somerville.Amanetta@epa.gov; Proj066345.001

Subject: RE: Catawba Crossings Feasibility Study - Invitation to External Pre-Scoping Meeting; DA# SAW-2021-00741.
Date: Thursday, April 8, 2021 8:25:59 AM

Adam:  This is in response to your email below requesting comments on Pre-Scoping for the Gaston
Cleveland Lincoln Metropolitan Planning Organization (GCLMPO), Catawba Crossings Project
Feasibility Study, in Gaston and Mecklenburg Counties, North Carolina; DA# SAW-2021-00741. 
Thank you for the opportunity to participate in the External Pre-Scoping Meeting yesterday, and to
provide comments.
 
Please email me a shapefile for the current study area, and a copy of your presentation from
yesterday.
 
My comments:
 
The information in the project data sheet and pre-scoping meeting packet is correct concerning
FEMA floodplains and floodways, hydric soils (from the County soils maps), National Wetland
Inventory (NWI) wetland features, National Register-listed or eligible sites, and an NC Division of
Mitigation Services (NC-DMS) mitigation site. 
 
US Fish and Wildlife Service’s listings of federally endangered or threatened species for Gaston and
Mecklenburg Counties include Northern long-eared bat, Myotis septentrionalis;
Dwarf-flowered heartleaf, Hexastylis naniflora; Schweinitz's sunflower, Echinacea laevigata; Carolina
heelsplitter, Lasmigona decorate; Rusty-patched bumble bee, Bombus affinis;
Michaux's sumac, Rhus michauxii; and Smooth coneflower, Echinacea laevigata.  The Georgia aster,
Symphyotrichum georgianum is listed as a Candidate species, and Carolina Hemlock Tsuga
caroliniana, is listed as an At Risk Species.  There have also been recent sightings of Bald eagle,
Haliaeetus leucocephalus, on Lake Wylie.
 
As discussed at the meeting yesterday, based on the available information, potential impacts to
streams, the NC-DMS mitigation site, and Berewick Park, could be minimized, if the corridor on the
east side of the Catawba River, and south of the Charlotte Open Space,  continues due east to cross
Dixie River Road and Beaverdam Creek, and then parallels the north side of Garrison Road, to
connect directly to the existing I-485 interchange at West Boulevard.  We understand that there are
developments proposed in the short-term that would affect this alignment, and that the I-485
interchange on the south side of the airport may be revised independent of this project..
 
Also, as discussed, traffic data will be developed during the Feasibility Study to support the need,
and to further define the purpose to allow identification of feasible alternatives during project
development.
 
We also have a few questions that should be addressed in the study: 
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1. Is there likely to be Federal Highway Administration funding for this project?

 
2. How was the western terminus of the corridor determined?

 
Please reply or call if you have any questions or if I may serve you in any other way.  
 
The Wilmington District is committed to providing the highest level of support to the public.  To help
us ensure we continue to do so, please complete the Customer Satisfaction Survey located at
https://regulatory.ops.usace.army.mil/customer-service-survey/.
 
Eric
 
Eric Alsmeyer
Work Cell: 919.817.1570
 
Project Manager
Regulatory Division Office
US Army Corps of Engineers, Wilmington District
3331 Heritage Trade Drive, Suite 105, Wake Forest, NC 27587
Office Tel: (919) 554-4884, x23 (I am working out of the office, but I try to check my voicemails daily)
Regulatory Homepage: http://www.saw.usace.army.mil/Missions/RegulatoryPermitProgram.aspx

 
From: Archual, Adam J. <aarchual@GFNET.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, March 16, 2021 11:54 AM
To: Loretta.Barren@dot.gov; holland_youngman@fws.gov; Marla.Chambers@ncwildlife.org;
Somerville.Amanetta@epa.gov; Crystal.C.Amschier@usace.army.mil; Alsmeyer, Eric C CIV USARMY
CESAW (USA) <Eric.C.Alsmeyer@usace.army.mil>; Matthews, Monte K CIV USARMY CESAW (USA)
<Monte.K.Matthews@usace.army.mil>; Hall.R.Pitts@uscg.mil; Donna.Hood@ncdenr.gov;
Amy.Chapman@ncdenr.gov; Renee.Gledhill-Earley@ncdcr.gov; bdcanipe@ncdot.gov;
tboland@ncdot.gov; lthompson@ncdot.gov; mstafford@ncdot.gov; Poe, Michael L
<mlpoe@ncdot.gov>; jlwyatt@ncdot.gov; Kelvin.Reagan@duke-energy.com; Cook, Robert
<Robert.W.Cook@charlottenc.gov>
Cc: Gates, Randi <randig@cityofgastonia.com>; Holder, Michael <mholder@GFNET.com>; Thomas,
John T. <jthomas@GFNET.com>; Proj066345.001 <66345CatawbaCrossings@gfnet.com>
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] RE: Catawba Crossings Feasibility Study - Invitation to External Pre-
Scoping Meeting
 
Good morning:  A reminder to those who have not provided availability via the Doodle poll linked in
email below to please do so by tomorrow COB.
 
Also, attached are the meeting materials for your review that were inadvertently left off of last
weeks invitation. 
 
Thank you,
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From: Youngman, Holland J
To: Archual, Adam J.
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Catawba Crossings Feasibility Study - Invitation to External Pre-Scoping Meeting
Date: Monday, April 12, 2021 5:18:22 PM

Good afternoon, Adam -

Thank you for hosting the pre-scoping meeting for the Catawba Crossing feasibility study last week. 
Apologies that I had to leave for another meeting prior to the end.  Recognizing that it is early in the
planning process, I have reviewed the proposed alignment and am providing you with applicable
standard scoping comments. 

The following comments are submitted in accordance with the provisions of the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act, as amended (16 U.S.C. 661667e); the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C.
§4321 et seq.); the Migratory Bird Treaty Act, as amended (16 U.S.C. 703) (MBTA); and section 7 of
the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 15311543) (Act). 

Federally Listed Endangered and Threatened Species 
In accordance with section 7 (a)(2) of the Act and 50 CFR Part 402.01, before any federal
authorization/permits or funding can be issued for this project, it is the responsibility of the
appropriate federal regulatory/permitting and/or funding agency(ies) to determine whether the
project may affect any federally endangered or threatened species (listed species) or designated
critical habitat.  A species list for counties in North Carolina can be found online at:
https://www.fws.gov/raleigh/species/cntylist/nc_counties.html.  If it is determined that this project
may affect any listed species or designated critical habitat, you must initiate section 7 consultation
with this office.    

Suitable summer roosting habitat may be present in the project area for the federally threatened
northern long-eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis).  However, the final 4(d) rule (effective as of
February 16, 2016), exempts incidental take of northern long-eared bat associated with activities
that occur greater than 0.25 miles from a known hibernation site, and greater than 150 feet from a
known, occupied maternity roost during the pup season (June 1 – July 31).  Based on the information
provided, the project would occur at a location where any incidental take that may result from
associated activities is exempt under the 4(d) rule.  Although not required, we encourage you to
conduct any tree clearing activities outside the active season (April 1 to October 15) to reduce the
chance of impacting unidentified maternity roosts.

We offer the following general recommendations on behalf of natural resources: 

The proposed alignment appears to cross portions of Lake Wylie/Catawba River in proximity to
known waterbird colonies and a bald eagle nesting location.  Accordingly, please note the following:

Migratory Birds 
The MBTA  prohibits the intentional taking, killing, possession, transportation, and importation of
migratory birds, their eggs, parts, and nests, except when specifically authorized by the Department
of the Interior.  To avoid impacts to migratory birds, we recommend conducting a visual inspection
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of any migratory bird nesting habitat within the project area during the migratory bird nesting
season of March through September and avoiding impacting the nests during the migratory bird
nesting season.  If birds are discovered nesting near the project area during years prior to the
proposed construction date, we recommend that you and the NCDOT, in consultation with US Fish
and Wildlife Service, develop measures to discourage birds from establishing nests within the project
area by means that will not result in the take of birds or eggs; or avoid construction activities during
the nesting period.  

Bald Eagle 
The project site lies within the range of the bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus).  The bald eagle
has been removed from the federal list of endangered and threatened species due to its recovery. 
However, this species continues to be afforded protection by the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection
Act (16 U.S.C. 668‑668d) and the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (16 U.S.C. 703‑712).  The Bald and
Golden Eagle Protection Act, enacted in 1940, and amended several times, prohibits anyone without
a permit issued by the Secretary of the Interior from “taking” bald eagles, including their parts, nests,
or eggs.  “Take” is defined as to “pursue, shoot, shoot at, poison, wound, kill, capture, trap, collect,
molest or disturb.”  “Disturb” means “to agitate or bother a bald or golden eagle to the degree that
interferes with or interrupts normal breeding, feeding, or sheltering habits, causing injury, death, or
nest abandonment.”  In addition to immediate impacts, these definitions also cover impacts that
result from human‑induced alterations initiated around a previously used nest site during a time
when eagles are not present if, upon an eagle’s return, such alterations agitate or bother the
eagle(s) to a degree that interferes with or interrupts normal breeding, feeding, or sheltering habits
and causes injury, death, or nest abandonment. 
 
If any active nests are located within ½ mile of the project site, we request work at the site be
restricted from mid‑December through July to prevent adverse impacts to the bald eagle.  This will
prevent disturbance of the eagle(s) during the egg‑laying period until the young fledge, which
encompasses their most vulnerable life stages.  We ask that you consult with this office before
construction begins to confirm that the eagle(s) have left the nest.  Once this has been confirmed,
construction may begin.  If construction during the restricted time period of mid-December through
July cannot be avoided, then consultation with this office will be necessary and a “take” permit must
be obtained.  More information on bald eagle management, conservation measures, and obtaining a
“take” permit for bald eagles can be found at the following website:
http://www.fws.gov/southeast/es/baldeagle/. 

Please feel free to reach out with any questions or concerns. 
Best,

Holland Youngman 
Wildlife Biologist 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Asheville Ecological Services Field Office 
160 Zillicoa Street 
Asheville, North Carolina, 28801 
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Office: 828-258-3939 x42235 
Cell: 828-575-3920

From: Archual, Adam J. <aarchual@GFNET.com>
Sent: Wednesday, March 10, 2021 10:23 AM
To: Loretta.Barren@dot.gov <Loretta.Barren@dot.gov>; Youngman, Holland J
<holland_youngman@fws.gov>; Marla.Chambers@ncwildlife.org
<Marla.Chambers@ncwildlife.org>; Somerville.Amanetta@epa.gov
<Somerville.Amanetta@epa.gov>; Crystal.C.Amschier@usace.army.mil
<Crystal.C.Amschier@usace.army.mil>; Eric.C.Alsmeyer@usace.army.mil
<Eric.C.Alsmeyer@usace.army.mil>; Monte.K.Matthews@usace.army.mil
<Monte.K.Matthews@usace.army.mil>; Hall.R.Pitts@uscg.mil <Hall.R.Pitts@uscg.mil>;
Donna.Hood@ncdenr.gov <Donna.Hood@ncdenr.gov>; Amy.Chapman@ncdenr.gov
<Amy.Chapman@ncdenr.gov>; Renee.Gledhill-Earley@ncdcr.gov <Renee.Gledhill-
Earley@ncdcr.gov>; bdcanipe@ncdot.gov <bdcanipe@ncdot.gov>; tboland@ncdot.gov
<tboland@ncdot.gov>; lthompson@ncdot.gov <lthompson@ncdot.gov>; mstafford@ncdot.gov
<mstafford@ncdot.gov>; Poe, Michael L <mlpoe@ncdot.gov>; jlwyatt@ncdot.gov
<jlwyatt@ncdot.gov>; Kelvin.Reagan@duke-energy.com <Kelvin.Reagan@duke-energy.com>; Cook,
Robert <Robert.W.Cook@charlottenc.gov>
Cc: Gates, Randi <randig@cityofgastonia.com>; Holder, Michael <mholder@GFNET.com>; Thomas,
John T. <jthomas@GFNET.com>; Proj066345.001 <66345CatawbaCrossings@gfnet.com>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Catawba Crossings Feasibility Study - Invitation to External Pre-Scoping Meeting
 
 

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on
links, opening attachments, or responding.  

Good morning:
 
I am extending an invitation on behalf of the Gaston-Cleveland-Lincoln MPO (GCLMPO) to
participate in an “External Pre-Scoping Meeting” for the Catawba Crossings Feasibility Study,
currently underway.  Please review the attached package for more information about this project
and the feasibility study.
 
The GCLMPO is preparing a feasibility study to evaluate a potential new crossing of the Catawba
River (i.e. Lake Wylie / South Fork Catawba River and Catawba River)
connecting southeastern Gaston and western Mecklenburg Counties in North Carolina.   
 
The proposed Catawba Crossings Project is an approximate 6.5-mile linear transportation project
that begins at NC 279 (South New Hope Road) approximately 2 miles south of Cramerton in
southeastern Gaston County and proceeds east to NC 160 (Steele Creek Rd) in western Mecklenburg
County.
 



A virtual/remote External Pre-Scoping Screening Meeting will be scheduled for your input. Please

provide your availability via this Doodle Poll by close of business on Wednesday, March
17 at which time a meeting invitation with conference call/web meeting details will be sent. 
 
Please note that a written response outlining your agencies comments would be welcomed in your
absence.
 
Thank you and please feel free to contact the GCLMPO Project Manager, Randi Gates (cced)
(randig@cityofgastonia.com or 980-925-7405) or myself with any questions.  
 
#BeHealthyBeSafeBeKind
 
Adam Archual | Sr. Environmental Planner
Gannett Fleming, Inc. | One Glenwood Avenue, Suite 900, Raleigh, NC 27603
t 984.389.2398 | f 919.999.3632  aarchual@gfnet.com
Excellence Delivered As Promised
Gannett Fleming is ISO 9001:2015 Certified.
www.gannettfleming.com | Stay connected: Twitter | Facebook | LinkedIn | YouTube
 

https://nam02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fdoodle.com%2Fpoll%2Ftxqcxvpqazwssvv2%3Futm_source%3Dpoll%26utm_medium%3Dlink&data=04%7C01%7Caarchual%40GFNET.com%7C032daf3ea695483ffe3108d8fdf87e37%7C7ec50e1637874697b086795dd54b8c9a%7C0%7C0%7C637538591015547470%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=yzw6dk4LeC7gmL65KSV7J3BIII6EQHV6Z6PqU2h4rik%3D&reserved=0
mailto:randig@cityofgastonia.com
mailto:aarchual@gfnet.com
https://nam02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.gannettfleming.com%2F&data=04%7C01%7Caarchual%40GFNET.com%7C032daf3ea695483ffe3108d8fdf87e37%7C7ec50e1637874697b086795dd54b8c9a%7C0%7C0%7C637538591015547470%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=Rs5S2OX4gc4cQITOnPhso4fDYYu%2FHuh9H1JxsLKDbbM%3D&reserved=0
https://nam02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.twitter.com%2Fgannettfleming&data=04%7C01%7Caarchual%40GFNET.com%7C032daf3ea695483ffe3108d8fdf87e37%7C7ec50e1637874697b086795dd54b8c9a%7C0%7C0%7C637538591015557469%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=N0l%2Ftc6f%2BLrQ7L4u%2F5gFbtToKWGIgAFmYqTUFyn4V4k%3D&reserved=0
https://nam02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.facebook.com%2FGannettFleming&data=04%7C01%7Caarchual%40GFNET.com%7C032daf3ea695483ffe3108d8fdf87e37%7C7ec50e1637874697b086795dd54b8c9a%7C0%7C0%7C637538591015567467%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=UW%2BXuiwgacO57oHeWcffLXjSKEP9Jc%2F0BDO5K%2FHDaB4%3D&reserved=0
https://nam02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.linkedin.com%2Fcompany%2Fgannett-fleming&data=04%7C01%7Caarchual%40GFNET.com%7C032daf3ea695483ffe3108d8fdf87e37%7C7ec50e1637874697b086795dd54b8c9a%7C0%7C0%7C637538591015577466%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=1kbZ%2FMkBx6%2B2T6rsrbmG%2FUwgLgfWISy4eaCuaoXeb5o%3D&reserved=0
https://nam02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.youtube.com%2Fuser%2FGannettFleming%3Fblend%3D3%26ob%3D5&data=04%7C01%7Caarchual%40GFNET.com%7C032daf3ea695483ffe3108d8fdf87e37%7C7ec50e1637874697b086795dd54b8c9a%7C0%7C0%7C637538591015577466%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=%2BUjSJa%2F0UZISU92h%2BAyccmfVoNT64L2iM25Tb27eYTY%3D&reserved=0


April 7, 2021

Agency Pre-Scoping Meeting



Agenda

• Introductions and Meeting Purpose
• Project Background
• Feasibility Study

o Goals
o Preliminary Need and Purpose
o Conceptual Design

• Agency Comments
• Future Study



Introductions & 
Meeting Purpose 

Looking south-southwest near proposed crossing of the South Fork Catawba River, 
Gaston County 





Project Background

Looking south-southwest near proposed crossing of the South Fork Catawba River, Gaston County 
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Project Background

Looking south-southwest near proposed crossing of the South Fork Catawba River, Gaston County 
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Catawba Riverkeeper Found. v. N.C. Dep't of Transp., No.5:15-CV-29-D 
(E.D.N.C. Mar. 13, 2015)

 Failed to adequately assess and disclose environmental impacts in FEIS
 Alternatives analysis was improper
 Did not prepare the FEIS in good faith or properly respond to public comments
 Failed to produce a supplemental EIS in light of new information



Project Background

Looking south-southwest near proposed crossing of the South Fork Catawba River, Gaston County 
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Project Background

Looking south-southwest near proposed crossing of the South Fork Catawba River, Gaston County 

1/6/2021 Elected Officials Informational Briefing 8

 Prioritization 5.0
o CRTPO showed Boulevard on Mecklenburg County side
o GCLMPO changed Freeway to Boulevard east of NC 279

 River District Feasibility Study (NCDOT Project # SP 1710A) (2017)
 Airport Area and River District Feasibility Study (NCDOT Project ID 

H184060) (in progress)



Feasibility Study Goals

 Reimagine a Catawba River crossing 
o Evaluate the Boulevard cross section and project limits

 Engage the Community and Stakeholders
o Include resource and regulatory agencies
o Identify opportunities and constraints

 Develop Preliminary Project Need and Purpose
 Evaluate conceptual design(s)

o Estimate construction cost
 Evaluate NC Primary Route designation
 Evaluate project funding scenarios 



Reimagining the 
Catawba Crossings Corridor

Looking south-southwest near proposed crossing of the South Fork Catawba River, Gaston County 

1/6/2021 Elected Officials Informational Briefing 10

Project Component Catawba Crossings Former Gaston East-West Connector

Project Limits NC 279 (S. New Hope Road) to NC 160 (Steele 
Creek Road) I-85 to I-485

Approximate Length (Miles) 6.5 22

Proposed Roadway Classification Boulevard Freeway

Cross Section Median divided roadway with at-grade connections 
to local roadway network.

Access controlled roadway with grade separated 
roadway crossings and interchanges.

Number of Lanes 4 to 6 lanes (depending on projected traffic 
volumes) 6 lanes

Posted Speed Limit 45 mph 65 mph

Control of Access No Yes

Multimodal Options
Compatible with regional/local multimodal plans. 

Local connections to existing and planned 
multimodal facilities will be evaluated.

No

Toll Road No Yes



Community & Stakeholder 
Engagement
 Project Team (monthly)
 Steering Committee (bi-annual)
 Stakeholders
 Public (2 review and comment opportunities)
 Resource and Regulatory Agencies



Regional Collaboration
Project Team



Regional Collaboration
Project Steering Committee

Funding Partners 
City of Gastonia
City of Belmont
Town of Cramerton
Gaston County
NCDOT

Gaston-Cleveland-Lincoln MPO
Charlotte Regional TPO
City of Charlotte DOT (CDOT)
Charlotte Regional Business Alliance
Centralina Regional Council
Crescent Communities (River District)
Gaston Business Association
Gaston County Economic Development Commission
Montcross Chamber
Rock Hill-Fort Mill Area Transportation Study (RFATS)



City of Gastonia
City of Belmont
Town of Cramerton
Gaston County
NCDOT
Gaston-Cleveland-Lincoln 
MPO 
Gaston County Schools
Catawba Lands Conservancy
Carolina Thread Trail
Catawba Riverkeeper
Daniel Stow Botanical 
Garden

Centralina Regional Council
• Freight Advisory 

Committee 
Public Transportation 
Representatives
Mecklenburg County
City of Charlotte
Charlotte Douglas 
International Airport
Duke Energy
CATS
River District
RFATS / York County

Regional Collaboration
Stakeholders



Public Involvement

Virtual Public Input Opportunity (January 6–February 4, 2021)
 5,695 first-time visitors to Project Website (www.catawbacrossings.com) 

http://www.catawbacrossings.com/


Public Involvement

Virtual Public Input Opportunity (January 6–February 4, 2021)
 1,175 Metro Quest surveys completed



Public Input Summary
Metro Quest
 Existing Conditions

o 66% (of 1,033) indicated they “travel out of their way”
o 82% (of 1,024) indicated that congestion slowed their travel between 

counties

 Transportation Needs (Top 3)
o Infrastructure for current/planned growth
o Alternate travel route and transportation options
o Connectivity
o “Others”

• Transit and public transportation
• Improve existing
• Environment/Conservation



Public Input Summary
Metro Quest
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Public Input Summary
Written Comments

 509 written comments
o 391 through Metro Quest
o 116 emails 
o 1 via YouTube and Facebook (each)

 Six major themes:
o Project Need
o Transportation Modes
o Potential Impacts
o Design Considerations
o Improve Existing
o Schedule

Comment responses and summary at www.catawbacrossings.com

http://www.catawbacrossings.com/


Preliminary Need Statement
The Catawba River creates a barrier between western Mecklenburg County (NC), southeastern 
Gaston County (NC) and northeastern York County (SC). Considering the existing transportation 
deficiencies and the amount of future development planned in the region, there is a significant 
need to address congestion, increase mobility options, improve the vitality and resiliency of the 
regional transportation network, and enhance quality of life standards (e.g., reduced travel time).

The identified transportation needs include:

• Additional east-west connectivity within and between Gaston and Mecklenburg counties which 
will also accommodate trips to and from York County;

• Improved network resiliency to accommodate residents, commuters, commerce, and emergency 
response;

• Additional mobility and transportation options to alleviate congestion in the network; and

• Equitable access to jobs, services, and recreational opportunities.

Looking northeast towards proposed crossing of the Catawba River, Gaston County 



Preliminary Purpose 
Statement
The purpose of the Project is to improve mobility within and between Gaston, Mecklenburg and 
York counties by providing an additional connection over the Catawba River in an environmentally 
sensitive manner that establishes direct access to other regional transportation facilities, including 
the Charlotte Douglas International Airport.

The Project is expected to have secondary benefits including:

• improved and expanded multimodal connections; 

• improved level of service (LOS) capacity on adjacent transportation corridors including US 29/74;

• improved response times and access for emergency response; and

• greater access and connections to jobs, services, and recreational opportunities.

Looking northeast towards proposed crossing of the Catawba River, Gaston County 



Conceptual Design

 Alignment and Bridge locations
o Previously studied (Garden Parkway)

• DSA 9 has “lived on” in local transportation plans
• NCDOT Feasibility Studies

o Ongoing, permitted and planned private development

 Typical Section(s) - Boulevard
o 4-lane vs. 6-lane median divided (or hybrid)
o Bicycle and pedestrian accommodations



Conceptual Design
Alignment



Conceptual Design
Typical Sections



Agency Comment & 
General Discussion

Looking northwest towards proposed crossing of the South Fork Catawba River from Tucker Road, Gaston County 



Study Schedule 

Milestone Approximate Date (Subject to Change)
Public Meeting #1 (Virtual Public Meeting) January 2021
Conceptual Roadway Design Spring 2021
Public Meeting #2 (Open House*) Summer 2021
Feasibility Study Fall 2021
Prioritization 7.0 2023
* Public Meeting #2 format will be determined early Spring 2021 with best available information regarding public health and safety



Thank You!

GCLMPO Project Manager
Randi Gates
randig@cityofgastonia.com
(704) 854-6604

Consultant Project Manager
Adam Archual
aarchual@gfnet.com
(984) 389-2398

Project Contacts:

Looking southwest towards proposed corridor as it passes through the peninsula, Gaston County 
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