SOUTH CAROLINA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Columbia, South Carolina

Project No.: 27114
Road: Interstate 85 MM 80-96
Project ID: P27114

CERTIFICATE OF COMBINED LOCATION PUBLIC HEARING

This is to certify that on Tuesday, December 1, 2015, between 5:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m., a public
hearing was held in the auditorium of the Gaffney High School located at 149 Twin Lake Road in the
City of Gaffney, Cherokee County, South Carolina, as provided by 23 CFR 771.111(h). Economic and
social effects of the project’s location, its impact on the environment, and its consistency with the goals
and objectives of area planning, as promulgated by the community, have been considered by the South

Carolina Department of Transportation.

Environmental Project Me@ge/r

April 21,2016



Location:

Time:

Handouts:

Displays:

Personnel:

Process:

Attendance:

Public Hearing for the Proposed Widening and Improvements to
Interstate 85 Mile Marker 80 — 96 in Spartanburg and Cherokee Counties

The auditorium at Gaffney High School, located at 149 Twin Lake Road in the City of
Gaffney, was selected for the Public Hearing due to its proximity to the project area and
its convenient location. Space for displays along with areas to accommodate sign-in,
distribution of handouts, preparation and submission of written and verbal comments, and
discussions between those attending and the Project Team regarding the project were also
available.

The public hearing was held on Tuesday, December 1, 2015, from 5:00 p.m. until 7:00
p.m.

A handout (see Appendix A) was presented to each attendee at the hearing. The
document included a project description as well as an appeal to those in attendance to
comment.

Wall-mounted displays of the widening and improvements to the project area were
presented in the hallways surrounding the auditorium. The preferred alternatives for
interchanges were also exhibited on easels to provide a more detailed description of those
regions of the project. An area with tables and seating was designated for preparing and
submitting completed comment forms. Additionally, an area was arranged with recording
equipment for verbal comments. Copies of the Environmental Assessment were available
for review.

Those actively participating in the Public Hearing from the SCDOT included Heather
Robbins — Public Hearing Officer from the Environmental Services Office (ESO) and
Brad Reynolds, P.E. — Program Manager from the Design-Build Office (DBO). Also
participating from SCDOT were David Kelly (ESO), Nicole Riddle (ESO), Michael Hood
(DBO), Robbie Camp (ROW), Chris Gaskins, Bihn Nguyen, Shane Parris, Jae Mattox,
Tyke Redfearn, Jim Walden and Brooks Bickley. The Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA) was represented by Shane Belcher.

Attendees were greeted at the sign-in station and provided handouts and an explanation of
the informal and formal hearing format. Greeters at the sign-in table notified attendees
that there were three ways to comment: (1) place completed comment forms in the
designated boxes; (2) have comments recorded; and (3) mail comments to SCDOT.
Attendees were also provided the opportunity to sign in to speak during the formal
comment period of the Hearing. They were then directed to the displays that were staffed
by the appropriate person(s) to have their questions answered. Wall-mounted displays
and easel exhibits were constantly staffed. SCDOT personnel were easily identified by
nametags. Staff addressed any questions or comments, or directed them to someone who
could answer their questions. As everyone left, they were asked if they had any
additional questions or concerns and were urged to comment. They were also thanked for
attending.

The formal portion of the Hearing began in the Auditorium at 6:00 p.m. Heather Robbins
served as the Public Hearing Officer. Elected officials were offered the opportunity to
comment. None had any comments. Comments were then received from the public and
transcribed by a court reporter to become part of the project record. The formal portion of
the Hearing lasted until all the people that signed up had the opportunity to comment.

Approximately 194 people were in attendance at the public hearing; and of this number, 5
were black males, 72 were white females, and 12 were other minority. Copies of the



Comments:

sign-in sheets are included as Appendix B. State and Local elected officials, as well two
members of the SCDOT Commission, were present.

None of the attendees requested recorded comments. Nine citizens provided comments
during the formal portion of the hearing and sixteen written comments were received at
the hearing. Forty-eight comments were received through regular and electronic mail
during the 15-day comment period, along with a petition signed by 459 citizens who
requested no changes to the exit/entrance ramps and access roads at Exit 87. Businesses
located at several interchanges (Builders FirstSource and Weststar Travel Plaza at Exit
83; Diamond Day Care, Lemmons Farms Peaches and Cream, AmbuStar and several
businesses at Orchard Place at Exit 87; Hamrick’s at Exit 90; and UPS & Shamrock Inn at
Exit 95) expressed strong concerns with the short- and long-term impacts of the preferred
alternatives to their operations. The Mountain View Baptist Church requested a wall be
used for the ramp on Church property to minimize impacts to their property. Others
requested improvements to Phillips Drive to accommodate truck traffic that would be
routed that way by the proposed alternative. Numerous businesses, residents and property
owners at Exit 87 requested no changes be made at that interchange to avoid impacts.
Others urged the alignment of Webber Road be modified to avoid taking the Orchard
Place building. Some requested that the Sunny Slope Drive bridge be either rebuilt in its
existing location or removed and not rebuilt. The Gaffney Fire Department asked for
more crossovers between the exits for emergency vehicles to facilitate quick responses.
Many asked for consideration of their individual property, either some type of noise or
physical barrier between them and 1-85 or realignment to prevent encroachment onto their
property or the relocation of their homes. The comments and the Program Manager’s
responses are attached as Appendix C.



Appendix A

Public Hearing Handout



Public Hearing

Interstate 85 Widening and Improvements

Mile Marker 80-96

Spartanburg and Cherokee Counties
December 1, 2015

Purpose of the Public Hearing

This Public Hearing is to provide you with a chance to
review the proposed changes to I-85, as described in
the Project Description to the right. You will also have
the opportunity to ask questions and discuss the
project with members of the project team.

Graphics that show the proposed improvements will
be on display and project team members will be
available to answer questions about the project and
the process.

The formal portion of the Hearing will start at 6:00
p-m. in the auditorium. The Project Manager will
give a briefing on the project, its current status,
and the schedule for project completion.
This will be followed by individuals
who wish to make statements for the
record. The informal portion of the
Hearing will continue during this

time.

Individuals need to sign up by 5:55 p.m.
in order to speak during the formal portion of
the hearing.

Written comments will be received at the Hearing
and will be accepted up to 15 days after the Hearing
(December 16, 2015).

Purpose of the Project

These improvements are intended to add capacity
to the interstate and to correct roadway
operational deficiencies at the interchanges. The
capacity will be expanded by adding a lane in
each direction to the interstate and the
deficiencies will be addressed by bringing the
interchanges and the Sunny Slope Drive overpass
bridge up to current design standards.

SCCST

South Carolina Department of Transportation

R

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Highway Administration

Project Description

The South Carolina Department of
Transportation (SCDOT) proposes
improvements along approximately
17 miles of I-85 in Spartanburg and
Cherokee Counties. It includes

widening Interstate 85 (I-85) from

four lanes to six lanes between
Gossett Road (Exit 80) and Shelby

Highway (Exit 96).

The project also includes improving
five interchanges and replacement of
the bridge over I-85 at Sunny Slope
Drive (5-11-131). Major improvements
are to be made at the following
interchanges: Battleground Road (Exit
83); Green River Road (Exit 87);
Pleasant School Road (Exit 95); and
Shelby ~ Road  (Exit 96). Minor
improvements to the frontage roads are
proposed at the Hyatt Street
interchange (Exit 90).

Please note that the graphics on display
tonight and the Environmental
Assessment can be found online at:
http://www.scdot.org/inside/
public_hearings.aspx



Public Hearing

Interstate 85 Widening and Improvements
Mile Marker 80-96

SCCOT

South Carolina Department of Transportation

Spartanburg and Cherokee Counties Q

De cember 1’ 2015 US. Department of Transportation
Federal Highway Administration

PROJECT STUDY AREA

:
A
e

Legend
[ 185 Project Study Area
World Street Map

PROJECT SCHEDULE
Public Hearing December 1, 2015
Signed FONSI / Design Completion Winter 2015
Advertise for Design/Build Construction Early 2016
Select Design/Build Contractor Fall 2016
Complete Construction Winter 2020—2021

If you wish to send comments after this meeting, you can mail them to the
SCDOT Project Manager at:
Mr. Brad Reynolds, P.E.
South Carolina Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 191
Columbia, SC 29202-0191

Or send them via email to ReynoldsBS@scdot.org



Appendix B

Public Hearing Sign-in Sheets
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SCDOT PUBLIC HEARING

SIGN IN SHEET
Tuesday, December 1, 2015

PROPOSED I-85 WIDENING AND IMPROVEMENTS MILE MARKER 80 — 96
SPARTANBURG AND CHEROKEE COUNTIES
Project ID: 27114
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NOTE: Information provided, including name and address, will be published and is subject to
disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act.
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LaTonza Derrick

From: Hilda Enriquez <hgenriquez@aol.com>

Sent: Tuesday, December 8, 2015 9:53 AM

To: Reynolds, Brad S; westaroil@hotmail.com; gonzil5@aol.com;
rcalderon@kinetikgroupllc.com

Subject: WESTAR TRAVEL PLAZA, EXIT 83 SOUTH, I-85

Good morning Brad,

We hope you and your team are doing great. We were present at the last meeting in Gaffney Dec. 1, 2015. We had the chance of
taking to you and the other gentlemen from DOT for a little time but not enough to really emphasize how much this change at Exit
83 will impact our property, land use and business use in the very near future. It is clear to all parties involve the cost of land and
build out of a Truck Stop. We have made significant improvement to our property during the last two years. It is clear to all parties
involve that with the proposed changes to Exit 83, our property will loose most of its value as a truck stop. We don't want to stand
on the way of progress and future growth but we don't want to be hurt in the process of it either. Our property currently offers
employment and economic stability in the area. There is a Huddle House that just recently open at our property as well. Our Truck
Stop and The Huddle House are not a destination like a amusement park, we need to have easy access for customers to come in.
We are not the only Truck Stop or Restaurant in the area. If we don't have an easy access, customers/Drivers/Truckers will keep
going and stop at the next facility down or up |-85.

We know we have expressed our deepest concern to you and your department already at the previous meeting and also via filling
up the forms at the meetings. We would like to request a meeting with your department at your offices at your convenient time. We
understand this time of the year is not the best for scheduling but we can prepare for the beginning of the year. Please read below
our meeting purpose:

. After examining the proposed widening project , |, Westar Travel Plaza Inc., would like to request that
the entrance for Exit 83, going Southbound, to remain open just for the Travel Plaza as an entrance from
I-85. Our customers will utilize the proposed new road/entrance-exit to Exit the property. That would
keep No two way traffic going against the entrance/Exit 83, South Bound of |-85 as that being
expressed as a concern by the DOT in our prior conversations.

This solution would at least allow us to have a direct traffic access as now but/and our customer would have to exit our property
via your proposed two/way new road. DOT could continue doing the new widening project as planed at Exit 83. This request
would not change anything on the proposed new road to provide access to our property. It does not stop any DOT plans. Again,
Its only leaving that exit open just for the Truck Stop (only One Way) and connecting to the new Road for exiting the property. This
minor change will alleviate the huge impact this widening project would do to our property and use of it, in the very near future.

We will be eager to hear from you and your department. Please feel to contact us if you can not understand what | am trying to
reflect on this email. My background is not engineering so | might be confusing you a little in the way | am explaining it. Thanks
again for your understanding and prompt attention to this matter.

Westar Travel Plaza, Inc.
Hilda Enriquez
(305)409-6000.



























LaTonza Derrick

From: hyatt1942@aol.com

Sent: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 6:29 PM

To: Reynolds, Brad S

Subject: Re: 1-85 Widening MM 80-96 - Public Hearing Invitation
185 Exit 95

I am not happy with current design. The economic impact would be disasterpus for Cherokee county.
PLEASE consider going back to Alternative design 1 from the previous meeting in March.

Pat Hyatt

Sent from my Verizon 4G LTE Smartphone

—————— Original message------

From: Reynolds, Brad S

Date: Mon, Nov 16, 2015 6:08 PM

To: Undisclosed recipients:;;

Subject:I-85 Widening MM 80-96 - Public Hearing Invitation
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SCDOT PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT SHEET
Tuesday, December 1, 2015

PROPOSED 1-85 WIDENING AND IMPROVEMENTS MILE MARKER 80 - 96
SPARTANBURG AND CHEROKEE COUNTIES
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How would you like a response to your comment? (Please choose one)  "Dig 2l
No response required Email response (address above) Written response (address above) ﬂ[? ir;
] TR /Wﬁ#
Mail Comments to: Mr. Brad Reynolds, P.E. P S
Program Manager, Design Build RPG /.. . Y

SCDOT (o7
PO Box 191, Room 421 g =
Columbia, SC 29202-0191 o 1)
E-mail: ReynoldsBS@iscdot.org QN; %

NOTE: Information provided, including name and address, will be published and is subject -to;jjc‘i.iré’élosm'e under
the Freedom of Information Act. Written comments will be accepted until December 16, 2015.

Handouts and displays from the public hearing can be viewed at hitp://www.sedot,org/inside/public hearings.aspx
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SCDOT PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT SHEET
Tuesday, December 1, 2015

PROPOSED 1-85 WIDENING AND IMPROVEMENTS MILE MARKER 80 — 96
SPARTANBURG AND CHEROKEE COUNTIES

NAME (p! ] - -
e s Jan B. P hier dent, Pearl T by

(Please choose one)

MAILING ADDRESS 1727 _S. Garens Ruer K. ﬁowEws SC 24330

Street/Route City ! Stat I Zip Code
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How would you like a response to your comment? (Please choose one)
No response required Email response (address above) @’W;} response {address abo@
Mail Comments to: Mr. Brad Reynolds, P.E.

Program Manager, Design Build RPG
SCPOT

PO Box 191, Room 421

Columbia, SC 29202-0191 i
E-mail: ReynoldsBS@scdot.org 5
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NOTE: Information provided, including name and address, will be published and is subject to dig‘élﬁﬁpé under
the Frecdom of Information Act. Written comments will be accepted until December 16,2015. o
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SCDOT PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT SHEET
Tuesday, December 1, 2015
PROPOSED I-85 WIDENING AND IMPROVEMENTS MILE MARKER 80 — 96
SPARTANBURG AND CHEROKEE COUNTIES

NAME: Jan B. Petty (Daughter) for Resident, Pearl 1. Byars
MATILING ADDRESS: 1727 S. Green River Road, Cowpens, SC 29330 . -~
PHONE NUMBER: 864-489-8926 ) / '
EMAIL janpetty@gmail.com
COMMENTS:

1 am writing on behalf of my 92-year-old mother, Pearl I. Byars, who lives at 139 Old Post Road,
Gaffney, SC 29341 (the southbound-side frontage road) at Exit 87 (Green River Road) in
Cherokee County.

Our concern is that due to the widening and consequent changing of the interchange ramps at
Exit 87, my mother, age 92, may lose her home of 64 years rather than being able to spend the
remainder of her days there as she had expected.

On December 1, 2015, at the public hearing at Gaffney High School, we spoke with five
representatives of various aspects of this project. Each of these very informative and concerned
gentlemen assured us that every consideration had been given to the preservation of homes and
properties of those residents affected by this I-85 widening project in the development of this
most-likely option. They also pointed out that my mother’s home appeared to be a house that
would need to be moved or abandoned due to its proximity to the exit and the nearness to the
frontage road. They further suggested that options might exist including possible moving of her
home farther back on her property or removing the section of Old Post Road presently in front of
her house.

Of course our sincere hope is for her home to remain “safely, aesthetically, and with ease of
accessibility” exactly where it is. No mention was made to us of the possibility of through a
petition process leaving Exit 87 exactly as it is. However, presently the Lemmons/Lindley
family, residential and business property owners at Exit 87, are conducting a petition drive
stating the possibility exists to leave Exit 87 exactly as is.

Our question is, if thisis a possibility why was it not mentioned to us by at least one of the five
yepresentatives we spoke with on December 1?7 Also, since indeed 1-85 will be widened and the
pridge will be moved and replaced with a new bridge south of the present bridge, how is it



possible to leave the oxit “As 182 Of course we will be thrilled if my mother’s house is left as is
if that can be done at a safe distance without 1-85 being in her front door.

We will appreciate your response and some clarification of these questions. We appreciate your
every effort in a safe option at Exit 87 which does not require our mother to relocate.

Sincerely,

/. (elty

Jan B Petty






SCDOT PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT SHEET
Tuesday, December 1, 2015

PROPOSED I-85 WIDENING AND IMPROVEMENTS MILE MARKER 80 - 96
SPARTANBURG AND CHEROKEE COUNTIES

NAME (please print) .
M., Mrs., Ylsé Mr. & Mrs. éu—ﬁlla Bﬁi&@l/

(Please choose one) SN éd“l €-£lé, A e
MAILING ADDREsS_ P2 Bot 559 Cowpons 5S¢ Ja330
Street/Route City. State Zip Code

PHONE NUMBER __ 104 4494-5391
EMAIL__5us(¢ - buler £4 mail.com

COMMENTS_ P lease. Consedon ﬂm‘@ﬂ& 0 Masae farwe foo Yhe
s parihloomd 21t Aomp a4 Ews 3 . Tok rdy_ willch
Ying, att o hu tunread Abffsio i Sootad bac ALezplosthoal,
b Mend o0 4o Jo Linatint nu buiek haffe e
U o bt Tiee 100t butian (e, fing Briid vpp 1

Ly 1o ot Yhe ’WM'M/UJ/WM bk,

Pso_pleace tonaiddec /,1,;;1_.? Fdopliiclol Kood - I4 Mttdae 12

/

It 2 Ltth. wide o Qccemsdate /M hpely snd ap 4
_dupuat. nad &g /I};{ﬂd/yf%~
nj){ﬁ/hﬁ' //&z’uo:

How would you like a response to your comment? (Please choose one)
/!

No response required

fnail response faddress above) Written response (address above)

Mail Comments to: Mr. Brad Reynolds, P.E.

Program Manager, Design Build RPG

SCDOT

PO Box 191, Room 421 T
Columbia, SC 29202-0191 P N
E-mail; ReynoldsBS@sedot.org A AN
NOTE: Information provided, including name and address, will be published and is subjeet to disclosure U

the Freedom of Information Act. Written comments will be accepted until December 16\5:--_:2‘.0155::?§ {

Pre

=URRTON
Handouts and displays from the public hearing can be viewed at http://www.scdot.org/mside/}mb}Ii_c hg(c’lgﬂﬁgs.asp)g; S






I-85 Widening Between Exits 80 and 96 August 2015
Cherokee and Spartanburg Counties, South Carolina

It was determined that all but one proposed noise wall would provide a feasible noise reduction.
Modeled at the maximum allowable height of 25 feet, Noise Wall 39 could not achieve a feasible noise
reduction at impacted receivers in this location. Of the 43 noise walls analyzed, 42 were determined to be
feasible. Therefore, these 42 walls were assessed for reasonableness.

REASONABLENESS

There are Three Mandatory Reasonable Factors that must be met for a noise abatement measure
to be considered reasonable. Failure to achieve any one of the reasonable factors will result in the noise
abatement measure being deemed not reasonable. The first two reasonable factors must be achieved
before the third is considered.

Noise Reduction Design Goal

It is SCDOT’s policy that a noise reduction of at least 8 dBA must be achieved for 80%
of those receivers determined to be benefited.

Cost Effectiveness

The allowable cost of the abatement will be based on $35.00 per square foot. This
allowable cost is based on actual construction costs on recent SCDOT projects. This
construction cost will be divided by the number of benefited receptors. If the cost per
benefited receptor is less than $30,000 then the barrier is determined to be cost effective.

Property Owners and Residents

SCDOT shall solicit the viewpoints of all of the benefited receivers and document a
decision on either desiring or not desiring the noise abatement measure. A noise wall will
only be constructed if at a minimum 50 percent plus one of the respondents vote in favor
of noise abatement.

First, each feasible abatement measure was assessed to determine whether it would meet the noise
reduction design goal of 8 dBA for 80% of receivers that are both benefited and within the first or second
row of buildings adjacent to the noise source. Table 7 summarizes these results.

TABLE 7. NOISE REDUCTION DESIGN GOAL

Benefited Iggcr:]:if\llteerds % Benefited Noise Reduction

Noise Wall Receivers (Receptors) with Receptors wiFh Desig_n Goal

(Receptors) 8 dBA Reduction 8 dBA Reduction Achieved?
1 2 (3) 1(1) 33% No
2 2(2) 1(1) 50% No
3 3(3) 1(1) 33% No
4 16 (16) 14 (14) 88% Yes
5 1(1) 1(1) 100% Yes
6 9(9) 3(3) 33% No
7 3(3) 1(1) 33% No
8 15 (15) 4 (4) 27% No
9 5(23) 2(4) 17% No

10
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I-85 Widening Between Exits 80 and 96

Cherokee and Spartanburg Counties, South Carolina

TABLE 7. NOISE REDUCTION DESIGN GOAL

August 2015

Benefited Bene_f ited % Benefited Noise Reduction
. - Receivers . .
Noise Wall Receivers (Receptors) with Receptors WI!:h DeS|g_n Goal
(Receptors) 8 dBA Reduction 8 dBA Reduction Achieved?
10 10 (10) 5(5) 50% No
11 7(7) 6 (6) 86% Yes
12 3(3) 2(2) 67% No
13 2(2) 1(1) 50% No
14 16 (16) 6 (6) 38% No
15 7(7) 2(2) 29% No
16 7(7) 4 (4) 57% No
17 3(3) 33 100% Yes
18 2(2) 1(1) 50% No
19 9 (10) 8(9) 90% Yes
20 9 (9) 7(7) 78% No
21 3(3) 33 100% Yes
22 1() 1(1) 100% Yes
23 2(2) 2(2) 100% Yes
24 2(2) 2(2) 100% Yes
25 1(1) 1(1) 100% Yes
26 1(1) 1(1) 100% Yes
27 1() 0(0) 0% No
28A 9 (162) 6 (105) 65% No
28B 1(1) 1(1) 100% Yes
29 19 (20) 12 (13) 65% No
30 37 (37) 30 (30) 81% Yes
31 2(2) 1(1) 50% No
32 7(7) 5(5) 71% No
33 5(9) 2(2) 22% No
34 24 (57) 16 (21) 37% No
35 24 (32) 18 (26) 81% Yes
36 3(3) 313 100% Yes
37 12 (132) 2 (32) 24% No
38 7(7) 6 (6) 86% Yes
40 11 (11) 8 (8) 73% No
41 1(1) 0(0) 0% No
42 1(1) 1() 100% Yes

As a result of the noise reduction goal analysis, 17 noise walls were identified that would provide
at least an 8 dBA noise reduction for at least 80% of benefited receivers at each respective location, while
25 noise walls would not meet the reasonable noise reduction design goal. Because these 17 noise walls
meet the first of the Three Mandatory Reasonable Factors, these 17 noise walls were assessed for cost
effectiveness. Table 8 summarizes these results.

11




I-85 Widening Between Exits 80 and 96
Cherokee and Spartanburg Counties, South Carolina

TABLE 8. COST EFFECTIVENESS OF NOISE ABATEMENT MEASURES

August 2015

Benefited RO Estimated Estimated C oEl
Noise Wall Receivers Allowab I_e Cost Construction PET [BEEifie Cost Effective?
(Receptors) (Benefits x Cost Receptor_
$30,000) (Cost/Benefits)

4 16 (16) $480,000 $5,524,312 $345,269 No

5 1(1) $30,000 $401,535 $401,535 No
11 7(7) $210,000 $1,385,057 $197,865 No
17 3(3) $90,000 $1,854,441 $618,147 No
19 9 (10) $300,000 $2,783,718 $278,371 No
21 3(3) $90,000 $1,333,579 $444,526 No
22 1(1) $30,000 $1,114,132 $1,114,132 No
23 2(2) $60,000 $1,223,312 $611,656 No
24 2 (2) $60,000 $1,445,548 $722,774 No
25 1(1) $30,000 $1,007,643 $1,007,643 No
26 1(1) $30,000 $1,187,729 $1,187,729 No
28B 1(1) $30,000 $553,453 $553,453 No
30 37 (37) $1,110,000 $2,117,679 $57,234 No
35 24 (32) $960,000 $2,896,794 $90,524 No
36 3(3) $90,000 $993,405 $331,135 No
38 7(7) $210,000 $837,960 $119,708 No
42 1(1) $30,000 $761,637 $761,637 No

In order to be deemed cost effective, a feasible noise wall that also meets the reasonable noise

reduction goal of 8 dBA must not exceed an estimated cost of $30,000 per benefited receiver. The
maximum allowable cost of a given noise wall is determined by multiplying the number of receivers that
would receive at least a 5 dBA noise reduction (i.e. benefited) by $30,000. If the estimated construction
cost of the noise wall, evaluated at $35.00 per square foot, exceeds this maximum allowable cost, then the
noise wall is not considered cost effective. Of the 17 noise walls assessed for cost effectiveness, none
were determined to be cost effective; therefore, no abatement measures analyzed in this study were
determined to be reasonable.

Eleven (11) NAC Category C receivers (34 receptors) are predicted to be impacted in the build
condition, and 9 of these receivers (30) receptors were found to have an interior use. Because noise
abatement was found not to be feasible and reasonable at these locations, these receivers are assessed
under NAC Category D. This activity category includes the interior impact criteria for certain land use
facilities listed in NAC Category C that may have interior uses. For this analysis, a noise reduction factor
is subtracted from the predicted exterior noise level for a given NAC Category D receiver and impact
status is determined based on the NAC criteria for this category. Noise reduction factors are provided in
the SCDOT Noise Policy, and are shown in Table 9.
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Figure 2c. Receiver Locations
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Petition for No Changes to Exit 87

We, the undersigned, respectfully petition the SC Department of
Transportation to leave the entrance and exit ramps at exit 87 as is.
We support the widening of 1-85, but wish to leave the exits,

entrance ramps, and access roads at exit 87 the same.

Name | Address | Signature
ZeoT
ATl
LINDLEY -

‘d




SCCOT

South Carolina
Department of Transportation

March 11, 2016

Ms. Willie J. Humphries
1288 Love Springs Rd.
Cowpens, SC 29330

Re:  I-85 Widening and Improvements Mile Marker 80-96
Spartanburg and Cherokee Counties

Dear Ms. Humpries:

The South Carolina Department of Transportation (SCDOT) appreciates your
participation in the public involvement process for the proposed widening and improvements to
Interstate 85 (I-85) Mile Marker 80-96. Thank you for your comments, as provided after the
Public Hearing on Tuesday, December 1, 2015 at Gaffney High School, which are part of the
official project record. SCDOT will consider all concerns that have been raised before a final
project decision is made.

You commented that we should make some suggested improvements that you provided in
a sketch to Exit 87. Although the suggested improvements could possibly help in a temporary
situation, part of the purpose of the project is to bring the existing interchanges into compliance
with federal and state requirements for interstate design. The upgrade of this interchange is one
element of that purpose, and therefore cannot be left as it is. We have modified the proposed
interchange design in response to many of the comments received that may address some of the
concerns. Enclosed is a graphic showing the new design of the interchange.

Thank you again for your participation. If you should have additional questions
regarding this project, please do not hesitate to contact me at (803) 737-1440 or

reynoldsbs@scdot.org.
Sincerely,
Bradley S. Reynolds, P.E.
Program Manager
Enclosure
ec: David Kelly —Environmental Services Office

File: PC/BSR
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31 737-2514 AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY

Post Orfce Box 131 20
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SCDOT PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT SHEET
Tuesday, December 1, 2015

PROPOSED I-85 WIDENING AND IMPROVEMENTS MILE MARKER 80 — 96
SPARTANBURG AND CHEROKEE COUNTIES

NAME (please print)
Mr., Mis., Ms., Mr. & Mrs, XS. CG.F 0 om b“e,
(Please choose one)
MAILING ADDRESS \q04 S. (Qreen Kuver R 2934 (
Street/Route City State ip Code

pHONENUMBER QY- Ug@-34se
s ccohdeambe @ ool Com
COMMENTS -

M
MME&L

: %1 he - ,dened!.

How would you like a response to your comment? (Please choose one)
No response required Email response {address above) Written response {(address above)
Mail Comments to: Mr. Brad Reynolds, PE R
Program Manager, Design Build RPG S £

SCDOT S
PO Box 191, Room 421 .
Columbia, SC 29202-0191 B
E-mail: RevnoldsBSwscdot.org L

NOTE: Information provided, including name and address, will be published and is subject to ﬂdisclpsure under
the Freedom of Information Act. Written comments will be accepted until December 16,2015, oo i

Handouts and displays from the public hearing can be viewed at hi’tp://www.Scdet.or;r/inside/mlbiic hearings.aspx






SCDOT PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT SHEET
Tuesday, December 1, 2015

PROPOSED 1-85 WIDENING AND IMPROVEMENTS MILE MARKER 80 — 96
SPARTANBURG AND CHEROKEE COUNTIES

NAME (please pring
Mr., Mrs., Ms., Bﬁ’—”’ 14, }[OVI

(Please choose one)

MAILING ADDRESS 62 )¢ @q Aheas (JM ﬂcf rom ) foad @w a5 e Ji33o
Street/Route U City State Zip Code

PHONE NUMBER  $64- 490 ~ 4392
EMAIL N/ﬁ

COMMENTS
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on T- %5 hawe come ret eMer on The 70@ fﬂw road o
fa_ Our Lront uard. Dpe c*lum,m Frucd. QAo we eﬂ?’ I8¢ And
was 1'n ow iere l Lot /} hot /fsy(mﬂ‘f

/jhm,! ﬂoxﬂirr/toxa\#w 7’6%@@9 Hes wonlcl b«egm@)‘&f /?lpprc’u‘a)[mﬂ’

How would you like a response to your comment? (Please choose one)
No response required Email response (address above) Written response (address above)
Mail Comments to: Mr. Brad Reynolds, P.E.
Program Manager, Design Build RPG P
SCDOT I{J_J;\_'{\‘\:"\_ o : \
PO Box 191, Room 421 /__’]_ff‘" o o T“.\

Columbia, SC 29202-0191 /i
E-mail: RevnoldsBS@sedot.org ( 4

NOTE: Information provided, including name and address, will be published and is sub}ect to d lg)//guié under

the Freedom of Information Act, Written comments will be accepted until December 16 2015

Handouts and displays from the public hearing can be viewed at hitp://www.scdot.org/inside/public hearings.aspx







SCDOT PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT SHEET
Tuesday, December 1, 2015

PROPOSED 1-85 WIDENING AND IMPROVEMENTS MILE MARKER 80 — 96
SPARTANBURG AND CHEROKEE COUNTIES

NAME (please print) W
Mr., Mrs., Ms.{Mr. & Mrs | es ¢ Huita Mess

(Please choose onc

MAILING ADDRESS 324 hlehher N Cowpens SC K330
: Street/Route City State Zip Code

PHONE NUMBER [ - 4 G0 - /L3

EMAIL  Clubness 1 @ bellsowthoaet
COMMENTS/Q)W/@LM%L_M;;J%@U/W—/

How would you like a response.to your comment? (Please choose one)
No response required @espone‘.e (addm Written response (address above)

s i e

Mail Comments to: ‘ Mr. Brad Reynolds, P.E. } e o

Program Manager, Design Build RPG f/"};.-‘ N\

SCDOT / N
PO Box 191, Room 421 [W )
Columbia, SC 29202-0191 L

E-mail: RevnoldsBS@scdot.org ‘Cf.’x};j;cggg/) (o

\\ ; '\

NOTE: Information provided, including name and address, will be published and is subj"ec':t'to disclosure under
- the Freedom of Information Act. Written comments will be accepted until December 16, 2015.

Handouts and displays from the public hearing can be viewed at hitp://www.sedot.org/inside/public hearings.aspx










SCPOT PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT SHEET
Tuesday, December 1, 2015

PROPOSED [-85 WIDENING AND IMPROVEMENTS MILE MARKER 80 — 96
SPARTANBURG AND CHEROKEE COUNTIES

NAME (please print)
Mr., Mrs., Ms., Mr. & Mrs.
(Please choose on€)

MAILING ADDRESS

Gl 4 796D

Street/Route City State Zip Code
prioNE NUMBER _ R(o\= 38V L.

EMAIL (G et G (pelnno s o

COMMENTS A5 new oo, pnaeec e ool dodaer
ol ML (gl n e d Plas

How would you like a response to your coriment? _(Please choose one)

No response required El(ﬁgil response (address aboye Written response (address above)

s T T

Mail Comments to: Mr. Brad Reynolds, P.E. e
Program Manager, Design Build RPG CetEn

SCDOT

PO Box 191, Room 421

Columbia, SC 29202-0191

E-mail: RevnoldsBS@scdot.org

pe el

NOTE: Information provided, including name and address, will be published and is subject to dfé;é;l_gsure under
the Freedom of Information Act. Written comments will be accepted until December 16, 2015. \5'-.1.;-;-{,;;; e oy

orp/inside/public_hearings.aspx

Handouts and displays from the public hearing can be viewed at hitp://www.scdot.
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SCDOT PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT SHEET
Tuesday, December 1, 2015

PROQPOSED 1-85 WIDENING AND IMPROVEMENTS MILE MARKER 80 — 96
SPARTANBURG AND CHEROKEE COUNTIES

NAME (please print) ﬂ/ ' M /(@/L\
Mr., Mrs., Ms., Mr, & Mrs. LAYE - ) e\

(Please choose one)

MAILING ADDRESS 1% Uloee 124 C)%n&a SC 98y

Street/Route City { State Zip Code
PHONE NUMBER ___ D64 70\- 5218
EMAIL Tln 'srur\c.,f‘qw Ll.eqr‘{}\um (‘j\ leve-con
—
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How would you like a response to your comment? (Please choose one)

No response required Email response (address above) Written response (address above)
Mail Comments to: Mr. Brad Reynolds, P.E.
Program Manager, Design Build RPG
SCDOT
PO Box 191, Room 421

Columbia, SC 29202-0191
E-mail: RevuoldsBS@oscdot.org

NOTE: Information provided, including name and address, will be published and is subject to disclosure under
the Freedom of Information Act. Written comments will be accepted until December 16, 2015,

Handouts and displays from the public hearing can be viewed at http://www.scdot.org/inside/public_hearings.aspx
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SCDOT PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT SHEET
Tuesday, December 1, 2015

PROPOSED I-85 WIDENING AND IMPROVEMENTS MILE MARKER 80 - 96
SPARTANBURG AND CHEROKEE COUNTIES
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How would you like a response to your comment? (Please choose one)

e oo,

No response required Email response (address above) Written response (address above)
p

Mail Comments to: Mr. Brad Reynolds, P.L. i/

. Program Manager, Design Build RPG ., 0'7.
SCDOT y
PO Box 191, Room 421

Columbia, SC 29202-0191

E-mail: RevnoldsBS@scdot.org

NOTE: Information provided, including name and address, will be published and is subJeo to disclosure up
the Freedom of Information Act. Written comments will be accepted until December lé 2015 ‘"“3;%@;\;‘3&%@
‘.“ by
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SCDOT PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT SHEET
Tuesday, December 1, 2015

PROPOSED I-85 WIDENING AND IMPROVEMENTS MILE MARKER 80 — 96
SPARTANBURG AND CHEROKEE COUNTIES

NAME (please prini) '
4 Mrs., Ms., Mr. & Mrs. D 6/’10-./\6 770-5—-}-&/' Cﬂ’lo/\ éf'ﬁfa)/l,. (—LC)

(Please choose one)

MAILING ADDRESS /3%  (webber Rd . Goallne, SC 2934
- Street/Route City I State Zip Code

PHONE NUMBER St 4- 494- 8433
EMAIL __ Shane @ monsStercon. org
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How would you like a response to yollf comment: (Please choose one)

No response required FEmail response (address above) Written response (address above)
Mail Comments to: Mr. Brad Reynolds, P.E.
Program Manager, Design Build RPG

SCDOT

PO Box 191, Room 421
Columbia, SC 29202-0191
E-mail: RevnoldsBS(@scdot.org

NOTE;: Information provided, including name and address, will be published and is subject to disclosure under
the Freedom of Information Act. Written comments will be accepted until December 16, 2015.

Handouts and displays from the public hearing can be viewed at http://www.scdot.org/inside/public_hearings.aspx
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SCDOT PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT SHEET
Tuesday, December 1, 2015

PROPOSED 1-85 WIDENING AND IMPROVEMENTS MILE MARKER 80 - 96
SPARTANBURG AND CHEROKEE COUNTIES

E. (please print) /)) \ .
, Mrs., Ms., Mr. & Ms, Qi -
(P}ease choose one)

MAILING ADDRESS 18% L )eloec Qc\ @1990&1 Y 99344
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How would you like a response to your comment? (Please choose one) %9%+0?0 ‘o
No response required Email response (address above) Written response (address above q ;(D QD

_ ocoke
Mail Comments to: - Mr. Brad Reynolds, P.E.
Program Manager, Design Build RPG
SCDOT ‘-
' PO Box 191, Room 421
Columbia, SC 29202-0191

E-mail: ReynoldsBS@scdot.org / CE [ 5/51‘
u_éf@f

NOTE: Information provided, inclnding name and address, will be published and is subject t dlsclosme under
the Freedom of Information Act. Written comments will be accepted until December 16, 2015.

Handouts and displays from the public hearing can be viewed at http:/www.scdot.org/inside/public_hearings.aspx
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SCDOT PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT SHEET
Tuesday, December 1, 2015

PROPOSED 1-85 WIDENING AND IMPROVEMENTS MILE MARKER 80 — 96
SPARTANBURG AND CHEROKEE COUNTIES

NAME (i j
: msrgze&fegﬁf? J;’ AA M 72 7L t‘{ L/,Os 71#7/6 Cﬂ‘/a [g/u/ Z/U\ S

(Please choose one)

MAILING ADDRESS [ ¥ 3 Li/ed her /ZM/ dﬂ‘ﬁ_}w SC & 754
Street/Route City State ¢ Zip Code

PHONE NUMBER 70 Y- 577-330Y
EMAIL J ) o /44/4@‘71'[;\1 i )4\\;\. 6 v S Trz. o MN
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How would you like a response to your'comment? (Please choose one)
No response required Email response (address above) Written response (address above)
Mail Comments to: Mr. Brad Reynolds, P.E.
Program Manager, Design Build RPG

SCDOT

PO Box 191, Room 421
Columbia, SC 29202-0191
E-mail: RevnoldsBSscdot.org

NOTE: Information provided, including name and address, will be published and is subject to disclosure under
the Freedom of Information Act. Written comments will be accepted until December 16, 2015.

Handouts and displays from the public hearing can be viewed at htip://www.scdot.org/inside/public_hearings.aspx
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SCDOT PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT SHEET
Tuesday, December 1, 2015

PROPOSED I-85 WIDENING AND IMPROVEMENTS MILE MARKER 80 — 96
SPARTANBURG AND CHEROKEE COUNTIES

NAME (please print)

MTr., Mrs., Ms.,'Mr, &NI{_S TGAN C[C %1 o Gravdney -
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MAILING ADDRESS ! 23 Webbey Rel Yotdney S 2950 |
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EMAIL Sades @ PWS\GWQW‘SLLC CCora
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How would you like a response to your comment? (Please choose one)
\_-No response required Email response (address above) Written response (address above)
Mail Comments to: Mr. Brad Reynolds, P.E,
Program Manager, Design Build RPG
SCDOT

PO Box 191, Room 421
Columbia, SC 29202-0191
E-mail: RevnoldsBS@scedot.ore

NOTE: Information provided, including name and address, will be published and is subject to disclosure under
the Freedom of Information Act. Written comments will be accepted until December 16, 2015.

Handouts and displays from the public hearing can be viewed at hitp:/ www.scdot.org/inside/public_hearings.aspx
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Shamrock Inn
756 Hampshire Drive Gaffney SC 29341

Date: December 15 2015

Mr. Brad Reynolds, PE

Program Manager , Design Build RPG
SCDOT .

PO Box 191 , Room 139

Columbia , SC 29202 - 0191

Dear Sir

I am writing in reference to Public Hearmg at Gaffeney High School, Gaffney SC held
on December 01 2015

I have started looking near by same business but can not find same established business.
If I consider to buy another motel than the market price is very high that is out of my
budget and also thought to build near by exit but construction cost is out my range

I have already sent you a letter on April 04 2015 as per attached here in which if you still
consider if any alternative plan if you can

Yours truly

- @

Mukesh Bhanderi
Shamrock Inn R

= PeConsinuction
N SCHOT




’.._;Sham- | :"“f‘ck Inn o
756 Hamy shlre Drlve Gaffney. SC_ 29341

Date: April , 04 2015

Mr. Brad Reynolds, PE
Program Manager , Design Build RPG

SCDOT -
PO Box 191 , Room 139
Columbia , SC 29202 — 0191

Dear Sir
I am writing a letter reference to the widening of I — 85 Exit 95/96.

I have attended the public hearing meeting on March 24 2015 at Gaffney High School
as per two plan displayed for Exit 95/96 ; gather that both plans involved my property ,
from which affected and loose my Business

I am not against the project of widening I — 85 Ex1t 95/96. Please understand my
situation if I loose business then my whole family will be affected because I have been
operating business at Shamrock Inn since 1998. This is the-only source of income and
living hood , from which I support my wife , son and daughter ( my son and daughter

_rstudymg SO paymg for college tut10n fee and acomodation etc ) o

My humble request to consider other alternative plan which does not eﬁect my property R

if poss1ble

yours truly

@/\5&// | | TR R T
o . - . . /’{.\f‘-‘:‘ T £ _\\
e N \'\

Mukesh Bhanderi c o ~ / - £ \
Shamrock Inn ' 1 / R v o







SCDOT PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT SHEET
Tuesday, December 1, 2015 '

PROPOSED I-85 WIDENING AND IMPROVEMENTS MILE MARKER 80 — 96
SPARTANBURG AND CHEROKEE COUNTIES
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LaTonza Derrick

From: Itorres@ups.com

Sent: Wednesday, December 9, 2015 2:57 PM
To: Reynolds, Brad S

Ce: jfroberts@ups.com

Subject: UPS - Gaffney Follow-up Letter
Attachments: UPS - SCDOT Letter 12-9-15.pdf
Bradley,

Good to see you last week during the Public Hearing. Attached is a follow-up letter re-stating our concerns. You will be
receiving a hard-copy tomorrow.

Please review and let us know how SCDOT plans to address UPS concerns.

Thanks

Luis M. Torres

UPS - Real Estate Dept.

55 Glenlake Parkway NE

Atlanta, GA 30328

Office 404-828-8760

Fax 404-828-3693

[torres@ups.com

Decision GreenSM — Consider the environment before printing this e-mail.

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE

The information contained in this e-mail message and all attachments transmitted with it includes proprietary, confidential, and unpublished
property of UPS and/or its affiliates that may be privileged under applicable law. The information is intended only for the use of the
addressee. If the reader of this notice is not the intended recipient, notice is hereby given that any reading, use, disclosure, reproduction,
modification, transfer, dissemination, distribution or transmittal of this message or its attachments for any purpose in any form or by any
means without the written permission of UPS is strictly prohibited. If this message is received in error, please notify us immediately by
telephone (949) 452-2119, collect if necessary, to arrange for return of the information to us, and delete this message and all copies and
back-ups of this message. Thank you.



55 Glenfake Parkway, NE
Atlanta, GA 30328

December 8§, 2015

Via Email aﬁd UPS Next Day Air Tracking # [Z11AF100199012650

South Carolina Departinent of Transportation
Attn: Mr. Bradley S. Reynolds

955 Park Street, Rootn 216

Columbia, South Carolina 29202

Re: Impact of Proposed Widening of I-85 from Gossett Road (S-57) to Shelby Highway (SC 18) and
related interchange improvements (the “Project™) to the UPS Ground Freight, Inc. (“UPS”) facility located
at 129 Pleasant School Road, Gaffney, SC (the “Property™)

Dear Mr. Reynolds.

It was a pleasure to see you again during last week’s Public Hearing, To follow-up on our discussion, we
are sending this letter to reinforce our continuing concerns relating to the South Carolina Department of
Transportation (“SCDOT”) proposed Project Design. As previously mentioned, this UPS operation began
over 235 years ago and has grown to employ approximately 333 people, This facility is now the largest UPS
freight terminal in the United States and is a vital component of UPS® US freight transportation network.
We estimate the SCDOT proposed design would negatively impact approximately a 1/3 of our operating
building, impair a significant amount of the support land required for the operation and would eliminate
land requived for future expansion. If the proposed design is implemented, UPS expects this project to
inflict material and irreversible damage to the capabilities of this operation. We reasonably expect that this
proposal would render our facility tunctionally obsolete, incapable of serving the growing needs of UPS.

As mentioned in our previous letter, UPS expects to lose approximately 86 dock doors, 113 trailer staging
positions, 46 employee parking stalls and approximately 17 acres of support and future expansion land (see
attached aerial). In addition to the physical loss of operating capacity, UPS expects to suffer significant
operating penalties and excessive costs resulting primarily from operational inefficiencies and required
transportation network redesign. If UPS is forced to replace the lost capacity, it is our anticipation that the
entire operation would need to be relocated. UPS is not interested in pursuing this alternative, and we
believe that this would not in the best interest of the local community or the State,

Please note, UPS supports this very important highway improvement project, however UPS respectfully
requests that all other alternatives be considered and exhausted, Specifically, UPS respectfully requests
that SCDOT select an alternate route for Wilcox Ave that avoids or minimizes impacting the UPS property.

UPS looks forward to working with SCDOT together to determine a workable solution, Thank you again
for your fime and consideration. Please feel free to contact me directly at 404-828-8760 to discuss further.

e

cc: - John Roberts i{ ? S
reggy Laggerty ' Ve Fe A ;;Dﬁ
James Harris [ Pro-Gonsiitt
A g0t







UPS GROUND FREIGHT, INC.,
REAL ESTATE DEPARTMENT
55 GLENLAKE PARKWAY, NE
ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30328
PHONE (404) 828-7026
FAX (404) 828-4830

jfroberts@ups.com Pt .
November 30, 2015 W o
N e s B
VIA UPS NEXT DAY AIR (TRACKING # 1Z 11A F10 019721 9673) Lo PN o
F{@CC‘E gon - B
(e pre-Gonsinit
Mr. Bradley S. Reynolds st "/
South Carolina Department of Transportation e
955 Park Street b e
Room 216

Columbia, South Carolina 29202

Re:  Impact of Proposed Widening of I-85 from Gossett Road (8-57) to Shelby
Highway (SC 18) and related interchange improvements (the “Project™) to the
UPS Ground Freight, Inc. (“UPS Freight”) facility located at 129 Pleasant School
Road, Gaftney, SC (the “Property™)

Dear Mr. Reynolds:

Thank you for meeting with UPS Freight last week. The purpose of this letter is to
notify the South Carolina Department of Transportation ("SCDOT”) of the material
adverse impact of the Project on the Property, the UPS Freight operation located on the
Property and the community. UPS Freight has operated at this location for approximately
25 years and it is the largest UPS Freight ferminal in the United States employing
approximately 333 people. SCDOT proposes a realignment of the roadways resulfing in
the physical taking of approximately 30% of our current building in addition to the taking
of additional land and the dissection of our expansion area. The proposed taking would
result in material adverse damage to the Property and cause the operation to become
functionally obsolete and irreversibly damaged.

Among other things, SCDOT’s proposed plan to iraverse the Property with the
proposed roads, if implemented, would result in the loss of the use of approximately: 86
doors (37 on each side and 12 doors on the north end of the building); 113 trailer staging
positions; 46 employee parking spots; and approximately 17 acres of land. In addition,
building systems, equipment, utilities and structure would be materially adversely
affected. Further, the impairment of access, loss of frontage, functionality of the facility
and supporting amenities such as drive aisles and parking and the impaired development
potential of the Property would be unduly compromised.

Due to the material adverse effect of the Project on the functionality of our
facility, there is a good likelihood that such taking would cause us to relocate the facility
clsewhere resulting in the loss of jobs and other economic impacts on the community. As
previously mentioned, this facility currently is the largest link in the UPS Freight




domestic chain. This taking as proposed would have a devastating impact on its value to
the system by rendering the property unsuitable for its purpose.

UPS Freight supports the improvement of infrastructure in the area; however,
based on our observations and our discussions with your people there are other
alternatives. UPS should not bear the undue burden imposed by the Project for the same.
In consideration of the foregoing, UPS Freight recommends that SCDOT select an
alternate route for Wilcox Avenue that does not impose such irreversible damage to the
Property, the UPS Freight operation and to the community.

Thank you for your courtesy and cooperation.

Very truly yours

£ Jo X '
\ Regl Estate Department

cc: Luis Torres

Pegpy Haggerty
James Harris




SCCST

South Carolina
Department of Transportation

April 20,2016

Luis Torres

UPS Ground Freight, Inc.
Corporate Real Estate

55 Glenlake Parkway, NE
Atlanta, GA 30328

Re:  [-85 Widening and Improvements Mile Marker 80-96
Spartanburg and Cherokee Counties

Dear Mr. Torres:

The South Carolina Department of Transportation (SCDOT) appreciates your
participation in the public involvement process for the proposed widening and improvements to
Interstate 85 (I-85) Mile Marker 80-96. Your comments, as presented after the Public Hearing
on Tuesday, December 1, 2015 at Gaffney High School, are part of the official project record.
SCDOT will consider all concerns that have been raised before a final project decision is made.

As noted in previous correspondence, it is UPS’s opinion that the preferred alternative
would affect UPS in such a way as to require relocation of the facility. You specifically
requested that SCDOT select an alternate route for Wilcox Avenue that avoids or minimizes the
impacts to the UPS property.

SCDOT has evaluated multiple options and shared them with you. The latest option
would reduce the impacts to the current paved area near the South East corner of the distribution
facility and at a minimum be 105 feet from the facility. As discussed by phone conversation after
my email on March 7, 2016, traffic control staging of this option will require relocation of the
entrance to UPS and require the use of exits 92 or 96 to access UPS from the interstate for an
extended period. Efforts will be taken to make sure that UPS has access to northbound and
southbound -85 during construction.

The project will be delivered using design-build, in which the final design is completed
by the design-build team. Environmental commitments in the contract for this project require the
design-builder to minimize impacts to businesses and residences as much as possible, and
design-build teams that reduce these impacts over and above that already required by the
commitments may receive a higher technical score which can improve their opportunity to be
selected for the project. Because the winning design-builder is still selected based on the lowest
price proposal, teams typically look for opportunities to reduce cost by minimizing required
right-of~way impacts and acquisitions. The selected design-builder will be required to
coordinate with UPS to address any other impacts associated with their final design.

=

Post Office Box 191 Phone: (803) 737-2314 AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY
Columbia, South Carolina 29202-0191 TTY: (803) 737-3870 AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER



Mr. Luis Torres
April 20, 2016
Pg. 2

With consideration to the items above, SCDOT is confident impacts will be further
reduced and the UPS facility would ultimately be able to operate in a similar fashion as it does
currently. SCDOT would like to thank UPS for the support of the highway project and looks
forward to working with you to find a solution that is amenable for both UPS and SCDOT.

Thank you again for your participation. If you should have additional questions
regarding this project, please do not hesitate to contact me at (803) 737-1440 or
reynoldsbs@scdot.org.

Sincerely,

b acsandl

Bradley S. Reynolds, P.E.
Program Manager

ge; David Kelly — Environmental Services Office
John F. Roberts — UPS Real Estate Representative
File: PC/BSR
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| would like to address issues at the EXxit 83 Interchange, specifically with regard to
Phillips Road. | don't like to point out a problem without offerring possible solutions so
I have included 3 options.

Current conditions are such that there is already a small amount of “Thru Truck” traffic
(Semi-trucks) on Phillips Road, especially when there is a blockage on 1-85. Phillips
Road is far too narrow to accommodate “Thru Truck” traffic. If you are in a car and
meet a Semi on Phillips Rd, both of you have to get off on what littie shoulder is
availabie to get past each other. | have never seen 2 Semis meet on Phillips Rd. but |
have to wonder how they work it out. There is extremely dangerous potential for a
fatal “head on” coliision in the curve over the creek which is just beyond the point
where the Widening Project is supposed to make improvements to Phillips Road.
“Thru Truck” traffic will greatly increase after the completion of the Dollar Tree building
project and once the Widening Project is completed when truck drivers realize that
they can exit -85 at Exit 87 and more easily access both the Westar Truck Plaza and
Dollar Tree by using Webber Rd. / Phillips Rd. So, this issue needs to be addressed.

1) Personally, | would iike to see signage put in place restricting “Thru Truck” traffic on
the eastern end of Phillips Road which becomes Webber Road at the county line.
That would be from the point where the new road (not named on your pdf image) is to
be put in place to service the Westar Truck Plaza to the intersection of Webber Road
with Swofford Drive/S11-137. (Please note: There are 2 intersections of Webber Rd
with Swofford Dr. because Swofford Dr. loops around and the intersection I'm referring
to is not on your pdf image. It is the one closest to the county line.) “Thru Truck” traffic
could be routed through the Industrial Park on Mount Olive Chruch Road to Hwy 110
using a portion of Swofford Dr. which has already been improved. But, “Thru Truck”
traffic would have to be restricted from the northern end of Swofford Drive past the
intersection with Mount Olive Church Road. That part of Swofford Drive has not been
improved and is much too narrow and in to0 poor a condition to accommodate “Thru
Truck” traffic. This option would not actually affect the Widening Project beyond
instructing regular maintenance crews to install signage.

2) The alternative to “Thru Truck” traffic restriction, is to make improvements to Phillips
Road all the way to the Cherokee County fine which would be far more expensive than
putting up some sighage on Phillips Rd/Webber Rd and on Swofford Drive.

3) It's possible that it would be best to use both of these options.
Finally, if these options don't “sit well”, please find some other way to reslove the

dangerous conditions that already exist on Phillips Road and which will be magnified
when the widening project is completed.







| SCDOT PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT SHEET
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PROPOSED I-85 WIDENING AND IMPROVEMENTS MILE MARKER 80 — 96
SPARTANBURG AND CHEROKEE COUNTIES
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Mr., Mrs., Ms., Mr. & Mus. Keith M. Babcock
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LAW OFFICES OF KEITH M. BABCOCK

LEWI S ATTORNEY AT LAW
BAB CO CI( Post Office Box 1208
LL Columbta, South Carclina 2g2u
-L.P 0. 8oz1-77.8000 [ 803.733.3534
KMB@lewisbabeock.com

December 8, 2015

VIA EMAIL AND MAIL

Mr. Brad Reynolds, PE

Program Manager, Design Build RPG
SCDOT —~ Room 421

Post Office Box 191

Columbia, South Carolina 29202-0191

Re:  Builders FirstSource, Inc. / Exit 83 / I-85 Widening Project
Dear Brad:

As you know, my client, Builders FirstSource, Inc., has a truss plant facility at Exit 83 of
1-85 which will be significantly impacted by the 1-85 Widening Project. I appreciate the time
that you have spent with me in the past with regard to this project, and I appreciate the time that
you and others spent with me and the representatives of my client at the Public Hearing on
December 1%,

The preferred alternative design presents two primary impacts to this propetty, in
addition to the actual land being acquired. First, a warchouse building will be totally lost.
Second, and of greater significance from a design perspective, is the impact on access to
Dewberry Road. :

In so far as the building is concerned, we will need to approach that like any other
acqu1s1t10n of property involving a loss of a building. We understand that from a design
perspective, there is little that can be done to preserve the building. Obviously, if some design
change could be made to preserve the building, that would be beneficial to Buildlers FirstSource,

The access situation is one that will need design attention. At the present, the relocation:
of Dewberry Road would deprive my client of any access to its property. Obviously, access is
important for any property, but this location averages 31 truck deliveries and departures each
day. Because of the size of the trucks and the loads, my client must maintain at least the level of
access that it has at the present. With most of the trucks being oversized, there are access and
turning issues associated with these types of trucks. From our conversation at the Public
Hearing, I know that you appreciate the seriousness of the situation, but I wanted to remforce rny
client’s concern about the issue by way of this letter. SRS

Columbia Office ] 1513 Hampton Street Columbia, SC 29201 | 803,771.8000 .
Charleston Office | 213 Middle Street, Suite 305 Sullivan’s Island, SC 29482 | 843.883. 742.4



Please contact me if you need any additional information concerning these issues.
Otherwise, I appreciate any attention that can be given with regard to this property, particularly
to the access situation.

With best regards, I am
Very truly yours,
N ST
Keith M. Babcock
KMB:cg

Enclosure
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LaTonza Derrick

From: shannonwee <shannonwee@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 5:00 PM
To: Reynolds, Brad S

Subject: Exit 87

Hi Brad,

It's taken me some time to formulate exactly how | feel and what to say regarding the plans for the 1-85, EXxit
87 expansion. My family owns the property on the North side of the bridge. We own the property to the
West and East of Green River Road at the intersection. The plans discussed at the public meeting show the
diversion of Old Post Road going almost through the middle of the property, including passing over what

is the dammed end of the 2.5 acre pond (the centerpiece of the property!).

As | mentioned at the meeting, my family has owned this land for several generations, well before 1-85 was
even an idea. If you look at the original design of 1-85, you will see that William Howard Hamrick owned
property that was claimed for the new road. The pond was built before 1-85 was built. The construction of I-
85 caused heartache to the family as they lost land that kept the pond secluded, as well as

pastureland. After the project was completed, the family adjusted to the reduced acreage and carried on
with their life.

Now the expansion plan not only calls for cutting the remaining farm almost in half, but it also will cause us
to loose most - if not all of - the pond. By running Old Post Road through the middle of the Eastern property,
you are creating several issues for the family. First is the actual splitting of pasture. We currently have
three pastures on this side of the road that at times are used for cattle or growing hay. The new road will
limit our ability to raise cattle as they will potentially be denied a consistent water supply from the pond and
will not be able to have access to all of the Eastern pasture.

Secondly, the home on 123 Old Post Road will now have 1-85 running in front of the house (as it does now),
but will have Old Post Road running behind the property. This significantly reduced our privacy, increases
road noise, increases litter from the road, and will reduce property value. I'm used to looking out across the
property and seeing wildlife, swaying grass, and trees. Now | will see cars and road. When | want to walk
my property, | will have to cross Old Post twice to get back to my house. The children and grandchildren
drive golf carts around the property. This new road will reduce the acreage they have to roam and | do not
feel it will be as safe for them to play as it now with no road except Green River. Now we will have to keep
an even closer eye on them as the road creates many hazards for them.

Thirdly, Old Post Road will now run just South of the home on 134 Macedonia Road, as it cuts through the
South pasture. This home will also be right in the intersection of Old Post & Webber Road. This will be a
high traffic area to be so close to a home. | can't even imagine the noise, trash, broken down vehicles, and
increased knocks on the door as a result of this home now being part of a highly utilized intersection. Any
sense of privacy will be lost. Who wants to play in the backyard with traffic going by so close? Who wants
to have a outside BBQ with the noise of traffic as a background? With Old Post going through the property,
we can no longer look out the back and see the pond. We will not be able to see the Canadian Geese
landing on the smooth water and watch the ripples gently lap the shore. We will not be able to experience
the next (6th) generation learning how to fish and seeing the joy on their face from catching their first

fish. When leaving the home, the only option is to turn right. This creates a significant inconvenience in



driving as most vehicles would want to go south on Green River to either go to Gaffney, or get on -85
Southbound. They would now have to go to the church and make a U-Turn.

These were several issues that weighed heavily on my mother, Carolyn Campbell. The stress of how she
was going to be impacted, was one of the causes of her suffering a heart attack and dying on October

13. One of our last conversations on October 6, included he trepidation of losing her home or quality of life to
the expansion project. Just realizing that her worst fears have come to fruition, makes her death even more
disheartening. But also, we have some solace in that she did not see how devastating the project would be
to our family.

Fourthly, the expansion greatly impacts the pastureland on the West side of Green River Road. By moving
the Bridge and road to the West, along with rerouting Webber Road, this decreases the size of our

land. This pasture is used for growing of hay and also is the original homesite for Mr. Hamrick. Again this

would cause increased litter as the intersection of Webber Rd and Old Post would be on the north edge of

this property.

We are also concerned about the environmental impact of loosing the pond. This pond was manmade by
damming a creek and from springs uncovered during excavation. The land south of I-85 is considered
wetlands. Some of the water from this area runs into our property, into the pond, and then on behind
Macedonia Church. Without the pond being developed, | feel our property would be similar as that across
the interstate.

In closing, my family would like to go on record as being HIGHLY OPPOSED to the planned expansion as it
will finish destroying what is left of a family farm that was negatively impacted by the initial development of I-
85. Our quality of life and enjoyment of our property will become significantly diminished as a result of the
proposed plan. This is not a palatable solution for our family as the property will never be able to be utilized
the same. After all these decades, family members from Texas to Virginia come to enjoy relaxing times and
fondly remember past visits. Countless stories have been told and passed on to next generations about
visits to the family farm. This plan will either end these stories or cause them to take on a bitter tone due to
what's been lost.

| would like to know how much property is going to be taken and what can be done for the state to purchase
all of the property so that the family can find a suitable replacement property to begin making new family
memories rather than living a nightmare of what has been lost and how little we have left.

Thank you for your time Brad,

Regards,

Shannon Tyler









LaTonxa Derrick

From: Erika Lovett <erikadalee@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, December 8, 2015 3:36 PM
To: Reynolds, Brad S

Subject: FW: Project Status

Good afternoon,
| hate to bother you, just wanted to make sure you received my previous email.

Thank you,
Erika Lovett

From: Erika Lovett [mailto:erikadalee@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 4:02 PM

To: 'Reynolds, Brad S' <ReynoldsBS@scdot.org>
Subject: RE: Project Status

Great, thank you. | won’t be able to attend the public meeting, can this be sent to me after the meeting?

Thank you,
Erika Lovett

From: Reynolds, Brad S [mailto:ReynoldsBS@scdot.org]
Sent: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 12:51 PM

To: Erika Lovett <erikadalee@gmail.com>

Subject: RE: Project Status

Ms. Lovett,
It has been established and we are having a Public Meeting tonight at Gaffney High School from 5pm to 6pm to show it.
Thanks,

Bradley S. Reynolds, P.E.
Program Manager
Design Build Office

SCDOT

955 Park St.

Columbia, S.C. 29202-0191
Office:(803)737-1440
Cell:(803)521-7007
ReynoldsBS@scdot.org

From: Erika Lovett [mailto:erikadalee@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, December 01, 2015 12:39 PM




To: Reynolds, Brad S
Subject: RE: Project Status

Good afternoon,
I am following up on this project to see if the preferred alternative has been chosen?

Thank you,
Erika Lovett

From: Reynolds, Brad S [mailto:ReynoldsBS@scdot.org]
Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2015 10:56 AM

To: Erika Lovett <erikadalee@gmail.com>

Subject: RE: Project Status

Ms. Lovett,

We continuing to gather data from impacted areas along the project to begin our analysis of the interchange alternatives. From
this analysis we will select a preferred alternative for the interchanges. We are also evaluating any impacts that may occur along
mainline I-85 from the widening to include in the Environmental Document. After, evaluating all impacts that we will have on
the human and natural environment from the project we will finalize our preliminary design, finish up the environmental
document, and hold the public hearing where we will show what we have determined. At the public hearing (scheduled for
November 2015) we will have displays showing the preferred alternative, have a formal presentation for the project explaining
the process and the findings, and the public will be allowed to provided formal comments to the project. All comments provided
at the public hearing will be addressed by SCDOT after the meeting. We are scheduled to award the construction contract in
October 2016 with actual work probably not to begin until November or December 2016. Hope this helps with where we are
and if you have any more questions please let me know.

Thanks,

Bradley S. Reynolds, P.E.
Program Manager
Design Build Office

SCDOT

955 Park St.

Columbia, S.C. 29202-0191
Office:(803)737-1440
Cell:(803)521-7007
ReynoldsBS@scdot.org

From: Erika Lovett [mailto:erikadalee@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, May 15, 2015 10:45 AM

To: Reynolds, Brad S

Subject: Project Status

Good morning,
Can you tell me the status of the 1-85 Widening (from Gossett Rd to Exit 96) + Interchanges project?

Thank you,
Erika Lovett



SCDOT PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT SHEET
Tuesday, December 1, 2015

PROPOSED 1-85 WIDENING AND IMPROVEMENTS MILE MARKER 80 - 96
SPARTANBURG AND CHEROKEE COUNTIES

NAME (please print)
Mr., Mrs., Ms., Mr. & Mrs. -, Ms. Alicia Blanton
(Please choose one) - -

MAILING ADDRESS . 1296 State Line Road Gaffney, SC 29341
Street/Koute City ) State Zip Code

PHONE NUMBER
EMAIL  cougargurl820@aol.com

COMMENTS  Request the following modifications to plans at exit 87:
1) Interstate ramps, frontage road, and location of the bridge at exit 87
remain as is. I'm not opposed to signal lights and turn lanes being added to the intersections.
This would minimize the number of business relocations.
2) Property earmarked for the project should follow the property lines as closely as possible,
in order to minimize splitting property in half and devaluing the remaining land.
3) Consider an alternative proposal that utilizes the property in the southeast quadrant deemed
as wetlands.

- iy

How would you like a response to your comment? (Please choose one)

No response required ‘/h Email response (address above) Written response (address above)

Mail Comments to: Mr. Brad Reynolds, P.E.
Program Manager, Design Build RPG

S ' C E /“'«T‘ SCDOT
_ oA | PO Box 191, Room 421

Columbia, SC 29202-0191
E-mail- Rey.noldsBS@,scdot.mg

NOTE: Information provided, including name and address, will be published and is subject to disclosure under
the Freedom of Information Act. Written comments will be accepted until December 16, 2015,

Handouts and displays from the public hearing can be viewed at hitp://www.scdot.org/inside/public_hearings.aspx
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Request the following modifications to plans at exit 87:
1) Interstate ramps, frontage road, and location of the bridge at exit 87
remain as is.  I'm not opposed to signal lights and turn lanes being added to the intersections.
This would minimize the number of business relocations.  
2) Property earmarked for the project should follow the property lines as closely as possible,
in order to minimize splitting property in half and devaluing the remaining land.
3) Consider an alternative proposal that utilizes the property in the southeast quadrant deemed 
as wetlands.   
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SCDOT PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT SHEET
Tuesday, December 1, 2015

PROPOSED I-85 WIDENING AND IMPROVEMENTS MILE MARKER 80 - 96
SPARTANBURG AND CHEROKEE COUNTIES

NAME (please print) ¥ i D :
Mr., Mrs., M}Z., Mr. & Mrs. (@\IH g L

(Please choose one)

MAILING ADDRESS  2(Z (L 'ggien Ri- bmpey  SC. 293¢/
Street/Route City State Zip Code

PHONE NUMBER ___ &Y. 8. 77

EMAIL
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How would you like a response to your comment? (Please choose one)
No response required Email response (address above) Written response (address above)

Mail Comments to: Mr. Brad Reynolds, P.E.
Program Manager, Design Build RPG

> SCDOT
PO Box 191, Room 421

Columbia, SC 29202-0191
E-mail: RevnoldsBS/@sedot.org

NOTE: Information provided, including name and address, will be published and is subject to disclosure under
the Freedom of Information Act. Written comments will be accepied until December 16, 2015,

Handouts and displays from the public hearing can be viewed at http://www.scdot.org/inside/public_hearings.aspx
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SCDOT PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT SHEET
Tuesday, December 1, 2015

PROPOSED 1-85 WIDENING AND IMPROVEMENTS MILE MARKER 80 - 96
SPARTANBURG AND CHEROKEE COUNTIES

NAME (please print)
Mr., Mrs,, Ms., Mr. & Mrs.
(Please choose one)

MAILING ADDRESS . 143 Lindley Road Gaffney SC 29341

" : Jeff and Jessie Blanton

Street/Koute City State Zip Code
PHONE NUMBER 864-489-2051
EMAIL
COMMENTS _

1) Request that the interstate ramps and frontage roads at Exit 87 remain as is.

2) The bridge needs evaluation for replacement due to crumbling at seams and deterioration of
support beams.

3) Cannons Campground re-routing should be routed to go along property lines and then between
the Holcombe home and the existing underpass in the southeast quadrant. This route can tie
into the bridge proposed in option 5B. This will make the frontage road safer by taking out
unnecessary curves. This will not affect small areas marked "wetland." The present proposed
route goes through open fields that could be later used for commercial/industrial development.

4) Peaches & Cream and Diamond Day Care should be left as is with an access

from the re-routed Webber Road.

5) The proposed Webber Road in option 5B should be routed behind houses and along property
lines (as in earlier proposals). This will remove excessive sharp curves, making access to Green
River Road safer. This will also preclude relocation of Orchard Place and surrounding buildings,
save expense, as well as, preserve several businesses, families, and their employees.

[P = o,y

How would you like a response to your comment? (Please choose one)

No response required 2y Email response (address above) \/ Written response (address above)

Mail Comments to: Mr. Brad Reynolds, P.E.
Program Manager, Design Build RPG

S ' C E /“'«T‘ SCDOT
_ oA | PO Box 191, Room 421

Columbia, SC 29202-0191
E-mail- Rey.noldsBS@,scdot.mg

NOTE: Information provided, including name and address, will be published and is subject to disclosure under
the Freedom of Information Act. Written comments will be accepted until December 16, 2015,

Handouts and displays from the public hearing can be viewed at hitp://www.scdot.org/inside/public_hearings.aspx
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1) Request that the interstate ramps and frontage roads at Exit 87 remain as is.
2) The bridge needs evaluation for replacement due to crumbling at seams and deterioration of 
support beams.
3) Cannons Campground re-routing should be routed to go along property lines and then between 
the Holcombe home and the existing underpass in the southeast quadrant. This route can tie 
into the bridge proposed in option 5B.  This will make the frontage road safer by taking out 
unnecessary curves.  This will not affect small areas marked "wetland."  The present proposed 
route goes through open fields that could be later used for commercial/industrial development.
4) Peaches & Cream and Diamond Day Care should be left as is with an access
from the re-routed Webber Road.
5) The proposed Webber Road in option 5B should be routed behind houses and along property 
lines (as in earlier proposals).  This will remove excessive sharp curves, making access to Green
River Road safer.  This will also preclude relocation of Orchard Place and surrounding buildings, 
save expense, as well as, preserve several businesses, families, and their employees.
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SCDOT PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT SHEET
Tuesday, December 1, 2015

PROPOSED 1-85 WIDENING AND IMPROVEMENTS MILE MARKER 80 - 96
SPARTANBURG AND CHEROKEE COUNTIES

NAME (please print)
Mr., Mrs,, Ms., Mr. & Mrs.
(Please choose one)

MAILING ADDRESS. 703 S. Limestone Street Gaffney, SC 29340

?Mrs. Daisy Lemmons

Street/Koute City State Zip Code
PHONE NUMBER  g64.489-4384
EMAIL
COMMENTS .

My late husband and | have worked our whole lives to build and maintain businesses at Exit 87 of Highway 1-85. When other
farms have ceased to exist, we managed to persevere. We rely heavily on the interstate traffic for our business. The success and
survival of our businesses relies almost exclusively on traffic from the interstate. In addition, customers stopping want an "easy
off/feasy on" option. Without that, we will lose all of our interstate traffic. We are not the only game on the highway. In fact, there
is a peach outlet at every major exit from Spartanburg to Gaffney. Without an easy off/easy on option, our interstate business

will just go to another establishment at another exit that provides an easier option on leaving and entering the highway. For these
reasons, the no access requirement for any exit and entrance modifications will kill all the businesses at this exit. While |
appreciate you trying to preserve the majority of the homes at this exit, these businesses provide an economical benefit to the
community as well. This alternative relocates the most businesses. Relocation for most of these businesses will mean the death
of the business because there is no where else to go that provides the criteria needed to maintain and support a business that
relies on interstate traffic.

Our businesses provide year around jobs to adults and teens. In the summer when extra labor is needed, these businesses
provide even more jobs. At the very least, I'm asking that the interchange be left as is or changes to the interchange at exit 87

be delayed until a later date when the outside two lanes are added to 1-85.

For property that is taken in this project, | request that you follow property lines instead of cutting down the middle of property.
| would also like to see a proposal that considers utilizing the wetland parcel in the southeast quadrant. This land is not
currently used for farm land and would minimize the effects of the land that is being taken.

Thank you for your consideration.

- iy

How would you like a response to your comment? (Please choose one)

No response required :y Email response (address above) \/ Writtent response (address above)

Mail Comments to: Mr. Brad Reynolds, P.E.
Program Manager, Design Build RPG

Ses =

_ T | PO Box 191, Room 421
Columbia, SC 29202-0191
E-mail- Rey.noldsBS@,scdot.mg

NOTE: Information provided, including name and address, will be published and is subject to disclosure under
the Freedom of Information Act. Written comments will be accepted until December 16, 2015,

Handouts and displays from the public hearing can be viewed at hitp://www.scdot.org/inside/public_hearings.aspx
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My late husband and I have worked our whole lives to build and maintain businesses at Exit 87 of Highway I-85. When other 
farms have ceased to exist, we managed to persevere.  We rely heavily on the interstate traffic for our business. The success and survival of our businesses relies almost exclusively on traffic from the interstate.  In addition, customers stopping want an "easy
off/easy on" option.  Without that, we will lose all of our interstate traffic. We are not the only game on the highway.  In fact, there
is a peach outlet at every major exit from Spartanburg to Gaffney. Without an easy off/easy on option, our interstate business 
will just go to another establishment at another exit that provides an easier option on leaving and entering the highway. For these reasons, the no access requirement for any exit and entrance modifications will kill all the businesses at this exit. While I 
appreciate you trying to preserve the majority of the homes at this exit, these businesses provide an economical benefit to the community as well. This alternative relocates the most businesses.  Relocation for most of these businesses will mean the death
of the business because there is no where else to go that provides the criteria needed to maintain and support a business that
relies on interstate traffic. 
Our businesses provide year around jobs to adults and teens.  In the summer when extra labor is needed, these businesses 
provide even more jobs. At the very least, I'm asking that the interchange be left as is or changes to the interchange at exit 87
be delayed until a later date when the outside two lanes are added to I-85. 
 
For property that is taken in this project, I request that you follow property lines instead of cutting down the middle of property.
I would also like to see a proposal that considers utilizing the wetland parcel in the southeast quadrant.  This land is not
currently used for farm land and would minimize the effects of the land that is being taken.
Thank you for your consideration.
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SCDOT PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT SHEET
Tuesday, December 1, 2015

PROPOSED 1-85 WIDENING AND IMPROVEMENTS MILE MARKER 80 - 96
SPARTANBURG AND CHEROKEE COUNTIES

NAME (please print) '
Mr., Mrs., Ms., Mr. & Mrs. -Steve and Deana Blanton
(Please choose one) <

MAILING ADDRESS . 2247 Overbrook Drive  Gaffney SC 29342
Street/Koute City ) State Zip Code

PHONE NUMBER  364-489-5800
EMAIL sblanto8@bellsouth.net

COMMENTS 1) We prefer for the exit/entrance ramps to be left as is.
2) We request for the bridge to be left in the same location so that additional property is not
split in half.
3) We are requesting that you consider an alternative analysis that uses the property deemed
as wetlands at exit 87. My relatives own this land, in addition, to other land at this exit.
For that reason, the majority of the landowners and businesses affected by the highway project
are my relatives. If the preferred proposal is implemented, then several parcels of land owned
by relatives will be split in half causing the remaining property to be devalued or deemed useless.
From our conversations with the Army Corp of Engineers, we are aware that the property can be
used. The use of the wetlands would allow a frontage road to more closely follow the property lines
for any property used on the southwest and southeast quadrants. We feel that this would be a
better alternative and result in less land being taken. The wetlands is land that is not farmed so the
utilization of this land would lessen the impact of the land being taken from my relatives.
For a project of this size, we are sure that unavoidable impacts exist and require permits to be obtained.
Therefore, we are asking you to address why an alternative that uses this land has not been considered.
The whole parcel is not wetlands and we believe that the wetlands could be spanned or mitigated

to use this parcel as an option.
4)If changes are made to the interchange, we request for the routing of roads to more closely follow

- - v the property Iine§ so that roads do not run through the middle of the property. N
How would you like a response to your comment? (Please choose one)

No response required ‘ﬂ Email response (address above) Written response (address above)

Mail Comments to: Mr. Brad Reynolds, P.E.
Program Manager, Design Build RPG

S ' C E /“'«T‘ SCDOT
_ oA | PO Box 191, Room 421

Columbia, SC 29202-0191
E-mail- Rey.noldsBS@,scdot.mg

NOTE: Information provided, including name and address, will be published and is subject to disclosure under
the Freedom of Information Act. Written comments will be accepted until December 16, 2015,

Handouts and displays from the public hearing can be viewed at hitp://www.scdot.org/inside/public_hearings.aspx
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1) We prefer for the exit/entrance ramps to be left as is.  
2) We request for the bridge to be left in the same location so that additional property is not
 split in half.  
3) We are requesting that you consider an alternative analysis that uses the property deemed
 as wetlands at exit 87. My relatives own this land, in addition, to other land at this exit. 
For that reason, the majority of the landowners and businesses affected by the highway project
are my relatives.  If the preferred proposal is implemented, then several parcels of land owned 
by relatives will be split in half causing the remaining property to be devalued or deemed useless.
From our conversations with the Army Corp of Engineers, we are aware that the property can be
used. The use of the wetlands would allow a frontage road to more closely follow the property lines
for any property used on the southwest and southeast quadrants.  We feel that this would be a
better alternative and result in less land being taken.  The wetlands is land that is not farmed so the
utilization of this land would lessen the impact of the land being taken from my relatives. 
For a project of this size, we are sure that unavoidable impacts exist and require permits to be obtained.
Therefore, we are asking you to address why an alternative that uses this land has not been considered. 
The whole parcel is not wetlands and we believe that the wetlands could be spanned or mitigated
to use this parcel as an option.
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  4)If changes are made to the interchange, we request for the routing of roads to more closely follow
the property lines so that roads do not run through the middle of the property.


SCDOT PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT SHEET
Tuesday, December 1, 2015

PROPOSED 1-85 WIDENING AND IMPROVEMENTS MILE MARKER 80 - 96
SPARTANBURG AND CHEROKEE COUNTIES

NAME (please print) '
Mr., Mrs., Ms., Mr. & Mrs. - ;Kim and Kevin Hunter
(Please choose one) <

MAILING ADDRESS . 9 Whaling Way Greenville, SC 29615
Street/Koute City ) State Zip Code

PHONE NUMBER 864-268-2388
EMAIL kbhunter@bellsouth.net

COMMENTS _ 1) We are requesting that you consider an alternative analysis that uses the property deemed
as wetlands at exit 87 (southeast quadrant). The wetlands is land that is not farmed so the
utilization of this land would lessen the impact of the land that is being taken in this project.
The north bound entrance ramp in alternative 5B shows a stream under the entrance ramp.
Therefore, we know that other permits or mitigation of wetlands are being considered.
From looking at the preferred alternative 5B, we have several suggestions of how this parcel
could be used. The use of the wetlands would allow a frontage road to more closely follow the
property lines for any property in the southwest quadrant. For a project of this size, we are
sure that unavoidable impacts exist and require permits to be obtained.
Therefore, we are asking you to address why an alternative that uses this land has not been considered.
The whole parcel is not wetlands and we believe that the wetlands could be spanned or mitigated
to use this parcel as an option.
2) We prefer for the exit/entrance ramps to be left as is.
3) We request for the bridge to be left in the same location so that additional property is not
split in half. (property being considered for bridge relocation)
4) If changes are made to the interchange, we request for the routing of roads more closely follow
the property lines so that remaining property is not devalued or deemed useless.

[P = o,y

How would you like a response to your comment? (Please choose one)

No response required \6 Email response (address above) Written response (address above)

Mail Comments to: Mr. Brad Reynolds, P.E.
Program Manager, Design Build RPG

S ' C E /“'«T‘ SCDOT
_ oA | PO Box 191, Room 421

Columbia, SC 29202-0191
E-mail- Rey.noldsBS@,scdot.mg

NOTE: Information provided, including name and address, will be published and is subject to disclosure under
the Freedom of Information Act. Written comments will be accepted until December 16, 2015,

Handouts and displays from the public hearing can be viewed at hitp://www.scdot.org/inside/public_hearings.aspx
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 ) We are requesting that you consider an alternative analysis that uses the property deemed
 as wetlands at exit 87 (southeast quadrant). The wetlands is land that is not farmed so the 
utilization of this land would lessen the impact of the land that is being taken in this project. 
The north bound entrance ramp in alternative 5B shows a stream under the entrance ramp.
Therefore, we know that other permits or mitigation of wetlands are being considered.
From looking at the preferred alternative 5B, we have several suggestions of how this parcel
could be used.  The use of the wetlands would allow a frontage road to more closely follow the 
property lines for any property in the southwest quadrant. For a project of this size, we are 
sure that unavoidable impacts exist and require permits to be obtained.
Therefore, we are asking you to address why an alternative that uses this land has not been considered. 
The whole parcel is not wetlands and we believe that the wetlands could be spanned or mitigated
to use this parcel as an option.
2) We prefer for the exit/entrance ramps to be left as is.  
3) We request for the bridge to be left in the same location so that additional property is not
 split in half. (property being considered for bridge relocation)
4) If changes are made to the interchange, we request for the routing of roads more closely follow
the property lines so that remaining property is not devalued or deemed useless.     
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December 13, 2015

Mr. Bradley S. Reynolds, P.E.

Program manager

South Carolina Department of Transportation
PO Box 191

Columbia, 5C 29202

RE: Proposed [-85 Widening and Improvements at Mile Marker 87
Dear Mr. Reynolds,

We were able to circulate and get signatures for this petition in less than 3 short days after realizing that
the general opinion by the SC Department of Transportation is that the public is in support of this whole
project. From talking with others, we want to clarify that the support of the project is limited specifically
to the widening of Interstate 85. Most of the residents realize that the widening is a necessary
improvement. However, we ask that you not confuse that support as extending to the total project and
specifically to the changes that are being proposed at exit 87.

At exit 87, you will find residents that have not lived anywhere else their whole lives. In addition, most
of the residents and businesses affected by this project have lost property in two other 1-85 projects.
Our family established businesses at this exit and heavily rely on the interstate traffic for the survival of
those businesses. These businesses provide year around jobs to adults and teens and day care to
working parents. In the summer when extra labor is needed, we provide more jobs to teens that are
not employable because of their age and/or lack of experience. The proposed changes to the
interchange will kill these businesses, as well as, forever change the tandscape of property that is used
as business and residential property. Our businesses and property has been our livelhood and one that
we seek to pass on to our chiidren and grandchildren. We have children and grandchildren that are
studying agriculture now with the hopes of continuing the family businesses at this exit. In addition to
other benefits provided by these businesses, these businesses have an economical benefit to the
community, Cherokee County, and the state of SC. The “no access” rule en the interchanges
{entrance/exit ramps} will prevent our business and other businesses at this exit from surviving.

We heard safety issues mentioned repeatedly at the public meetings. After studying the accident
analysis in the DOT report, we saw that exit 87 had the fewest accidents for the period studied and one
of the lowest number of injuries. The four-way stop at Green River Road and Cannons Campground
Reoad has reduced the number of accidents at this exit. In addition, we believe that signaled
intersections at Green River Road/Webber Road/Old Post Road and Green River Road/Cannons
Campground Road will be an easier and less costly option to improve safety at this exit. This



Page |2

recommendation is already being made for 2035 in the Traffic Analysis Report. Exit 87 did NOT even
make the DOT list as a ramp location with a high number of crashes. At this exit, the accidents are not
occurring at the exit or entrance points to the highway so the “no access” serves to only kill the
continuance of the businesses. The traffic analysis report for the project supports that no accidents
were reported on the exit/entrance ramps at exit 87. The report detailed numerous accidents at other
exits, but not at exit 87. The only accident (at this exit) that was reported on the summary was a
collision with a median barrier at mile marker 87.112 Therefore, the people signing the petition would
rather see the interchanges and access roads remain the same so that the effects to the community
would be lessened. We are not opposed to improvements such as a signal light or a turn lane at the
intersections, but the extreme modifications at this exit because of safety concerns are not supported
by the data that the DOT accumulated (see pages 79-81 of the report).

In addition to leaving the exit and entrance ramps the same, we are asking that the same location be
maintained for the bridge. We realize that the bridge will have to be raised for additional vertical height,
but we prefer the bridge stay in the same location. Mile markers 90 and 92 have had bridges
reconstructed in the same area while keeping the bridge open. If this is not feasible, then the bridge at
Sunny Slope or mile marker 90 provides alternate routes while the bridge is being reworked. The
proposed pian for the bridge location would split more property while leaving the remaining property
useless. In addition, it would require a significant build up in the road to get the vertical clearance
needed for the bridge. Again, the overall impact to the community would be lessened by leaving the
location of the bridge the same.

Because the proposed plan involves relocating every business at this exit, we are concerned. This area
does not have sewer access and we do not know of any plans to install sewer. The funding of sewer
access is not there either. Also, a number of water lines in the Macedonia community are not large
enough to support fire hydrants. If the proposed modifications put the existing businesses out of
operation, then there will be no viable businesses at this exit. Furthermore, the lack of sewer and larger
water lines will discourage other new businesses from considering this exit for any type of development.
Therefore, it appears that the proposed modifications will not enhance progress and development at
this exit, hut [eave residents with major changes to their personal and business property while putting
an end to their businesses. Even though we have been told that this project is not an economical
development project, we do not think that people want to see tax dollars spent on a project that will
hurt or depress development. While residents are glad their homes are being maintained, most are
going to have roadways/walls in their front or back yards that cause a lot of concern or devalue their
property. Therefore, please understand that the dissatisfaction with the proposal is not limited to just
business owners.

The petition was a last minute idea after conversations with officials in the SCDOT led us to believe that
public and community opinion did matter and that this was not a done deal. Also, a number of people
signing this petition will not submit a comment even though they do not support the proposed
modifications at this exit. While 1 know the department has made efforts to get feedback from the
public, most people do not feel that their input is truly considered. It appears that the DOT interprets a
lack of negative responses as support for the project while the lack of comments is really from a
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prevalent attitude among the people that their tnput will not make a difference. For that reason, we
are presenting thls petition to let you know that the support for this project is being projected on more
aspects of the project than is warranted. We ask that you consider that this petition was circulated less
than three days. We would have storted immediately after the meeting on December 1 if we would have
realized that overall community support for the plan was being assumed. We ask that you consider the
short amount of time that this petition was circulated and the busyness of the season when looking at
the number of names that has been obtained in that amount of time. We also ask for you to consider
(at a minimum) to ieave the interchange at exit 87 as is until further widening of the interstate is
considered and the working of the interchanges is truly necessary for safety and other reasons. Thank
you for your consideration. We iock forward to your response to qur requests.

Sincerely,

[ RN AN

Daisy L. Lemmons

Koy e -Hhuin

Kim L. Hunter

Business and Property owners at exit 87
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Petition for No Changes to Exit 87

We, the undersigned, respectfully petition the SC Department of Transportation to leave the entrance and exit

ramps at exit 87 as is. We support the widening of -85, but wish to leave the exits, entrance ramps, and
access roads at exit 87 the same.

Name

Address Signature
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Petition for No Changes to \Exit 87

We, the undersigned, respectfully petition the SC Department of Traﬁspodation to leave the entrance and exit
ramps at exit 87 as is. We support the widening of -85, but wish to leave the exits, entrance ramps, and
access roads at exit 87 the same.

Name

Address
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Petition for No Changes to Exit 87

We, the undersigned, respectfully petition the SC Department of Transportation to leave the entrance and exit

ramps at exit 87 as is. We support the widening of 1-85, but wish to leave the exits, entrance ramps, and
access roads at exit 87 the same.

Name Address Signature
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Petition for No Changes to Exit 87 L]L

We, the undersigned, respecitfully petition the SC Department of Transportation to leave the entrance and exit
ramps at exit 87 as is. We support the widening of I-85, but wish to leave the exits, entrance ramps, and
access roads at exit 87 the same.

Name Address Signature
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Petition for No Changes to Exit 87

We, the undersigned, respectfully petition the SC Department of Transportation to leave the entrance and exit
ramps at exit 87 as is. We support the widening of -85, but wish to leave the exits, entrance ramps, and
access roads at exit 87 the same.

Name Address Signature
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Petition for No Changes to Exit 87

We, the undersigned, respectfully petition the SC Department of Transportation to leave the entrance and exit
ramps at exit 87 as is. We support the widening of 1-85, but wish to leave the exits, entrance ramps, and
access roads at exit 87 the same.

Name Address Signature
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Petition for No Changes to Exit 87

We, the undersigned, respectfully petition the SC Department of Transportation to leave the entrance and exit
ramps at exit 87 as is. We support the widening of |-85, but wish to leave the exits, entrance ramps, and

access roads at exit 87 the same.
Name Address Signature
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Petition for No Changes to Exit 87

We, the undersigned, respectfully petition the SC Department of Transportation to leave the entrance and exit
ramps at exit 87 as is. We support the widening of -85, but wish to leave the exits, entrance ramps, and
access roads at exit 87 the same.

Name

Address

Signature
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Petition for No Changes to Exit 87

We, the undersigned, respectfully petition the SC Depariment of Transportation to leave the entrance and exit

ramps at exit 87 as is. We support the widening of I-85, but wish to leave the exits, entrance ramps, and
access roads at exit 87 the same.

Name

Address Signature
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Petition for No Changes to Exit 87

We, the undersigned, respectfully petition the SC Department of Transportation to leave the entrance and exit
ramps at exit 87 as is. We support the widening of 1-85, but wish to leave the exits, entrance ramps, and

access roads at exit 87 th

e same.
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Petition for No Changes to Exit 87

We, the undersigned, respectfully petition the SC Department of Transportation to leave the entrance and exit
ramps at exit 87 as is. We support the widening of 1-85, but wish to leave the exits, entrance ramps, and
access roads at exit 87 the same. A
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Petition for No Changes to Exit 87

We, the undersigned, respectfully petition the SC Department of Transportation to ieave the entrance and exit
ramps at exit 87 as is. We support the widening of 1-85, but wish fo leave the exits, entrance ramps, and
access roads at exit 87 the same.

Name

Address

Signature
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We, the undersigned, respectfully petition the SC Department of Transportation to leave the entrance and exit

Petition for No Changes to Exit 87

ramps at exit 87 as is. We support the widening of -85, but wish to leave the exits, entrance ramps, and
access roads at exit 87 the same.

Signature

Name Address
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Petition for No Changes

to Exit 87

We, the undersigned, respectfuily petition the SC Department of Transportation to leave the entrance and exit
ramps at exit 87 as is. We support the widening of [-85, but wish to leave the exits, entrance ramps, and
access roads at exit 87 the same.
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Petition for No Changes to Exit 87

We, the undersigned, respectfully petition the SC Department of Transportation to leave the entrance and exft
ramps at exit 87 as is. We support the widening of 1-85, but wish to leave the exits, entrance ramps, and
access roads at exit 87 the same.

Name

Address

Signature
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We, the undersigned, respectfully petition the SC Department of Transporiation to leave the entrance and exit
ramps at exit 87 as is. We support the widening of 1-85, but wish to leave the exits, entrance ramps, and
access roads at exit 87 the same.

Petition for No Changes to Exit 87

Name Addrfé';s Signature
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Petition for No Changes to Exit 87

We, the undersigned, respectfully petition the SC Department of Transportation to leave the entrance and exit

ramps at exit 87 as is. We support the widening of 1-85, but wish to leave the exits, entrance ramps, and
access roads at exit 87 the same.

Name Address Signature
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Petition for No Changes to Exit 87

We, the undersigned, respectfully petition the SC Department of Transportation to leave the entrance and exit

ramps at exit 87 as is. We support the widening of 1-85, but wish to leave the exits, entrance ramps, and
access roads at exit 87 the same.

Name

Address

Signature
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We, the undersigned, respectfully petition the SC Department of Transportation to leave the entrance and exit
ramps at exit 87 as is. We support the widening of 1-85, but wish to leave the exits, entrance ramps, and
access roads at exit 87 the same.

Name Address Signature
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We, the undersigned, respectfully petition the SC Department of Transportation to leave the entrance and exit
ramps at exit 87 as is. We support the widening of -85, but wish to leave the exits, entrance ramps, and

Petition for No Changes to Exit 87

access roads at exit 87 the same.

Address

Signature
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Petition for No Changes to Exit 87

We, the undersigned, respectfully petition the SC Department of Transpdr’tation to leave the entrance and exit
ramps at exit 87 as is. We support the widening of 1-85, but wish to leave the exits, entrance ramps, and
access roads at exit 87 the same.

Name Address Signature
c?owf?v/‘.l
’ié’.Sofv ¢ %M.«; w R3Z§ i%dff/ﬁ/&»/ 2D 2550
Go¥

w"é %@\\gﬁb%

bl @MXG\‘D?

Sc 29#H

Km}m Chapmen

R94) ﬁﬁm;mm Cowpases

Vosen Rlsdoe

£ 90 Wbl 01, Goffaq

st MES wain

170 Plawters . , Gabbnay , SC

anff f ﬁﬂilf;cf

30| Green Borur @, &l@w/

Mlcmuizd Gaﬂé%sc

y) 31’-'- N
J /I.L.'.-,., A )

j/{E{ Qamwa-&«.

L

{759 >- éﬁém;ﬁmi@,

?Ajs:m D«@/owc

18Y S @w@m




Petition for No Changes to Exit 87

22

We, the undersigned, respectfully petiticn the SC Department of Transportation to leave the entrance and exit

ramps at exit 87 as is. We support the widening of -85, but wish to leave the exits, entrance ramps, and

access roads at exit 87 the same.

Name

Address

Signature

Fb75 Cyudnf ///z,

3D C’/@zMw{’ Lie

J%L M
\ ﬂ/ ,,\J;? /Zm\g

e,

i/

3

{

\I\HQ\VW/ ﬂd&

154 fu 2

@ﬁaﬂ/ﬁ@@ &0

N U

lé @ 14 >[ &gréé

{e ﬂf—‘fﬁj@ﬁ}

@;ﬁ& Af bt | Bunse Finn £4 | &Zﬂ&

L 013 Bt I




Petition for No Changes to Exit 87

We, the undersigned, respectiully petition the SC Department of Transportation to leave the entrance and exit
ramps at exit 87 as is. We support the widening of -85, but wish to leave the exits, entrance ramps, and
access roads at exit 87 the same.

Name —~ Gm%u{, &ddress Signature
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Petition for No Changes to Exit 87

We, the undersigned, respectfully petition the SC Department of Transportation to leave the entrance and exit

ramps at exit 87 as is. We support the widening of -85, but wish to leave the exits, entrance ramps, and
access roads at exit 87 the same.

Name Address A S’ignatu_r_ei\
(%w? Mo | 871 Rdwouas Rl (DS i/ Wo? /2@@07’
mWwﬁd*hﬁlﬁédIOB% Rubbs School o . Tty f/t/bW/C
mﬁﬁl Npnwle |90 S, fulta & g ,f)g;azﬁw/
Lo6ANLADTA SAERY | 814 Lyman St r%gmf;p@c%&%‘
| “Taw g8 Deall | 1308 Precte oy (o Bocy S@avad o
5.4;[:{;9‘ /&‘i@eﬂmm /\‘ng?/ 1 K24, ‘
(lozad L) 200 Vo ) e SEAL
L 109 Ret s Pﬂzauu gf ﬁm;mﬁ Lo I i~
Jputt oo Hhil, (sl 515, V.

|2y Sm% o b A

e lep

€12 Sunnsy Slope De. Cowptns e

L 40§ Fish Qg 14 2

&l GRAJ \

CAtF

Loy Dpores.

I3 SGreen R by Ve Q@fw Lperens

JZM ﬂm&/v

Jasmsy poses

4 L:A.
117 Chaine V) omespa

ohg

%ma%

e Pt

%@Mm\ Rebls St Rl s
(e Daho f‘-!‘%%-%?& |

i37Mr__ﬁ.~ MMA::_,.

Wandy Jrwie

/l,(, farm W O

iqu‘/lA Mﬂ?/}

fujﬂm 5’511_4@,&7([/ ’ﬁy/ ":‘1{};

a?n Uamqﬁd @bﬁf&mm w%

Sroven Favis

Honna i Redford

J
o> Yards ;Qd{ S TN

iB5 ?\aﬂrgrfﬁn&: &a’i;nﬁrmﬁﬁ%ﬁmm ?\MM

juii}z_.?hlﬂi?s ML, Leee SE

/mm VE\M




We, the undersigned, respectfully petition the SC Department of Transportation to leave the entrance and exit
ramps at exit 87 as is. We support the widening of I-85, but wish to leave the exits, entrance ramps, and

Petition for No Changes to Exit 87

access roads at exit 87 the same.

Name

Address

Signature
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Petition for No Changes

to Exit 87

We, the undersigned, respectfully petition the SC Department of Transportation to leave the entrance and exit
ramps at exit 87 as is. We support the widening of -85, but wish to leave the exits, entrance ramps, and

access roads at exit 87 the same.

Name Address Signature
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Petition for No Changes to Exit 87

We the undersigred, rescectfully pstition: the SC Depertment of Transporiation t¢ leave the entrance and exi
ramps at axtt 87 a8 is. We support the widening of i-85, but wish to ieave the exits, entrance ramps, and
acoess roads at ext 87 the same
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Petition for No Changes to Exit 87

YWa, the undersigned, raspesifully petiicn (ve SC Depaniment of Transportation {0 l2ave the entrance 2nd exit

remps al ext 87 as is. We st pport the wid :ring cf 1-85, but wish to leave the exils, entrance ramps, a
atcess rosds at exil 87 the seme
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Petition for No Changes to Exit 87

We, the undersignaa, respectfully petition the SC Dep wiment of Transportation {o isave the entrerge and ex1
rames at exit 87 as is  We support the widening of I-£5, but wish to leavs the exits, entrance ramps, and

actess roads at exit 87 the same.
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SCDOT PUBLIC HEARING COMMENT SHEET
Tuesday, December 1, 2015

PROPOSED 1-85 WIDENING AND IMPROVEMENTS MILE MARKER 80 - 96
SPARTANBURG AND CHEROKEE COUNTIES

NAME (please print)
Mr., Mrs., Ms., Mr. & Mrs. - Matthew and Misa Her]derson

(Please choose one)

MAILING ADDRESS. 105 Hidden Springs Court  Gaffney, SC 29341

Street/Koute City State Zip Code
PHONE NUMBER  864-491-1132
EMAIL
COMMENTS We are not opposed to the widening of I-85, but request the following modifications

to plans at exit 87:

1) Interstate ramps, frontage roads, and location of the bridge at exit 87 remain

the same. | support signal lights and turn lanes being added to the intersections if
necessary.

2) Property earmarked for the project should follow the property lines as closely as
possible in order to minimize splitting property in half and making remaining property
useless.

3) Request that the wetland property in the southeast quadrant be considered for

an alternative option if changes must be made and that a design modification regarding
the distance between intersections be considered so that this land can be used.

4) Regarding the Sunny Slope bridge, we request that the bridge be eliminated or put back
in the same location so that homeowners will not be displaced.

[P - -

How would you like a response to your comment? (Please choose one)
No response required :y Email response (address above) \/ Writtent response (address above)

Mail Comments to: Mr. Brad Reynolds, P.E.
Program Manager, Design Build RPG

S ' C E /“'«T‘ SCDOT
_ oA | PO Box 191, Room 421

Columbia, SC 29202-0191
E-mail- Rey.noldsBS@,scdot.mg

NOTE: Information provided, including name and address, will be published and is subject to disclosure under
the Freedom of Information Act. Written comments will be accepted until December 16, 2015,

Handouts and displays from the public hearing can be viewed at hitp://www.scdot.org/inside/public_hearings.aspx



owner
Typewritten Text
Matthew and Misa Henderson

owner
Typewritten Text
105 Hidden Springs Court    Gaffney, SC 29341

owner
Typewritten Text
864-

owner
Typewritten Text
491-1132

owner
Typewritten Text

owner
Typewritten Text
We are not opposed to the widening of I-85, but request the following modifications
 to plans at exit 87:
1) Interstate ramps, frontage roads, and location of the bridge at exit 87 remain
the same.  I support signal lights and turn lanes being added to the intersections if 
necessary.
2) Property earmarked for the project should follow the property lines as closely as
possible in order to minimize splitting property in half and making remaining property 
useless.
3)  Request that the wetland property in the southeast quadrant be considered for
an alternative option if changes must be made and that a design modification regarding
the distance between intersections be considered so that this land can be used.  
4) Regarding the Sunny Slope bridge, we request that the bridge be eliminated or put back 
in the same location so that homeowners will not be displaced.

owner
Stamp


SCCoT

South Carolina
Department of Transportation

March 11, 2016

Mr. Matthew Henderson and
Mrs. Misa Henderson

105 Hidden Springs Court
Gaffney, SC 29341

Re:  [-85 Widening and Improvements Mile Marker 80-96
Spartanburg and Cherokee Counties

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Henderson:

The South Carolina Department of Transportation (SCDOT) appreciates your
participation in the public involvement process for the proposed widening and improvements to
Interstate 85 (1-85) Mile Marker 80-96. Thank you for your comments, as provided after the
Public Hearing on Tuesday, December 1, 2015 at Gaffney High School, which are part of the
official project record. SCDOT will consider all concerns that have been raised before a final
project decision is made.

Your comments were that we should leave Exit 87 as it is, follow property lines with the
alignments, use wetland parcels in the southeast quadrant of Exit 87 for the improvements to the
interchange, and either eliminate or do nothing to the Sunny Slope bridge.

Part of the purpose of the project is to bring the existing interchanges into compliance
with federal and state requirements for interstate design. The upgrade of this interchange is one
element of that purpose, and therefore cannot be left as it is. We have modified the proposed
interchange design in response to many of the comments received that addresses some of the
other concerns that you expressed. Attached is a graphic showing the modified interchange.
While it doesn’t directly follow property lines, it more closely approximates property lines in
many more locations.

The alignment continues to minimize impacts to the streams and wetlands in the
southeastern quadrant, which is in conformance with the regulations and requirements of the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers that oversees and protects these natural systems. They require
that projects avoid and minimize impacts to these systems as much as is practicable. A permit
will be required from the Corps for impacts associated with wetlands and streams over which
they have jurisdiction, so the project must comply with their requirements.

14 AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY
70 AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER
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