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Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project
Lee County

|Pub|ic Information Meetinc_]ll

Meeting:

The South Carolina Department of Transportation (SCDOT) has scheduled a public information
meeting on Thursday, June 7, in Lee County to consider preliminary alternative corridors for a
proposed Bishopville Truck Route. The public is invited to stop by the Lee Central High School
cafeteria, 1800 Wisacky Highway, Bishopville, anytime between 5 pm and 7 pm.

Purpose:

The purpose of this meeting is for SCDOT to present several preliminary build alternative
corridors that are being considered to address the project’s purpose of addressing existing and
future truck volumes traveling through downtown Bishopville on US 15/North Main Street. A no-
build alternative is also being evaluated by the project team. Another purpose of the meeting is
to gather information from the public or any interested organization on historic or cultural
resources in the area.

The preliminary routes and segments under consideration were developed after feedback from
last year’s project scoping meeting, field research, as well as any environmental and community
impacts. SCDOT, along with the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), will use information
and feedback gathered at this meeting and through public comments to further evaluate these
routes and segments before determining a preferred alternative.

The meeting’s informal, drop-in format will display each potential alternative. SCDOT staff and
project team members will be available to gather feedback, answer questions, and to address
specific concerns such as property impacts or project background.

SCDOT will continue to receive comments regarding this phase of the project until June 30,
2018.

Contact:

For more information, the public may contact SCDOT Project Manager Jacob Meetze at

(803) 737-1037, or at meetzej@scdot.org or through the project's website-
http://www.scdot.org/inside/BishopvilleTruckRoute/, where they can also sign-up for project
updates. Persons with disabilities who may require special accommodations at the meeting
should contact Betty Gray at (803)737-1395.

SCEJT south Carolina Department of Transportation
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South Carolina Department of Transportation will hold a public information meeting on Thursday in Lee County to consider
preliminary alternative corridors for a proposed Bishopville truck route.

An informal drop-in meeting from 5-7 p.m. in the Lee Central High School cafeteria, 1800 Wisacky Highway, will display
each potential alternative, and SCDOT staff and project team members will be on hand to gather feedback, answer questions
and to address specific concerns such as property impacts and project background.

Comments will be accepted regarding this phase of the project until June 30.

Several preliminary build alternative corridors are being considered to address existing and future truck volumes traveling
through downtown Bishopville on U.S. 15/North Main Street.
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A no-build alternative is also being evaluated by the project team.
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Another purpose of the meeting is to gather information from the public on any interested organization on historic or
cultural resources in the area.

For more information, contact SCDOT Project Manager Jacob Meetze at (803) 737-1037 or at meetzej@scdot.org
(mailto:meetzej@scdot.org) or through the project's website, www.scdot.org/inside/BishopvilleTruckRoute
(http://www.scdot.org/inside/BishopvilleTruckRoute). There, they can also sign up for project updates. Persons with
disabilities who may require special accommodations at the meeting should contact Betty Gray at (803) 737-1395.
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Proposed Bishopville Truck Route PAID
CITY, STATE
Study team members have used the input provided at PERMIT NO. XXX

last year’s public scoping meeting to analyze multiple
options for the Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project.
Now, SCDOT wants to share these alternative corridor
options for your preferences and feedback.

Local Postal Customer

Questions? This public information meeting will utilize an informal
drop-in format between 5:00 PM and 7:00 PM.

SCDOT Project Manager

Jacob Meetze, PE
803-737-1037 Thursday, June 7, 2018

meetzej@scdot.org 5:00-7:00 PM

Lee Central High School

Please Join Us

Para obtener més informacién, 1800 Wisacky Hwy., Bishopville, SC 29010

llame al

803-737-2314 Different alternatives will be displayed with SCDOT Staff and Project Team Members available to
answer your questions, discuss the strengths of each alternative, and gather feedback about your
preferences.

Persons with disabilities who may require special accommodations at the meeting may receive
interpretive services upon request prior to the meeting by calling Betty Gray at (803) 737-1395.

For more information about the project, please contact the SCDOT Project Manager or visit the
project website: http://www.scdot.org/inside/BishopvilleTruckRoute/.



http://www.scdot.org/inside/BishopvilleTruckRoute/

Public Information Meeting

June 7th, 2018 from 5:00 to 7:00

Lee County High School
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Welcome to the
Proposed Bishopville Truck Route

Open House
June 7, 2018

Today’s Public Meeting is an important step in the Proposed
Bishopville Truck Route Environmental Impact Statement process.
The Project Team is here to hear your input, comments and concerns
regarding the proposed alternatives.

The open house covers the following topics:

* Project overview presentation

* Project Status Update

e Review Preliminary Alternative Corridors

e Provide your input on Preliminary Alternative Corridors

e Next Steps in the Project

SCDOT, in response to the nondiscrimination requirements set forth by the Federal requlations issued by the U.S.
Department of Transportation to effectuate Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended, complies with all
regulations in this regard. Any person who believes that he or she has been discriminated against because of race,

color, religion, sex, age, handicap/ disabilities or national origin under a program receiving Federal Aid has the right
to file a complaint with the SCDOT. The complaint shall be filed with the Title VI Program Compliance Coordinator, at
(803) 737-1372. The complaint should be submitted no later than 180 days after the date of the alleged act of
discrimination. It should outline as completely as possible the facts and circumstances of the incident.




The Proposed Bishopville
Truck Route Project Team

Welcomes You!

We're here to:

* Provide Project Status Update

* Review Preliminary Alternative
Corridors

* Receive Input on Preliminary Corridors

* Share Next Steps in the Project

We encourage you to submit a comment
on the study.

June 7,2018
5PMto7PM
Lee Central High School




Draft Purpose and Need

Draft Project Purpose

* The primary purpose of the projectis to
address the existing and future truck

traffic traveling through downtown
Bishopville.

* The secondary purpose is to enhance
economic development in the area.



Draft Purpose and Need

Draft Project Need

* US 15/ N.Main Street through
downtown Bishopville is currently a two-
lane roadway with a raised median and

on-street parking,

* On average, over 700 large commercial
trucks travel this corridor daily.

* Development of the proposed truck
route is considered necessary to reduce
the existing and future truck congestion
through downtown.



Project History & Overview

August 30, 2010 ®
Letter of Intent (LOI)

sent to Federal &

State Resource &
Regulatory Agencies

for the Environmental
Assessment (EA)

October 5, 2010
Public Information
Meeting

September 2012

EA Approved by Federal
Highway Administration
(FHWA)

Sep/Oct. 2014

City of Bishopville and

Lee County in
coordination with

Santee Lynches Regional M)
Council of Governments

{5LRCOQG), submitted

suggested revisions to

the projects Purpose
and Need

November, 13, 2013
Public Hearing

Spring 2015
Determination
made to prepare EIS

February 19, 2015
Public Information
Meeting

May 9, 2017
First Public Scoping
Meeting

March 27, 2017
SLRCOG submits
letter of support for

project

March 1 & 2, 2017
SLRCOG Roadway
Listening Sessions

June 7, 2018

Alternative Corridors
Public Meeting

April 14,2017

Notice of Intent (NOI) @
to prepare

Environmental

Impact Statement

published in Federal

Register



Project Schedule

Phase 1: Phase 2: Phase 3:
Notice of Intent (NOI) to Alferna ti.ve Develonment and Analvsis Prepare a Draft EIS, Final
Prepare an EIS and Scoping P Y EIS and Record of Decision

2017 * PANES 2019 2020

Spring Summer  Fall Winter = Spring Summer Fall Winter = Spring Summer Fall Winter  Spring

Community Listening Sessions March2017 [ |

Project initiation / Notice of April 2017 O
Intent

Public Scoping Meeting

Technical Studies

PROPOSED PROJECT SCHEDULE

May 2017 O
Summer 2017/
Spring 2018
Winter/
Spring 2018

Develop Preliminary
Alternative Corridors

Present Alternative Corridors
= I Summer 2018

to the Public

Fall 2018 /
Winter 2019
Summer 2018/
Spring 2019

Present Reasonable
Alternatives to the Public

Prepare Draft EIS

DEIS Approval & Public Hearing

Final EIS and Record of Decision
(ROD)

Winter/
Spring 2020




Proposed Bishopville
Truck Route Project

Bishopville, Lee County, South Carolina

x ﬁ Project Alternatives Map
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SCCOT

Proposed Bishopville
Truck Route Project

Bishopville, Lee County, South Carolina

Project Alternatives Map
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Proposed Bishopville
Truck Route Project

Bishopville, Lee County, South Carolina
Project Alternatives Map
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Proposed Bishopville
Truck Route Project

xﬁ Bishopville, Lee County, South Carolina
Project Alternatives Map
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Proposed Bishopville
Truck Route Project

Bishopville, Lee County, South Carolina
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Proposed Bishopville
Truck Route Project
Bishopville, Lee County, South Carolina

Project Alternatives Map
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Proposed Bishopville
Truck Route Project

xﬁ Bishopville, Lee County, South Carolina
Project Alternatives Map
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Proposed Bishopville

Truck Route Project
Bishopville, Lee County, South Carolina

Project Alternatives Map
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Proposed Bishopville

Truck Route Project
Bishopville, Lee County, South Carolina
Project Alternatives Map
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Proposed Bishopville
Truck Route Project
Bishopville, Lee County, South Carolina

Project Alternatives Map
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The Proposed Bishopville
Truck Route Project Team

Welcomes You!

We're here to:

* Provide Project Status Update

* Review 24 Preliminary Alternative
Corridors

* Receive Input on Preliminary Corridors

* Share Next Steps in the Project

We encourage you to submit a comment
on the study by June 30th.

June 7,2018
5PMto 7 PM

Lee Central High School

Thank you for attending this Alternative Corridors Public Informational Meeting for the Proposed Bishopville

Truck Route. At this meeting:

*  We will share the work we have done since last spring when we received input about the interest in
reducing truck traffic through downtown Bishopville while still enabling goods to move across our state.

*  We will present 24 Preliminary Alternative Corridors and different ways to move truck traffic around
Bishopville.

*  We will review the options which have been studied in the past and show which options are being
dropped because they do not meet the community’s desire to reduce traffic in the city center

*  We are asking for your feedback on these 24 Preliminary Alternative Corridors.

*  We will explain the project’s next steps and our schedule.

Your input at this meeting is very important to help us move forward. Our team wants to know:
* Are some of these options better than others?

* Isthere a corridor or segment we haven’t considered?

* How would you personally be impacted, positively or negatively, by one of these options?

Following this presentation, please visit our project displays, look at the different options on the boards, and
talk to our project team.

Team members with project nametags can answer your questions or take your comments. Your local input is
very important. Share your thoughts with any of the team members here tonight. Please fill out a comment
form, or submit a comment online or through the mail by June 30th. You can even take some comment
forms to share and spread the word with others who could not attend tonight.




Previous Study Corridors

Original Corridors

* Previous Study
* Five bypass alternatives
» Two truck route alternatives

* Previous alternatives considered in
development of new corridors

The original Environmental Assessment which was completed in 2012 proposed five alternatives to route
trucks away from downtown Bishopville and looked at two truck routes on existing roads. These seven
options were used as the basis for the development of the 24 preliminary alternative corridors.

Public input received last spring and through field studies was considered in the development of these 24
alternative corridors.

Every corridor presented tonight was evaluated on its ability to reduce truck traffic traveling through
downtown Bishopville on Main Street while still enabling freight to move through the region.



Eliminated Study Corridors

* Study team considered previous
alternatives from the Environmental
Assessment.

* Alternatives through downtown
eliminated from further consideration.

* Others moved further away from
neighborhoods.

+ Additional options developed for
consideration.

Some of the alternative corridors that were initially investigated were eliminated from further consideration:

Corridors, which utilized the existing roadway network and only relocated trucks off Main Street, but
kept them in the vicinity of downtown were eliminated because they did not keep trucks from passing
through downtown, they just moved trucks off of US 15 and onto surrounding streets.

We heard local concerns about the impact of truck traffic within neighborhoods — such as the James
Street area. Corridors and segments which divided neighborhoods were eliminated. As the new
corridors were developed, the project team tried to distance each alternative from adjacent
neighborhoods as much as possible.

Corridor segments that were similar with other alternatives were either eliminated or merged with a
similar alternative to make certain each of the 24 Preliminary Alternative offers a unique alignment.




Preliminary Study Corridors
Updated Corridors

* Corridors vary between 500 and 1100
feet in width.
* Entire corridor width does not depict
anticipated right of way. Actual right of
way requirements will be less than 150
feet.

* End-to-End alignment alternative to be
developed by combing the various
corridor segments.

Here are all of the 24 corridors currently under consideration. The preliminary alternative corridors are
shown in great detail on the presentation boards in the main display area.

Each corridor includes several different segments.
The segments designated by the various colors and numbers. Corridor segments were combined in various
combinations to create the alternative corridors presented this evening.

Most corridors are 500 feet in width while some have been expanded to 1100 feet wide in areas where
additional options could be necessary. The corridor width of 500-1100 feet is the area we are using for the
field investigation and is not the required right of way for the final roadway segment. The final alignment will
be somewhere within the corridor shown and actual roadway right of way widths will be less than 150 feet.

The development of each corridor segment considered:

. Existing and future land uses

. Potential impacts to the natural environment

. Potential impacts to humans

. Previous public input

. The ability of each segment to meet the project’s purpose and need of getting trucks out of downtown

while still moving freight across the region.

Each corridor offered some opportunities but also some challenges.




Corridor Features

Northeast Quadrant
 Historic Properties

* Neighborhood Cohesiveness
* Wetlands and Streams

* School

* Water Treatment Plant

In the northeast quadrant of the project, challenges include:

. Numerous historic properties and districts

. Public concerns about disturbing neighborhood cohesiveness and agricultural lands
. Wetlands and streams

. The Seaboard Coast Line Railroad

. Robert E. Lee Academy
. and, the Town of Bishopville Water Treatment Plant




Corridor Features

Northwest Quadrant
* Historic Properties

* Wetlands and Streams

e Airport

* Agriculture lands

In the northwest quadrant, challenges included:

Historic properties

Numerous wetlands and streams
Lee County Airport

And, surrounding agricultural lands




Corridor Features

Southwest Quadrant

» Historic Properties

* Wetlands and Streams
N * Agriculture lands

* Industrial Businesses

In the southwest quadrant, challenges included:

Historic properties
wetlands and streams
Agricultural lands

Existing and proposed industrial businesses




Corridor Features

Southeast Quadrant

» Historic Properties

* Wetlands and Streams

* Agriculture lands

* Railroad crossing

* Neighborhood Cohesiveness

And finally, challenges in the southeast quadrant included:

. More historic properties

. Numerous wetlands and streams

. Agricultural lands

. The Seaboard Coast Line Railroad crossing

. And, concerns about disturbing neighborhoods

As the corridors were developed and each challenge was thoroughly considered. Not one of the challenges
was given priority over the others, all of the challenges were treated equally.

Because it was not possible to avoid every potential impact, our goals were to find alternatives, which
minimized all the impacts to the greatest extent.




National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)

* An Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is required by NEPA and is administered by FHWA
* Provides for informed decision-making

* Includes partners in the process

» Considers a wide variety of factors

P WE ARE HERE

Initiate EIS Collect Data Analyze Publish Draft EIS Publish Final EIS Make a Decision Project Delivery /
Alternatives Construction
+ Publish 3 * Analyze Existing * Publicize the Draft * Review and * Prepare and Publish
Fedes Conditions . EIS Respond to Draft Record of Decision « Date to be
+ Develop se ¢+ Conduct Studies y. S * Conduct Public EIS Comments (ROD) determined
and N . t Developing o St Meetings * Prepare Final EIS + Decision
Alternatives TImpacts on the * Hold Public Addressing Public Announced
* Begin Preparation Community and Comment Period and Agency
of Draft EIS Nevedl * Review all Public Comments
Environment of the and Agency * Hold Final EIS
ata and Identify Alternatives Comments on the Public Review
Draft EIS Period
+ Identify Selected
Alternative

Needed Studies

If you attended any of our previous meetings, you will recognize this slide which is an overview of the
National Environmental Policy Act or NEPA process drives our work and schedule.

Identifying different alternatives, weighing their ability to meet the project’s purpose and need, and
addressing all of the potential project challenges is a part of the National Environmental Policy Act or NEPA

process.

NEPA is a multi-step process that requires projects seeking federal funds to consider project impacts and
invite public participation and your feedback.

The Project Team has completed initiation steps in starting the Environmental Impact Statement or EIS. We
have completed a majority of our data collection activities. We are early in the analysis phase and this is a
point in which your local input is very important.

As you review the 24 Preliminary Alternative Corridors on display this evening, please:

. Share your thoughts with our project team and through our comment form
. Are their challenges for a corridor or segment we need to know about?
. Let us know your opinion and concerns about which corridors and segments you like and want to see

move forward
. Let us know which corridors and segments you think should be eliminated from further consideration.




Y - We are here
Project Schedule

Phase 1: Phase 2:
Notice of Intent (NOI) to - :
Prepare an EIS and Scopine Alternative Development and Analysis

PROPOSED PROJECT SCHEDULE

Phase 3

Community Listening Sessions m.

Project initiation / Notice of April 2017
Intent

Public Scoping Meeting m
Summer 2017 /
Spring 2018

Develop Preliminary Winter/
Alternative Corridors Spring 2018
to the Public

Alternatives to the Public Winter 2019
Summer 2018/

Spring 2019

Winter/
Spring 2020

Technical Studies

Prepare Draft EIS

Looking forward —

Your input will help us determine our reasonable alternatives which will be presented to you late fall or early
winter of this year.

Once we have identified the reasonable alternatives we can begin to develop and analyze the alternative
roadway segments and alignments to determine impacts to the Community and Natural Environment.

This information will be incorporated into a Draft Environmental Impact Statement, which will plan to share
with you a public hearing next summer.

At next summer’s Public Hearing, the project team will recommend which preferred alternative should move
forward into final design or if the challenges of the different alternatives are such that a ”"No-Build “
alternative should be selected.

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement presented at the public hearing will move to a Final
Environmental Impact Statement and Record of Decision after receiving and reviewing comments from the

public hearing. We expect the final Record of Decision as to how the project should proceed to be completed
in early 2020.
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Thank You!!

* Visit the main display area
» Talk with team members
* Provide feedback

Thank you for attending the Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Alternative Corridors Public Informational
Meeting.

Please visit our main display area to review the preliminary corridor maps.

Project team members are available to explain the displays and answer any questions you might have. Team
members can take your comments. Feel free to spend some time at the tables writing out your comments so
you can submit them before you leave. You are also welcome to take a comment form home or share some
copies with neighbors, friends, family and co-workers. The comment submittal deadline is June 30th. Details
about how to submit your comments are on the forms.

This now concludes this project overview. If you missed any part of this presentation, it will be starting again
in 4 minutes.

Thank you again for your interest in the Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project.

11



The presentation
will begin in:
4 Minutes

The Proposed Bishopville
Truck Route Project Team

Welcomes You!
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The presentation
will begin in:
3 Minutes

The Proposed Bishopville
Truck Route Project Team

Welcomes You!
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The presentation
will begin in:
2 Minutes

The Proposed Bishopville
Truck Route Project Team

Welcomes You!
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The presentation
will begin in:
1 Minute

The Proposed Bishopville
Truck Route Project Team

Welcomes You!
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Purpose and Need

The primary purpose of this project is to address the existing and future truck traffic traveling through
downtown Bishopville. The secondary purpose is to enhance the economic development of the area.
As alternatives are developed, their ability to meet these purposes will be evaluated.

US 15/ N. Main Street through downtown Bishopville is currently a two-lane roadway with a raised
median and on-street parking. On average, over 700 large commercial trucks travel this corridor daily.
Development of the proposed truck route is considered necessary to reduce the existing and future
truck congestion through downtown.

Stay Involved
Jacob Meetze, PE (SCDOT)

Project Manager

Visit the project website:

www.scdot.org/inside/BishopvilleTruckRoute/

PO Box 191
Columbia, SC 29202
(803) 737-1037

Email: MeetzeJ@scdot.org

SCDOT, in response to the nondiscrimination requirements set forth by the Federal regulations issued by the U.S. Depart-
ment of Transportation to effectuate Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended, complies with all regulations in
this regard. Any person who believes that he or she has been discriminated against because of race, color, religion, sex,
age, handicap/disabilities or national origin under a program receiving Federal Aid has the right to file a complaint with the
SCDOT. The complaint shall be filed with the Title VI Program Compliance Coordinator, at (803) 737-1372. The complaint
should be submitted no later than 180 days after the date of the alleged act of discrimination. It should outline as complete-
ly as possible the facts and circumstances of the incident.

Preliminary Alternative Corridors

Public Meeting

Proposed Bishopville Truck Route

Purpose of Tonight’s Meeting

The purpose of this meeting is for SCDOT to present several preliminary build

alternative corridors that are being considered to address the project's purpose

of reducing existing and future truck volumes traveling through downtown
Bishopville on US 15/North Main Street. A no-build alternative will also be
evaluated by the project team.

Another purpose of the meeting is to gather information from the public or any
interested organization on historic or cultural resources in the area. The
preliminary routes and segments under consideration were developed after
feedback from last year's project scoping meeting, field research, as well as
any potential environmental and community impacts. SCDOT, along with the
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), will use information and feedback
gathered at this meeting and through public comments to further evaluate
these routes and segments before determining the reasonable alternatives,
and ultimately the recommended preferred alternative.

The meeting's informal, drop-in format will display each preliminary alternative
corridor. SCDOT staff and project team members are available to gather
feedback, answer questions, and to address specific concerns.

Project Schedule

After completion of this public meeting, the Project Team wiill:

» Present Reasonable Alternatives to the Public — Fall 2018 / Winter 2019
»  Prepare Draft EIS (DEIS) — Summer 2018/Spring 2019

» DEIS Approval & Public Hearing — Summer 2019

» Final EIS and Record of Decision — Winter / Spring 2020

We Want Your Input

Visit the Project website at www.scdot.org/inside/BishopvilleTruckRoute/ where you can access project inform

anytime. You can submit a comment via the website or by mail to:

Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project
C/O Jacob Meetze, PE, RPG-2

PO Box 191

Columbia, SC 29202

(803) 737-1037

Email comments to: MeetzeJ@scdot.org

June 7, 2018

SCDOT will evaluate comments
received on these preliminary
alternative corridors to identify the
Reasonable Alternatives to be carried
forward for further detailed analysis.
These Reasonable Alternatives will be
analyzed to identify impacts to the
community and natural environment
and will be presented to the public in
Fall 2018 / Winter 2019. This
information will then be incorporated
into the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement which will be shared with
you at a public hearing currently
scheduled for next summer. At the
Public Hearing the project team will
make a recommendation as to which
alternative should move forward into
final design or if the "No-Build “
alternative should be selected.
Following that hearing we will review all
comments that we received and move
into the preparation of the Final
Environmental Impact Statement and
Record of Decision. We expect a final
decision as to how the project should
proceed to be made in early 2020.
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http://www.scdot.org/inside/BishopvilleTruckRoute/
http://www.scdot.org/inside/BishopvilleTruckRoute/

Y% Historic Resources
— Rivers & Streams
Railroad
- Historic Districts

Segment 1 (500 ft)
Segment 2 (500 ft)
Segment 3 (500 ft)
Segment 4 (500 ft)

Segment 5 (500 ft)

0.5

- Segment 6 (500 ft)

Segment 7 (500 ft)
Segment 8 (500 ft)
Segment 9 (500 ft)
Segment 10 (500 ft)
Segment 11 (500 ft)
Segment 12 (500 ft)
Segment 13 (500 ft)

Segment 14 (1,100 ft)

JRIOONE!

Segment 15 (500 ft)

Segment 16 (500 & 1,000 ft) [

Segment 17 (500 ft)
Segment 19 (500 ft)
Segment 20 (500 ft)
Segment 21 (500 ft)
Segment 22 (500 ft)

Segment 24 (500 ft)

.4 A

Bk | :

Segment 25 (500 ft)
Segment 26 (500 ft)
Parcels

Municipal Boundary
Freshwater Wetland
Forested Wetland
Pond

Riverine

Proposed Bishopville
Truck Route Project

Bishopville, Lee County, South Carolina
Project Segment Alternatives Map
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ﬂﬁ‘ SCDOT PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING
R Thursday, June 7, 2018

Proposed Bishopville Truck Route
Lee County

NAME
Mr, Mrs, Ms, Mr&t;—;} WJ«HC U’} jf\)}'\lﬂb‘k_,

(Please choose on

MAILING ADDRESS 5@ ‘D\&om D \E);g,m.{,,\,\lk SC 2900
Street/Route City State Zip Code

PHONE NUMBER B0% -4 28~ 94K

COMMENTS

o opopstd o Alpmadiees 1 \h\m{gl‘—
X - 0ed o0 huw " quiigewe g0 e agpieds wy
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How would you like a response to your comment (please choose one)?

No response-required Email response
T e ——— y
Written respon Email Address

Mail Comments to:
Mr. Jacob Meetze, P.E.

Comments must be received by June SC Department of Transportation
30, 2018 PO Box 191
Columbia, SC 29202-0191
MeetzeJ @scdot.org

Please 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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Proposed Bishopville Truck Route

Lee County
NAME =
Mr, Mrs, Ms, Mr & Mrs _Mﬂ’ 4’)"
(Please choose one:) =2
MAILING ADDRESS 456 Hwy 13 Bo)g; e SC 29010
Street/Route State Zip Code

PHONE NUMBER
COMMENTS Coprndt 7 > a ool choe, bt ae coucomed whof- Yo

rfW‘ﬂuu,'f' )lmy ) }‘0‘ gn’ gvf?mp) ("?)?(leifng)é) (m Il ;jrzﬂ/l(’ MO
A /f?rmaﬁzm J%WF ﬁf-& foff‘ﬁaé‘t f'/”trvw,/z /”k«u/{

How would you like a response to your comment (please choose one)?
No r required Email response
m Email Address

Mail Comments to:

Mr. Jacob Meetze, P.E.
Comments must be received by June SC Department of Transportation
30, 2018 PO Box 191

Columbia, SC 29202-0191

MeetzeJ @scdot.org

Please 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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o Thursday, June 7, 2018

Proposed Bishopville Truck Route
Lee County

AN | Lol .

nﬁﬁifﬁéeﬁ"ﬁnnesspﬂ nﬂ// Micst- LAY S 200

“Street/Route City State Zip Code
PHONE NUMBER $3-¢70- 3L

COMME S Ar A /f.:c ,f/m/ fa/ 7/¢ “Llsr S8 Py //ns

K _CF T DrfC A DT g Hal  BravlZan/
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Q;?e/ q:/h/% /770_/]&/ L /21']/11’/1/3//{’ _S‘ Cr
AG0/0

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

No response required Email response
@@ Email Address

Mail Comments to:

Mr. Jacob Meetze, P.E.
Comments must be received by June SC Department of Transportation
30, 2018 PO Box 191

Columbia, SC 29202-0191

MeetzeJ @scdot.org

Please Note: Information provided, including name and address, will be published and is
subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act.



' .
—=#j>  SCDOT PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING
Thursday, June 7, 2018

Proposed Bishopville Truck Route
Lee County

AME
k;{ﬂ:\lﬂ"rs, Ms, Mr & Mrs \Dcfd‘.p. N ,A. J (/‘S?:"T'{-hgf

Please choose one:)

MAILING ADDRESS ({53 H‘J A B(Sﬂorwu-c 7 TS

. Street/Route City State Zip Code
PHONE NUMBER __S50(-633-9%8790

COMMENTS jﬂ,e“ﬁ-fo/ Ner,sv Us O Resuers A< Zares
As fosmes , A—H (oo T BE Tue sinfresy
/Cq: ‘/Téj/

How would you like a response to your comment (please choose one)?
_nequitad\ Email response
Written response -. Email Address

Mail Comm

Mr. Jacob Meetze, P.E.
Comments must be received by June SC Department of Transportation
30, 2018 PO Box 191

Columbia, SC 29202-0191

Meetzed @scdot.org

Please 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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Proposed Bishopville Truck Route
Lee County

NAME _ : .
Mr, Mrs, Ms, Mr&@ TMIC(’_ Q*“'hin@jﬁ *T‘f’_ Ld’r\ﬁ F\Oﬂé‘f‘

(Please choose one:

MAILING ADDRESS _ 143 N Mayn &t %ehow le S A9040
Street/Route City = State Zip Code

PHONE NUMBER _ Y03 N4 -53(0O

COMMENTS _ 1 Owon O business on Main Srreet, \here
Ree” YOO AR ICLEKS ON ouY AN Shiceet.

N \nohele {:‘;#C\W\\"\"_\Ci ok Seqa. V3 or 1S5 and Qawmm
W Cxound e (‘1*\|_3~ o

“WrulcKS yuey oo Yucinese s . Do One - 65’)QQ\CL\ @\dﬂlj

Reaple . uamnk L5 Coverne At 20 .

The o0 (steater Bt_zhC)DU\”f’ NS *rmmo Yo \ouu\d
M’\ (‘MW“J-\—(‘;u\V\ ond. = dOf\‘\v \Z)L\\t\)('? d\f‘.u ASIVED)
DLK \negses vk Yo Come \_‘}6:’( Ause CBQ Sheot
A\‘Y‘Lﬂ&-\—\(.a

1 oo _Foc (lnu\ G\\\-QV”Y‘Y]‘H\](? What ol %\(\P
AeucKe, off svo Stceeks

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

No response required Email response i
Written response Email Address M}\e_&?\om S‘\‘a S\:+C o\ & VET

Mail Comments to:

Mr. Jacob Meetze, P.E.
Comments must be received by June SC Department of Transporiation
30, 2018 PO Box 191

Columbia, SC 29202-0191

MeetzeJ @scdot.org

Please 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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Proposed Bishopville Truck Route
Lee County

/
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. () ' = .
MAILING ADDRESS /(Z.? A paads ST Mihpeille S 2502

Street/F{oy City State Zip Code
PHONE NUMBER KFo3- Y7520

COMMENTS
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How would you like a response to your comment (please choose one)?
~—No response required Email response

W Email Address

Mail Comments to:

Mr. Jacob Meetze, P.E.
Comments must be received by June SC Department of Transportation
30, 2018 PO Box 191

Columbia, SC 29202-0191

MeetzeJ @scdot.org

Please 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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Proposed Bishopville Truck Route

Lee County
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(Please choose one:) J
MAILING ADDRESS _ 412 My, ol gus Ao 8‘-{&,?,(,,;;( S F I
Street/Route City State Zip Code

PHONE NUMBER Fo3—-31G-3 (7
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How would you like a response to your comment (please choose one)?
No response required Email response
Written response Email Address_ /W w A TR #S | C S€, 1’72, Corr

Mail Comments to:

Mr. Jacob Meetze, P.E.
Comments must be received by June SC Department of Transportation
30, 2018 PO Box 191

Columbia, SC 29202-0191

MeetzeJ @scdot.org

Please 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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Lee County
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How would you like a response to your comment (please choose one)?
No response required Email response
Written response Email Address__ @~ . )usfr{'_ v 400‘ Coin

Mail Comments to:

Mr. Jacob Meetze, P.E.
Comments must be received by June SC Department of Transportation
30, 2018 PO Box 191

Columbia, SC 29202-0191

MeetzeJ @scdot.org

Please 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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’ Proposed Bishopville Truck Route
Lee County
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How would you like a response to your comment (please choose one)?
No response required malil response B ) s
Written response "Email Address. L ae e o,/df'ﬁv, (& /@? S /(/) INs. Corn

Mail Comments to:

' Mr. Jacob Meetze, P.E.
Comments must be received by June SC Department of Transportation
30, 2018 PO Box 191

Columbia, SC 29202-0191
MeetzeJ @scdot.org

Please 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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Please 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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subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act.
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subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act.
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subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act.
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subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act.
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Columbia, SC 29202-0191
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Please 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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Columbia, SC 29202-0191
MeetzeJ @scdot.org

Please 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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Please 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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Please Note: Information provided, including name and address, will be published and is
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No response required Email response
Written response Email Address

Mail Comments to:

Mr. Jacob Meetze, P.E.
Comments must be received by June SC Department of Transportation
30, 2018 PO Box 191

Columbia, SC 29202-0191

MeetzeJ @scdot.org

Please 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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How would you like a response to your comment (please choose one)?
No response required Email response
Written response Email Address

Mail Comments to:

Mr. Jacob Meetze, P.E.
Comments must be received by June SC Department of Transportation
30, 2018 PO Box 191

Columbia, SC 29202-0191

MeetzeJ @scdot.org

Please 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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How would you like a response to your comment (please choose one)?
No response required Email response
Written response Email Address

Mail Comments to:
Mr. Jacob Meetze, P.E.

Comments must be received by June SC Department of Transportation
30, 2018 PO Box 191
Columbia, SC 29202-0191
Meetzed @scdot.org

(LA

P /
Please 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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(Please choose one:)

MAILING ADDRESS /3/% (Aot Are (lumbsa  SC

27208

Street/Route * City State
PHONE NUMBER Tz Y& 2] LT

Zip Code

COMMENTS _ ou~ fand -Dixem Dp. + o~ RR

How would you like a response to your comment (please choose one)?
No response required Email response
Written response Email Address

Mail Comments to: 29205
214 [dA500 Ave (ola S ¢ Mr. Jacob Meetze, P.E.
Comments must be received by June SC Department of Transportation
30, 2018 PO Box 191
Columbia, SC 29202-0191
Meetzed @scdot.org

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

No response required Email response
Written response ' Email Address b&(é

Mail Comments to:

Mr. Jacob Meetze, P.E.
Comments must be received by June SC Department of Transportation
30, 2018 PO Box 191

Columbia, SC 29202-0191

MeetzeJ @scdot.org

Please 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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Proposed Bishopville Truck Route 21 12
Lee County

NAME .

Mr, i3, Ms, Mr & Mrs _\Bgn_d_n.&;_\mtr on)

{Please choose one:) . . s

MAILING ADDRESS G_S%m@r_&)dvo e, SC 29010
Street/Ro City U State Zip Code

PHONE NUMBER _202 - U QU4 —(:357]
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How would you like a response to your comment (please choose one)?
esponse reguired Email response
ritten response Email Address

Mail Comments to:

Mr. Jacob Meetze, P.E.
Comments must be received by June SC Department of Transportation
30, 2018 PO Box 191

Columbia, SC 29202-0191

Meetzed @scdot.org

Please 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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Proposed Bishopville Truck Route
Lee County
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How would you like a response to your comment (please choose one)?

No response required Email response
Cﬁ-ﬂ'itten response Email Address

Mail Comments to:

Mr. Jacob Meetze, P.E.
Comments must be received by June SC Department of Transportation
30, 2018 PO Box 191

Columbia, SC 29202-0191

MeetzeJ@scdot.org

Please Note: Information provided, including name and address, will be published and is
subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act.



Carl Gibilaro

From: Meetze, Jacob M. <Meetzel@scdot.org>
Sent: Monday, June 11, 2018 11:53 AM
To: Carl Gibilaro
Cc: Cooper, Christopher B.; Sturm, Joe; Amado, Bener
Subject: FW: Comment from SCDOT contact form - Proposed Bishopville Truck Route
Carl,
See below comment that we will also need a response to.
Thanks,
Jacob

From: SMPSHPT1302@scdot.org [mailto:SMPSHPT1302@scdot.org]

Sent: Monday, June 11, 2018 11:34 AM

To: Meetze, Jacob M.

Subject: Comment from SCDOT contact form - Proposed Bishopville Truck Route

Workflow Notification

The following message was sent from the Proposed Bishopville Truck Route contact form:

Name: Kay Stuckey

Email: rdstuckey(@sc.rr.com

Phone: 8039837417

Comment: Did you get any new insights into the route plans for the bypass? There weren't many people at the
meeting and that's because they feel like it's the same info that they've heard so many times.

Jacob, I do have one concern. After talking to the engineer ( was it Bartorri) who said that he was studying the
wetlands, etc., he said that they would only pay for the land that they actually cross. What about where the
ROW will come VERY close to a residence? He said something about paying for any damage, but what of the
damage of large trucks coming very near a residence, all day every day? You're looking at foundations
cracking, and long range ruining of the house, not to mention the aesthetic damage.

I try not to think about what might happen, but as I try to update my house in order to list it for sale, I don't
know whether to fix it to sell to someone who wants to live here and raise a family, or have it taken over by
business that doesn't care if it's updated or not. As always, any info that you can share will be appreciated. (Just
don't say, "Get on with your life"!!!) Thanks! And don't call, just email!

Respond to This Comment: Yes



Carl Gibilaro

From: Meetze, Jacob M. <Meetzel@scdot.org>

Sent: Monday, June 11, 2018 4:13 PM

To: Carl Gibilaro

Cc: Sturm, Joe; Cooper, Christopher B.

Subject: FW: Comment from SCDOT contact form - Proposed Bishopville Truck Route

See additional comment

From: SMPSHPT1302@scdot.org [mailto:SMPSHPT1302@scdot.org]

Sent: Monday, June 11, 2018 3:57 PM

To: Meetze, Jacob M.

Subject: Comment from SCDOT contact form - Proposed Bishopville Truck Route

Workflow Notification

The following message was sent from the Proposed Bishopville Truck Route contact form:

Name: Gee Whetsel

Email: gatkinson@theleecountyobserver.com

Phone: 8032297603

Comment: I attended the public meeting last week and filled out a comment form but neglected to express an
opinion/preference on the route the bypass should take. I strongly believe that the bypass should go on the
EAST side of town as 90 percent of the truck traffic is headed that way--much of it going to I-95. It simply
makes no sense whatsoever to build it on the west (Camden) side of town. In addition, if the bypass goes on the
east side of town, it will be visible from the interstate. That increases the chances of stores/businesses building
on the bypass. There would be no chance of any growth if the bypass is located on the west side towards
Camden. By simply studying the traffic patterns of these trucks, I think it's a no-brainer. The bypass goes on the
east side of Bishopville. Otherwise, I believe we would have problems forcing the trucks to use the bypass and
all of this would have been for nothing.

Respond to This Comment: No




Carl Gibilaro

From: SMPSHPT1302@scdot.org [mailto:SMPSHPT1302@scdot.org]

Sent: Tuesday, June 19, 2018 6:47 AM

To: Meetze, Jacob M.

Subject: Comment from SCDOT contact form - Proposed Bishopville Truck Route

Workflow Notification

The following message was sent from the Proposed Bishopville Truck Route contact form:

Name: Ellie Green

Email: elliewgreen@yahoo.com

Phone: 8934535236

Comment: I'm a farmer that owns land in Lee County and I drive an 18-wheeler through here regularly. I think
it's an egregious waste of money to build a truck route when the town closed the last one and gave part of the
road away to a large corporation (including a just-replaced state-funded bridge). That route diverted SC341
traffic from downtown, all while vacancy levels increased there. How can public money be used to embellish
private property that's almost worthless?

Respond to This Comment: No




Tanya Thompson

From: SMPSHPT1302@scdot.org

Sent: Saturday, June 30, 2018 8:58 PM

To: Meetze, Jacob M.

Subject: Comment from SCDOT contact form - Proposed Bishopville Truck Route

Workflow Notification

The following message was sent from the Proposed Bishopville Truck Route contact form:

Name: Stephen Beasley

Email: elevenoaksfarm@gmail.com

Phone: 843-332-7363

Comment: Several years ago a group of concerned citizens had numerous meetings over concern of the proposed
Bishopville Truck Bypass and its impact to not only Bishopville but, surrounding lands and areas versus the overall
benefit of the bypass. In these meetings it was deemed necessary to fully understand the amount of true impact that all
traffic both autos and trucks really have on Bishopville and the corridors thru it. Members of the group obtained from
SCDOT ADT counts from 1996 to 2013, the two Traffic Studies conducted in 2010 and 2013 by consulting firms
(Numerics and Short Counts) for SCDOT with this data they compiled various scenarios that all concluded that the overall
traffic both auto and truck for these years is flat with little or no increase.

Furthermore the data from the consulting counts confirmed that the number of large trucks passing through Bishopville
is less than 10% of the total that probably averages near the 600-700 total trucks per day average that pass through
Bishopville.

The group also compiled other information for analysis and consideration and is as follows:
Lee County Socioeconomic and Traffic Data

The trend of the Traffic Volume passing thru Bishopville (downtown) since 1996 has remained flat

The estimated average vehicles passing thru Bishopville (downtown) in 2013 on Highway 15 was approximately 11,966
vehicles per day.

The estimated average trucks traveling Highway 15 in 2013 thru Bishopville (downtown) as approximately 915 trucks per
day

Out of the estimated number of trucks traveling through Bishopville (downtown) in 2013 approximately half are
classified as three or more axle trucks (large tractor trailers) the remanding half are two axle six-wheeled delivery type
trucks

According to 2008 Santee Lynches Council of Governments (SLCOG) Traffic Demand Model only 300 to 500 trucks per
day may be diverted from the Bishopville downtown area as result of a By Pass

Peak Traffic times on Highway 15 thru Bishopville are around 7am in the morning and 5 pm in the afternoon with 7am
being the most travelled time. 3

Calculated time to travel from Piedmont Cemetery to the old Dairy O (approximately 2 miles) by posted speed limits
with no traffic and no stops is approximately 3.89 minutes with an average speed of 33 mph.

Actual average travel time from Piedmont Cemetery to the old Dairy O (approximately 2 miles) at 4:30 pm (peak time)
without stopping is approximately 4.45 minutes with an average speed of approximately 25 mph.7

Lee County has no roadways classified as Principal Arterials that are usually associated with a By Pass, as in surrounding
Counties

Freight tonnage miles hauled by Trucks has decreased 7% since 2007 in South Carolina

In 2000 there were 246 businesses employing 2,711 employees in Lee County in 2012 there were only 207 employing
1,835 employees almost a 16% decline in businesses and almost a 33% decline in employment.

1



Lee County’s population since the 2000 Census has decreased by approximately 4.6% to 19,220 and is expected to
decrease to another approximate 2.2% to 18800 by 2020

As member of this group and carefully reading most all the documents involved with this project (some that the general
public has not read nor maybe would understand) it is very evident that the project may only partially reduce the
number of trucks through Bishopville, it only slightly affects some aspects of pedestrian safety, will probably have little
or no impact and perhaps a negative impact on economic development to Bishopville and Lee County. Weighing this
against the tremendous cost to construct the bypass it would seem to be a waste of State and Federal Funds for such
low traffic volumes and benefits as was pointed out in 2008 by SCDOT Area Planning Engineer Mike Sullivan in a letter to
James Darby Executive Director of SLCOG. it seems senseless to continue forward with the project.

As a taxpayer that does travel across South Carolina and US and sees the decaying state of our roads/highways,
bridges/overpasses and other infrastructure, with areas of real traffic congestion and over capacity traffic volumes, with
real public safety issues, and real support for economic development which compared to Bishopville’s truck and traffic
problems it would be a great injustice to the people/taxpayers of South Carolina and United States to spend their money
on a project with so little return on investment both locally, regionally, and beyond.

It is my opinion and desire for a NO BUILD vote on this project.

Respond to This Comment: Yes



Tanya Thompson

From: SMPSHPT1302@scdot.org

Sent: Saturday, June 30, 2018 8:59 PM

To: Meetze, Jacob M.

Subject: Comment from SCDOT contact form - Proposed Bishopville Truck Route

Workflow Notification

The following message was sent from the Proposed Bishopville Truck Route contact form:

Name: Janine Beasley

Email: jbeasleyrn@gmail.com

Phone: 843-332-7363

Comment: Several years ago a group of concerned citizens had numerous meetings over concern of the proposed
Bishopville Truck Bypass and its impact to not only Bishopville but, surrounding lands and areas versus the overall
benefit of the bypass. In these meetings it was deemed necessary to fully understand the amount of true impact that all
traffic both autos and trucks really have on Bishopville and the corridors thru it. Members of the group obtained from
SCDOT ADT counts from 1996 to 2013, the two Traffic Studies conducted in 2010 and 2013 by consulting firms
(Numerics and Short Counts) for SCDOT with this data they compiled various scenarios that all concluded that the overall
traffic both auto and truck for these years is flat with little or no increase.

Furthermore the data from the consulting counts confirmed that the number of large trucks passing through Bishopville
is less than 10% of the total that probably averages near the 600-700 total trucks per day average that pass through
Bishopville.

The group also compiled other information for analysis and consideration and is as follows:
Lee County Socioeconomic and Traffic Data

The trend of the Traffic Volume passing thru Bishopville (downtown) since 1996 has remained flat

The estimated average vehicles passing thru Bishopville (downtown) in 2013 on Highway 15 was approximately 11,966
vehicles per day.

The estimated average trucks traveling Highway 15 in 2013 thru Bishopville (downtown) as approximately 915 trucks per
day

Out of the estimated number of trucks traveling through Bishopville (downtown) in 2013 approximately half are
classified as three or more axle trucks (large tractor trailers) the remanding half are two axle six-wheeled delivery type
trucks

According to 2008 Santee Lynches Council of Governments (SLCOG) Traffic Demand Model only 300 to 500 trucks per
day may be diverted from the Bishopville downtown area as result of a By Pass

Peak Traffic times on Highway 15 thru Bishopville are around 7am in the morning and 5 pm in the afternoon with 7am
being the most travelled time. 3

Calculated time to travel from Piedmont Cemetery to the old Dairy O (approximately 2 miles) by posted speed limits
with no traffic and no stops is approximately 3.89 minutes with an average speed of 33 mph.

Actual average travel time from Piedmont Cemetery to the old Dairy O (approximately 2 miles) at 4:30 pm (peak time)
without stopping is approximately 4.45 minutes with an average speed of approximately 25 mph.7

Lee County has no roadways classified as Principal Arterials that are usually associated with a By Pass, as in surrounding
Counties

Freight tonnage miles hauled by Trucks has decreased 7% since 2007 in South Carolina

In 2000 there were 246 businesses employing 2,711 employees in Lee County in 2012 there were only 207 employing
1,835 employees almost a 16% decline in businesses and almost a 33% decline in employment.

1



Lee County’s population since the 2000 Census has decreased by approximately 4.6% to 19,220 and is expected to
decrease to another approximate 2.2% to 18800 by 2020

As member of this group and carefully reading most all the documents involved with this project (some that the general
public has not read nor maybe would understand) it is very evident that the project may only partially reduce the
number of trucks through Bishopville, it only slightly affects some aspects of pedestrian safety, will probably have little
or no impact and perhaps a negative impact on economic development to Bishopville and Lee County. Weighing this
against the tremendous cost to construct the bypass it would seem to be a waste of State and Federal Funds for such
low traffic volumes and benefits as was pointed out in 2008 by SCDOT Area Planning Engineer Mike Sullivan in a letter to
James Darby Executive Director of SLCOG. it seems senseless to continue forward with the project.

As a taxpayer that does travel across South Carolina and US and sees the decaying state of our roads/highways,
bridges/overpasses and other infrastructure, with areas of real traffic congestion and over capacity traffic volumes, with
real public safety issues, and real support for economic development which compared to Bishopville’s truck and traffic
problems it would be a great injustice to the people/taxpayers of South Carolina and United States to spend their money
on a project with so little return on investment both locally, regionally, and beyond.

It is my opinion and desire for a NO BUILD vote on this project.

Respond to This Comment: Yes



Tanya Thompson

From: mwatkins1@sc.rr.com

Sent: Thursday, June 28, 2018 9:17 PM

To: Meetze, Jacob M.

Subject: BV TRUCK ROUTE

*** This is an EXTERNAL emmil. Please do not click on a link or open any attachnents

unl ess you are confident it is froma trusted source. ***

Wy a two |ane vice 4 | ane divided hi ghway? Cost yes, but safety concerns, also economc
corrider. Invest now not |ater.

Is the US Arnmy Corps of engineers involved? Regardless, need to consult with |ndian
Tri bes on scared | ands etc.

George Roberts



Tanya Thompson

From: Mike Bedenbaugh <mbedenbaugh@leecountysc.org>
Sent: Friday, June 29, 2018 9:45 AM

To: Meetze, Jacob M.

Subject: Bishopville Truck route Lee County

Attachments: New SC DOT bypass letter.docx

*** This is an EXTERNAL email. Please do not click on a link or open any attachments unless you are
confident it is from a trusted source. ***

Good Morning
The Attached above is the letter from 2015

| am still agreement of the bypass around the City of Bishopville. | think the bypass on the east side of town is the best
for the Emergency Management and Fire Dept. Due to if we have a wreck on the | — 20 or the repair of a bridge we can
use the bypass to move cars and people without them having to go thru town as they do now. The bypass will all so
help the traffic flow on the main Street of Bishopville and help reduce wrecks at the corner of Main and Church

street. The wrecks at Main and Church are cause by the turn to the right to enter Main street the trucks have to enter
the center lane and cars try to skirt by to beat the truck or do not realize that the truck is turning to the right.

Over all it would be best for the traffic in the City, less roadway damage, would make it better for all emergency vehicles
to get around, and keep the flow of traffic from the | — 20 interstate from coming thru the city due to wrecks or road
construction mainly weekends when there is more traffic in the City and I- 20. We have more wrecks during that time
frame coming from the I- 20 incidents.

| cannot tell you which route is the best | know that the east side works best for the emergency services.

thanks

Witee £ Bedenbangl

Lee County Fire Department Chief

Lee County Emergency Management Director
119 DesChamps Street

PO Box 87

Bishopville SC 29010
MBedenbaugh@LeeCountySC.Org
803-484-5274

|E| Virus-free. www.ava.com




LEE COUNTY FIRE DEPARTMENT
119 Des Champs Street
P.O. Box 87
Bishopville SC, 29010
Phone: (803) 484-5274
Fax: (803) 484-5043

February 1, 2015

Kenneth Johnson
SCDOT

P.O.Box 191
Columbia, SC 29201

Dear Mr. Johnson

I support the Bishopville Bypass (truck bypass). By moving the trucks traffic off main
street Bishopville this allow emergency vehicles and passenger vehicles to move safely
without having the traffic jams on main street that the street scape causes from time to
time. This will have the effect of a safer environment for the business and residential
district of Bishopville by removing the truck traffic.

To mitigate the high risk of a potential hazardous material incidents form a freight
vehicle within the City of Bishopville. We should see fewer wrecks at the corner of

Church and Main Street.

I support the bypass as it will improve public safety for the residents and business
owners of Bishopville.

Sincerely,
Mike Bedenbaugh

Lee County Fire Chief / Emergency Management Director



6/30/2018

Brandon Holloman

Lee County Fire/Emergency Management
P.O. Box 87

Bishopville SC,29010

Jacob Meetze
SCDOT

P.O. Box 191
Columbia, SC 29201

Dear Mr. Meetze.

I would like to express the support of the Bishopville Truck Bypass . This project will create a
more safer environment for the business and residential district of Bishopville by removing the
truck traffic. By moving the truck traffic off of US 15 Main Street would allow pedestrians,

emergency vehicles and passengers vehicles to move around more safely and efficiently.

The project should reduce our response to collisions and fires involving trucks within the City
of Bishopville. It will also mitigate the high risk of a potential hazardous material incidents form
a freight vehicle within the City of Bishopville.

Please consider when deciding on an alternate Interstate 20.We are currently experiencing a lot
of traffic from Interstate 20 coming thru Bishopville during peak travel times. This is due to the
construction at the 116 overpass. At times this traffic has spanned from the traffic light at
Church and Main Street to well beyond the city limits of Bishopville. Several times this has
impacted the response of both Fire/Rescue and EMS units. Not only will this bypass help when
there is construction it will also help when there is just a traffic collision on the Interstate near

Bishopville. Many of the surrounding cities in our area have bypasses in their areas.

I fully support the bypass as it will improve public safety for the residents and business owners

of Bishopville.

You may follow up to these comments via email bholloman@leecountysc.org



mailto:bholloman@leecountysc.org

Lee County Fire/Emergency Management

Sincerely,

Brandon Folloman

Brandon Holloman

Fire Marshal/Asst. EMD Director
Lee County Fire/Emergency Management

Brandon Holloman ¢ 2



Lee County Emergency Services
911 Communications

109 DesChamps St. Phone: 803-484-1723
PO Box 323 Fax: 803-484-1963
Bishopville, SC 29010

To: SCDOT
Date: June 28, 2018

Re: Proposed Lee County Truck Route

My name is Dwayne Huggins and | am the Public Safety Director for Lee County. This letter is in
support for the proposed truck route being placed on the south east side of Bishopville.

In February of 2014 the County moved our EMS Services to the James Industrial Park out by Interstate
20 and Hwy 341. By having the truck route on that side town would enable our EMS crews to respond
to areas North and West of Bishopville without having to go through downtown Bishopville. This
would be a quicker and safer route for our responding crews and the citizens of Lee County. Our
crews now on occasions get stopped by the train when they come through town responding to calls
causing a delay | response.

Most recently, we had a tractor trailer truck and an automobile involved in a collision at Church and
Main Streets. Fortunately, no one was hurt seriously, but if this had involved a chemical spill, this
could have led to the evacuation of the majority of the town’s population and businesses.

That being said, | believe the most important issue in this whole process is to remove the heavy truck
traffic from Main Street by whatever means possible. Allowing these trucks to continue using Main
Street as their main route through the city only endangers the lives and businesses of the citizens of
Lee County and Bishopville.

| do believe that a new truck route is the best option to resolve or at least help mitigate these safety
concerns.

Sincerely,

Dwayne Huggins

Emergency Services Director

Lee County

Ph: 803-484-1723

E-mail: dhuggins@leecountysc.org



OFFICE OF COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR

ALAN W. WATKINS P.O. BOX 309 JULIE P. STOKES
ADMINISTRATOR
BISHOPVILLE. SOUTH CAROLINA 29010 ARSI AR SR ORIROR
(803) 4B4-5341

June 28, 2018

Jacob Meetze

SC DOT, PE, RPG-2
955 Park St.
Columbia, SC 29201

Dear Mr. Meetze,

On behalf of Lee County Council, | want to share an overview of the importance of the
proposed Truck Route under consideration by SC Dot and FHA for construction in Lee
County. This project has been a priority for Lee County Council for over a decade and the
reasons for the need for this project have become more clear and demonstrable with each
year which has passed; and as this project has been discussed, analyzed and reviewed.
There are two primary issues which define the purpose and need for this project; improving
the safety of the citizens in the downtown area of Bishopville due to the high volume of
truck traffic and creating a corridor for new growth in proximity to the most developed
municipality in our rural county, the City of Bishopville.

The issue of improving safety in the downtown of Bishopville by rerouting truck traffic has
been at the forefront of every survey and transportation need discussion in Lee County for
over 20 years. SC DOT has conducted numerous traffic counts which clearly demonstrate
the high volume of truck traffic traveling through a two lane commercial district and the
safety concerns this raises. Local surveys have reflected the concerns of local citizens
regarding traveling to the downtown commercial area for fear of parking on Main St. and
facing the heavy volume of traffic, especially the large trucks traversing the downtown
streets; as well as the problems at the choke point intersection of Church and Main Streets.
SC DOT traffic counts show over 700 trucks per day pass through downtown Bishopville and
this number is projected to increase considerably over the next decade as the Port of
Charleston continues to grow and the economy continues to develop throughout this region



of the state. The SC DOT representative conducting the formal presentation at the Scoping
Meeting on May 9, 2017 in Bishopville made reference to the number of trucks observed by
SC DOT personnel visiting Main St. and the problems the trucks present. These same
comments regarding truck volume and congestion have been shared in private
conversations with SC DOT personnel on numerous occasions over the many years this
project has been under review.

When examining the potential economic impacts of a truck route being constructed around
Bishopville there are two major positive outcomes which can be achieved. First, the removal
of trucks from the two block core commercial district of the downtown, as well as the
extended commercial areas between Hwy. 341 North and the Exit 116 interchange, will
alleviate a major obstacle to recruiting and retaining businesses. There is a private effort
underway to revitalize the downtown area of Bishopville and this effort has been bolstered
by a $1 million dollar private donation towards purchasing and restoring vacant buildings to
attract new merchants. One of the major concerns when interviewing potential
entrepreneurs to the downtown is the volume of truck traffic discouraging customers from
coming into the area; two successful local businesses have relocated out of the downtown
core district towards the interstate to mitigate this issue; Jared’s Ace Hardware and BoSmith
Furniture Co. The effort to restore the downtown properties and make them attractive to
perspective business owners as well as shoppers is being greatly hindered due to the truck
traffic issues.

The second major economic benefit of a truck route being constructed is the potential for
growth associated with a new roadway and infrastructure corridor in proximity to the
developed interstate interchanges at exits 116 and 120. Lee County has a Comprehensive
Plan that was last updated in 2010; Page 79 of this document, under Proposed Long Range
Land Development Plan, item #2- Bishopville Growth Area- describes the following: “The
Bishopville area between Interstate 20, highways 341 and 15 and the City of Bishopville is
projected to experience the greatest amount of growth over the next 5 to 20 years. The
factors influencing this development are 1) the availability of water and sewer systems in
the area, 2) the excellent transportation access provided by I-20, Highway 15 and Highway
341, 3) the availability of developable sites, 4) the amenities offered by living near or in an
urban area.” The construction of a roadway dissecting the open farmland between
Bishopville and the interstate which can be subsequently enhanced with water and sewer
infrastructure is the needed enhancement this community is desperate for to make this
potential for growth a reality.

There is a clear purpose and need for this project to move forward and address the
concerns detailed above. Every year this project is delayed is another year of safety issues
faced by our residents and visitors to the community as well as the loss of economic growth
potential for this community presented by a project of this scope.

The concerns of the individuals opposed to this project due to the negative impacts on their
particular personal situations are certainly valid and understood by County Council. The



Council implores those in charge of developing this project to make every effort to limit the
negative impacts on farmers and private property owners when developing the potential
routes for new construction. Dealing with the issue of road construction is never easy in any
community; there will always be impacts on individuals which cannot be entirely avoided. It
is the collective view of Lee County Council the benefits of a truck route being constructed
far outweighs the negative impacts on individual property owners in the community.

Thank you for your consideration of this information and feel free to contact my office for

any additional assistance | can provide as this process moves forward.

Sincerely,

fa [

Alan Watkins, Lee County Administrator

\
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August 28, 2018

Ms.. Janice Atkinson.
VIA EMAIL:. littleflorist @ ftc-i.net

RE: Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project (S-69-08)

Dear Ms. Atkinson,

SCDOT has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7h Proposed
Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting. Your
comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the preliminary alternative
corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable alternatives to
carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal
environmental and community impacts.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments
will be presented at our next public meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At his
meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on the remaining
alternative corridors and preliminary alignments.

Sincerely,

ot W

Jacob M. Meelze, P.E.
Assistant Program Manager
RPG2 - Pee Dee Region

JMM: jch
ec:
FILE

www.scdol.org

An Equal Opportunity
Affirmative Action Employer
855-GO-SCDOT (855-467-2368)

Post Office Box 191
955 Park Street
Columbia, SC 29202-0191
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August 28, 2018

Mr. Stephen Beasley

4210 High Point Road

Hartsville, SC 29550

VIA EMAIL: elevenoaksfarm @ gmail.com

RE: Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project (S-69-08)

Dear Mr. Beasley,

Thank you for your continued participation in this process.

SCDOT has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7 Proposed
Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting.  Your
comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the preliminary alternative
corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable alternatives to
carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal
environmental and community impacts.

As required by the National Environmental Policy Act, a No-Build Alternative will be
considered as part of this study. While the No-Build Alternative will not meet the projects
stated Purpose and Need of addressing the existing and future truck traffic passing through
downtown Bishopville along with enhancing the economic development in the area, it will
be carried through the development of the Environmental Impact Statement and serve as a
baseline for comparison against the Build Alternatives. If over the course of the study, all
Build Alternatives are determined to have significant environmental impacts that outweigh
the No-Build Alternatives inability to meet the stated Purpose and Need, a decision could be
made to select the No-Build Alternative as the Preferred Alternative.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments
will be presented at our next public meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At his
meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on the remaining
alternative corridors and preliminary alignments.

www.scdot.org

An Equal Opportunity
Affirmative Action Employer
855-GO-SCDOT (B55-467-2368)

Post Ofiice Box 191
955 Park Street
Columbia, SC 29202-0191




Mr. Stephen Beasley
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August 28, 2018

Sincerely,

Jacob M. Meetze, P.E. 5

Assistant Program Manager
RPG?2 - Pee Dee Region

JMM: jch
ec:
FILE

www.scdot.org

An Equal Opportunity
Affirmative Action Employer
855-GO-SCDOT (B55-467-2368)

Post Office Box 191
955 Park Street
Columhbia, SC 29202-0191
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August 28, 2018

Mr. Russell Berry

10 N. Homestead Lane

Elaine, SC 29045

VIA EMAIL: rb@russellsells.com

RE: Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project (S-69-08)

Dear Mr Berry,

SCDOT has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7 Proposed
Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting.  Your
comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the preliminary alternative
corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable alternatives to
carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal
environmental and community impacts.

The preliminary alternative corridors presented at the June 7" meeting identified the limits
of our initial investigations and do not depict final alignments. Most corridors are 500 feet
in width while some have been expanded to 1100 feet wide in areas where additional
options could be necessary. The corridor width of 500-1100 feet is the area we are using for
the field investigation and is not the required right of way for the final roadway segment. As
we move forward with our analyses, some of these corridors may be eliminated from further
analysis and corridors that remain will be reduced in width. The final alignment will be
somewhere within the corridor shown and actual roadway right of way widths will be less
than 150 feet. Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary
roadway alignments will be presented at our next public meeting anticipated to be held this
winter. At his meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on
the remaining alternative corridors and preliminary alignments. Analyses of all these
preliminary alternative corridors and documentation as to why they were either eliminated
or remained for further evaluation will be included in the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement that is being prepared.

www.scdot.org

An Equal Opporiunity
Affirmative Action Employer
855-GO-SCDOT (855-467-2368)

Post Office Box 121
955 Park Street
Columbia, SC 29202-0191




Mr. Russell Berry
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August 28, 2018

Corridors identified for additional evalvation along with preliminary roadway alignments
will be presented at our next public meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At his

meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on the remaining
alternative corridors and preliminary alignments.

Sincerely,

Jacob M. Meetze, P.E.
Assistant Program Manager
RPG2 - Pee Dee Region

JMM: jch
ec:

FILE

www.scdot.org

An Equal Opportunity
Affirmative Action Employer
855-G0O-SCDOT (855-467-2368)

Post Office Box 191
955 Park Street
Columbia, SC 29202-01




SCLCOT _—~
South Carolina %
Department of Transportation Bt.shﬂzﬂﬂf

August 28, 2018

Mr. Sam Garrick

215 Country Manor Estates

Bishopville, SC 29010

VIA EMAIL: samgarrick51 @yahoo.com

RE: Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project (S-69-08)

Dear Mr. Garrick,

SCDOT has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7% Proposed
Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting. Your
comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the preliminary alternative
corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable alternatives to
carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal
environmental and community impacts.

Because of the Public Input raised as part of the previous analysis, the Federal Highway
Administration instructed the South Carolina Department of Transportation to prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement and restart the analyses. As part of this new analysis, all
previous corridors are being re-evaluated and new corridors have been developed. The
development of each preliminary alternative corridor considered:

o Existing and future land uses

¢ Potential impacts to the natural environment

e Potential impacts to humans

* Previous public input

o The ability of each segment to meet the project’s purpose and need of getting trucks

out of downtown while still moving freight across the region.

Each corridor offers some opportunities but also some challenges. As required by the
National Environmental Policy Act, all corridors must be looked at equally and there is no
pre-determined outcome.

www.scdot.org

An Equat Opporiunity
Affirmative Action Employer
855-G0O-SCDOT (855-467-2368)

Post Office Box 191
855 Park Street
Columbia, SC 28202-0191




Mr. Sam Garrick
Page 2 of 2
August 28, 2018

The preliminary alternative corridors presented at the June 7" meeting identified the limits
of our initial investigations and do not depict final alignments. Most corridors are 500 feet
in width while some have been expanded to 1100 feet wide in areas where additional
options could be necessary. -The corridor width of 500-1100 feet is the area we are using for
the field investigation and is not the required right of way for the final roadway segment. As
we move forward with our analyses, some of these corridors may be eliminated from further
analysis and corridors that remain will be reduced in width. The final alignment will be
somewhere within the corridor shown and actual roadway right of way widths will be less
than 150 feet.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments
will be presented at our next public meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At his
meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on the remaining
alternative corridors and preliminary alignments. Analyses of all these preliminary
alternative corridors and documentation as to why they were either eliminated or remained
for further evaluation will be included in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement that is

being prepared.
Sincerely,
Jacob M . Meetze, P.E.
Assistant Program Manager
RPG2 - Pee Dee Region
JMM: jch
ec:
FILE

www.scdot.org

An Equal Opportunity
Affirmative Action Employer
855-GO-5CDOT (B55-467-2368)

Post Office Box 191
955 Park Strest
Columbia, SC 29202-0191
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August 28, 2018

Mr. Joseph Holladay.

3273 Lee State Park Road
Bishopville, SC 29010

VIA EMAIL: anviluser @ yahoo.com

RE: Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project (5-69-08)

Dear Mr. Holladay,

SCDOT has received and is reviewing your comments and suggested routes from the June
7 Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting.
Your comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the preliminary alternative
corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable alternatives to
carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal
environmental and community impacts.

Enclosed please find a copy of the most recent SCDOT Highway map. Additional copies
can also be requested online at: www.scdot.org/scdotwebforms/travel-map-

information.aspx.

As part of current analysis, we are collecting additional truck volume data as well as origin
- destination data to help us determine 1) the amount of trucks predicted to pass thru the
area, 2) where the trucks are coming from, and 3) where the trucks are going to. This
information will be included in our traffic analysis to help identify alternatives which best
address the projects Purpose and Need of addressing the existing and future truck traffic
passing through downtown Bishopville along with enhancing the economic development in
the area.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments
will be presented at our next public meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At his
meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on the remaining
alternative corridors and preliminary alignments.

www.scdot.org

An Egqual Opportunity
Affirmative Action Employer
855-GO-SCDOT (855-467-2368)

Post Office Box 191
955 Park Street
Columbia, SC 29202-0191
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Sincerely,

7

Jacob M. Meetze, P.E.
Assistant Program Manager
RPG2 - Pee Dee Region

JMM: jch
ec:
FILE

www.scdot.org

An Equal Opportunity
Affirmative Action Emplayer
855-GO-SCDOT (855-467-2368)

Past Office Box 191
955 Park Street
Columbia, SC 29202-0191
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August 28, 2018

Mr. Dwayne Huggins.

426 St. Phillips Road

Dalzelle, SC 29040

VIA EMAIL: dhuggins @leecountysc.org

RE: Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project (S-69-08)

Dear Mr. Huggins

SCDOT has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7" Proposed
Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting.  Your
comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the preliminary alternative
corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable alternatives to
carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal
environmental and community impacts.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments
will be presented at our next public meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At his
meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on the remaining
alternative corridors and preliminary alignments.

Sincerely,

Jacob M. Meetze, P.E.
Assistant Program Manager
RPG?2 - Pee Dee Region

IMM: jch
€cC:
FILE

www.scdot.org

An Equal Opportunity
Affirmative Action Employer
855-GO-SCDOT (855-467-2368)

Past Office Box 191
955 Park Street
Columbia, SC 29202-0191
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August 28, 2018

Mr. Warren Joye

383 Calvary Church Road
Bishopville, SC 29010

VIA EMAIL: wjoye72@yahoo.com

RE: Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project (S-69-08)

Dear Mr. Joye,

SCDOT has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7 Proposed
Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting. Your
comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the preliminary alternative
corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable alternatives to
carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal
environmental and community impacts.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments
will be presented at our next public meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At his
meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on the remaining
alternative corridors and preliminary alignments.

Sincerely,

Jots T

Jacob M. Meetze, P.E.
Assistant Program Manager
RPG2 - Pee Dee Region

JMM: jch
ec:
FILE

www.scdot.org

An Equal Opportunity
Affirmative Action Employer
855-GO-SCDOT (B855-467-2368)

Post Ofiice Box 191
955 Park Street
Columbia, SC 28202-0191
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August 28, 2018

Mr. Don R. McDaniel, Jr.

421 Bradley Avenue

Bishopville, SC 29010

VIA EMAIL: raemcdaniel @scfbins.com

RE: Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project (S-69-08)

Dear Mr. McDaniel,

SCDOT has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 70 Proposed
Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting.  Your
comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the preliminary alternative
corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable alternatives to
carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal
environmental and community impacts.

Because of the Public Input raised as part of the previous analysis, the Federal Highway
Administration instructed the South Carolina Department of Transportation to prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement and restart the analyses. As part of this new analysis, all
previous corridors are being re-evaluated and new corridors have been developed. The
development of each preliminary alternative corridor considered:

¢ Existing and future land uses

¢ Potential impacts to the natural environment

¢ Potential impacts to humans

* Previous public input

+ The ability of each segment to meet the project’s purpose and need of getting trucks

out of downtown while still moving freight across the region.

Each corridor offers some opportunities but also some challenges. As required by the
National Environmental Policy Act, all corridors must be looked at equally and there is no
pre-determined outcome.

www.scdol.org

An Equal Opportunity
Affirmative Action Employer
855-GO-SCDOT (B55-467-2368)

Post Office Box 191
955 Park Street
Columbia, SC 29202-0191




Mr. Don R. McDaniell, Ir
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The preliminary alternative corridors presented at the June 7" meeting identified the limits
of our initial investigations and do not depict final alignments. Most corridors are 500 feet
in width while some have been expanded to 1100 feet wide in areas where additional
options could be necessary. The corridor width of 500-1100 feet is the area we are using for
the field investigation and is not the required right of way for the final roadway segment. As
we move forward with our analyses, some of these corridors may be eliminated from further
analysis and corridors that remain will be reduced in width. The final alignment will be
somewhere within the corridor shown and actual roadway right of way widths will be less
than 150 feet.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments
will be presented at our next public meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At his
meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on the remaining
alternative corridors and preliminary alignments. Analyses of all these preliminary
alternative corridors and documentation as to why they were either eliminated or remained
for further evaluation will be included in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement that is

being prepared.
Sincerely,
Jacob M. Meetze, P.E.
Assistant Program Manager
RPG2 - Pee Dee Region
JMM: jch
ec:
FILE
www.scdot.org
Post Office Box 191 An Equal Opportunity

955 Park Street
Columbia, SC 29202-0191

Affirmative Action Employer
855-G0O-SCDOT (855-467-2368})
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August 28, 2018

Pat Saverance

345 Country Manor Estates
Bishopville, SC 29010

VIA EMALIL: saverancelaw @ftc-i.net

RE: Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project (S-69-08)

Dear Pat,

SCDOT has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7™ Proposed
Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting.  Your
comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the preliminary alternative
corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable alternatives to
carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal
environmental and community impacts.

Because of the Public Input raised as part of the previous analysis, the Federal Highway
Administration instructed the South Carolina Department of Transportation to prepare an
Environmenta! Impact Statement and restart the analyses. As part of this new analysis, all
previous corridors are being re-evaluated and new corridors have been developed. The
development of each preliminary alternative corridor considered:

e Existing and future land uses

e Potential impacts to the natural environment

e Potential impacts to humans

e Previous public input

¢ The ability of each segment to meet the project’s purpose and need of getting trucks

out of downtown while still moving freight across the region.

Each corridor offers some opportunities but also some challenges. As required by the
National Environmental Policy Act, all corridors must be looked at equally and there is no
pre-determined outcome.

www.scdot.org

An Equal Opporiunity
Aflirmative Action Employer
855-GO-SCDOT (855-467-2368)

Post Office Box 191
955 Park Street
Columbia, SC 29202-0191




Pat Suverance
Page 2 of 2
Augusl 28, 2018

The preliminary alternative corridors presented at the June 7™ meeting identified the limits
of our initial investigations and do not depict final alignments. Most corridors are 500 feet
in width while some have been expanded to 1100 feet wide in areas where additional
options could be necessary. The corridor width of 500-1100 feet is the area we are using for
the field investigation and is not the required right of way for the final roadway segment. As
we move forward with our analyses, some of these corridors may be eliminated from further
analysis and corridors that remain will be reduced in width. The final alignment will be
somewhere within the corridor shown and actual roadway right of way widths will be less
than 150 feet.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments
will be presented at our next public meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At his
meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on the remaining
alternative corridors and preliminary alignments. Analyses of all these preliminary
alternative corridors and documentation as to why they were either eliminated or remained
for further evaluation will be included in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement that is

being prepared.
Sincerely,
Jacob M. Meeize, P.E.
Assistant Program Manager
RPG2 - Pee Dee Region
JMM: jch
ec:
FILE

www.scdot.org

An Equal Opportunity
Affirmative Action Employer
855-GO-SCDOT {B55-467-2368)

Post Office Box 191
955 Park Street
Columbia, SC 29202-0191
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August 28, 2018

Ms. Janie Beasley

4210 High Point Road

Hartsville, SC 29550

VIA EMAIL: jbeasleym @gmail.com

RE: Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project (S-69-08)

Dear Ms. Beasley,

Thank you for your continued participation in this process.

SCDOT has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7 Proposed
Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting.  Your
comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the preliminary alternative
corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable alternatives to
carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal
environmental and community impacts.

As required by the National Environmental Policy Act, a No-Build Alternative will be
considered as part of this study. While the No-Build Alternative will not meet the projects
stated Purpose and Need of addressing the existing and future truck traffic passing through
downtown Bishopville along with enhancing the economic development in the area, it will
be carried through the development of the Environmental Impact Statement and serve as a
baseline for comparison against the Build Alternatives. If over the course of the study, all
Build Alternatives are determined to have significant environmental impacts that outweigh
the No-Build Alternatives inability to meet the stated Purpose and Need, a decision could be
made to select the No-Build Alternative as the Preferred Alternative.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments
will be presented at our next public meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At his
meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on the remaining
alternative corridors and preliminary alignments.

www.scdol.org

An Equal Opportunity
Affirmative Action Employer
855-GO-5CDOT (855-467-2368)

Post Office Box 191
955 Park Street
Columbia, SC 29202-0191
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Sincerely,

Jacob M. Meetze, P.E.
Assistant Program Manager
RPG?2 - Pee Dee Region

JIMM: jch
ec:
FILE

www.scdot.org

An Equal Opporiunity
Affirmative Action Employer
855-GO-SCDOT (855-467-2368)

Post Office Box 191
955 Park Street
Columbia, 8C 29202-0191
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August 30, 2018

Ms. Wendy Logan
59 Dixon Drive
Bishopville, South Carolina 29010

RE: Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project (5-69-08)
Dear Ms. Logan:

The South Carolina Department of Transportation has received and is reviewing your
comments from the June 7, 2018, Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative
Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the
preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable
alternatives to carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal
environmental and community impacts.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments
will be presented at our next public meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you
will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on the remaining alternative corridors
and preliminary alignments.

Sincerely,

Jocot M2

Jacob M. Meetze, P.E.
Assistant Program Manager

JMM:ars
FILE: PC/IMM

www.scdot.org

An Equa! Opportunity
Aftirmative Action Employer
855-G0O-SCDOT (855-467-2368)

Post Office Box 191
955 Park Street
Columbia, SC 29202-0191
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August 30, 2018

Mr. John Lem
656 US Highway 15
Bishopville, South Carolina 29010

RE: Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project (S-69-08)
Dear Mr. Lem:

The South Carolina Department of Transportation has received and is reviewing your
comments from the June 7, 2018, Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative
Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the
preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable
alternatives to carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal
environmental and community impacts.

The preliminary alternative corridors presented at the June 7, 2018, meeting identified the
limits of our initial investigations and do not depict final alignments. Most corridors are 500 feet
in width while some have been expanded to 1100 feet wide in areas where additional options could
be necessary. The corridor width of 500-1100 feet is the area we are using for the field
investigation and is not the required right of way for the final roadway segment. The final
alignment will be somewhere within the corridor shown and actual roadway right of way widths
will be less than 150 feet. Your property located at 656 Highway 15 is currently within three of
our preliminary corridor segments, #s 3, 5 and 20. As we move forward with our analyses, some
of these corridors may be eliminated from further analysis and corridors that remain will be
reduced in width.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments
will be presented at our next public meeting anticipated to be held this winter.

Sincerely,

Jot P

Jacob M. Meetze, P.E.
Assistant Program Manager
JMM:ars
File: PC/IMM

www.scdot.org

An Equal Opportunity
Affirmative Action Employer
855-GO-SCDOT (855-467-2368)

Post Office Box 191
955 Park Street
Columbia, SC 29202-0191
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August 30, 2018

Mr. Leon White
224 S. Main Street
Bishopville, South Carolina 29010

RE: Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project (S-69-08)
Dear Mr. White:

The South Carolina Department of Transportation has received and is reviewing your
comments from the June 7, 2018, Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative
Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the
preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable
alternatives to carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal
environmental and community impacts.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments
will be presented at our next public meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you
will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on the remaining alternative corridors
and preliminary alignments.

Sincerely,

Joctt 1P

Jacob M. Meetze, P.E.
Assistant Program Manager

JMM:ars
File: PC/IMM
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August 30, 2018

Mr. Donald Wetmore
668 US Highway 15
Bishopville, South Carolina 29010

RE: Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project (S-69-08)
Dear Mr. Wetmore:

The South Carolina Department of Transportation has received and is reviewing your
comments from the June 7, 2018, Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative
Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the
preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable
alternatives to carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal
environmental and community impacts.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments
will be presented at our next public meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you
will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on the remaining alternative corridors
and preliminary alignments.

Sincerely,

Jrect WP

Jacob M. Meetze, P.E.
Assistant Program Manager

JMM:ars
File: PC/IMM
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August 30, 2018

Ms. Janis Garrick
215 Country Manor Estates
Bishopville, South Carolina 29010

RE: Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project (5-69-08)
Dear Ms. Garrick:

The South Carolina Department of Transportation has received and is reviewing your
comments from the June 7, 2018 Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative
Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the
preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable
alternatives to carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal
environmental and community impacts.

While accidents are one factor that is being evaluated as part of our study, the Purpose and
Need of the project is addressing the existing and future truck traffic passing through downtown
Bishopville along with enhancing the economic development in the area. Alternatives will be
assessed as to how they address the project purpose and need.

Because of the Public Input raised as part of the previous analysis, the Federal Highway
Administration instructed the South Carolina Department of Transportation to prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement and restart the analyses. As part of this new analysis, all previous
corridors are being re-evaluated and new corridors have been developed. The development of each
preliminary alternative corridor considered:

Existing and future land uses

Potential impacts to the natural environment

Potential impacts to humans

Previous public input

The ability of each segment to meet the project’s purpose and need of getting trucks out of
downtown while still moving freight across the region.
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Each corridor offers some opportunities but also some challenges. As required by the
National Environmental Policy Act, all corridors must be looked at equally and there is no pre-
determined outcome.

The preliminary alternative corridors presented at the June 7, 2018, meeting identified the
limits of our initial investigations and do not depict final alignments. Most corridors are 500 feet
in width while some have been expanded to 1100 feet wide in areas where additional options could
be necessary. The corridor width of 500-1100 feet is the area we are using for the field
investigation and is not the required right of way for the final roadway segment. As we move
forward with our analyses, some of these corridors may be eliminated from further analysis and
corridors that remain will be reduced in width. The final alignment will be somewhere within the
corridor shown and actual roadway right of way widths will be less than 150 feet.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments
will be presented at our next public meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you
will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on the remaining alternative corridors
and preliminary alignments. Analyses of all these preliminary alternative corridors and
documentation as to why they were either eliminated or remained for further evaluation will be
included in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement that is being prepared.

Sincerely,

Joert HT

Jacob M. Meetze, P.E.
Assistant Program Manager

JMM:ars
File: PC/IMM
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Ms. Emma Logan
59 Dixon Drive
Bishopville, South Carolina 28010

RE:  Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project (5-69-08)
Dear Ms. Logan:

The South Carolina Department of Transportation has received and is reviewing your comments
from the June 7, 2018, Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public
Meeting. Your comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the preliminary alternative
corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable alternatives to carry forward
which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal environmental and community impacts.

This project originated at the request of local officials due to concerns regarding the negative impact
that truck traffic was having on the downtown area. The Purpose and Need of the project is to address the
existing and future truck traffic passing through downtown Bishopville along with enhancing the economic
development in the area.

The preliminary alternative corridors presented at the June 7, 2018, meeting identified the limits of
our initial investigations and do not depict final alignments. Most corridors are 500 feet in width while
some have been expanded to 1100 feet wide in areas where additional options could be necessary. The
corridor width of 500-1100 feet is the area we are using for the field investigation and is not the required
right of way for the final roadway segment. As we move forward with our analyses, some of these corridors
may be eliminated from further analysis and corridors that remain will be reduced in width. The final
alignment will be somewhere within the corridor shown and actual roadway right of way widths will be
less than 150 feet.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments will be
presented at our next public meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you will once again
be provided with an opportunity to comment on the remaining alternative corridors and preliminary
alignments. Analyses of all these preliminary alternative corridors and documentation as to why they were
either eliminated or remained for further evaluation will be included in the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement that is being prepared.

Sincerely,

=

Jacob M. Meetze, P.E.
Assistant Program Manager

JMM:ars
File: PC/IMM
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August 30, 2018

Mr. Robert M. Stokes
119 Davis Street
Bishopville, South Carolina 29010

RE: Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project (S-69-08)
Dear Mr. Stokes:

The South Carolina Department of Transportation has received and is reviewing your
comments from the June 7, 2018, Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative
Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the
preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable
alternatives to carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal
environmental and community impacts.

The development of each preliminary alternative corridor considered:

Existing and future land uses (including agriculture lands)

Potential impacts to the natural environment

Potential impacts to humans

Previous public input

The ability of each segment to meet the project’s purpose and need of getting trucks out of
downtown while still moving freight across the region.

The preliminary alternative corridors presented at the June 7, 2018, meeting identified the
limits of our initial investigations and do not depict final alignments. Most corridors are 500 feet
in width while some have been expanded to 1100 feet wide in areas where additional options could
be necessary. The corridor width of 500-1100 feet is the area we are using for the field
investigation and is not the required right of way for the final roadway segment. As we move
forward with our analyses, some of these corridors may be eliminated from further analysis and
corridors that remain will be reduced in width. The final alignment will be somewhere within the
corridor shown and actual roadway right of way widths will be less than 150 feet.
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Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments
will be presented at our next public meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you
will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on the remaining alternative corridors
and preliminary alignments. Analyses of all these preliminary alternative corridors and
documentation as to why they were either eliminated or remained for further evaluation will be
included in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement that is being prepared.

Sincerely,

Jucte Heslp

Jacob M. Meetze, P.E.
Assistant Program Manager

JMM:ars
File: PC/IMM
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August 30,2018

Mr. Matt Hicks
3564 Lee State Park Road
Bishopville, South Carolina 29010

RE: Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project (S-69-08)
Dear Mr. Hicks:

The South Carolina Department of Transportation has received and is reviewing your
comments from the June 7, 2018, Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative
Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the
preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable
alternatives to carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal
environmental and community impacts.

As required by the National Environmental Policy Act, a No-Build Alternative will be
considered as part of this study. While the No-Build Alternative will not meet the projects stated
Purpose and Need of addressing the existing and future truck traffic passing through downtown
Bishopville along with enhancing the economic development in the area, it will be carried through
the development of the Environmental Impact Statement and serve as a baseline for comparison
against the Build Alternatives. If over the course of the study, all Build Alternatives are determined
to have significant environmental impacts that outweigh the No-Build Alternatives inability to
meet the stated Purpose and Need, a decision could be made to select the No-Build Alternative as
the Preferred Alternative.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments
will be presented at our next public meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you
will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on the remaining alternative corridors
and preliminary alignments.

Sincerely,

Jouet ML

Jacob M. Meetze, P.E.
Assistant Program Manager

JMM:ars
File: PC/IMM
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August 30, 2018

Mr. Harold McLamb
236 Main Street
Bishopville, South Carolina 29010

RE: Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project (S-69-08)
Dear Mr. McLamb:

The South Carolina Department of Transportation has received and is reviewing your
comments from the June 7, 2018, Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative
Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the
preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable
alternatives to carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal
environmental and community impacts.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments
will be presented at our next public meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you
will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on the remaining alternative corridors
and preliminary alignments.

Sincerely,

Jrett M

Jacob M. Meetze, P.E.
Assistant Program Manager

JMM:ars
File: PC/TMM
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August 30, 2018

Mr. Brooks Stuckey
1314 Hagood Avenue
Columbia, South Carolina 29205

RE: Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project (S-69-08)
Dear Mr. Stuckey:

The South Carolina Department of Transportation has received your comments from the
June 7, 2018, Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public
Meeting. Feedback, comments, and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the preliminary
alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable alternatives
to carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal environmental
and community impacts.

The preliminary alternative corridors presented at the June 7, 2018, meeting identified the
limits of our initial investigations and do not depict final alignments. Most corridors are 500 feet
in width while some have been expanded to 1100 feet wide in areas where additional options could
be necessary. The corridor width of 500-1100 feet is the area we are using for the field
investigation and is not the required right of way for the final roadway segment. As we move
forward with our analyses, some of these corridors may be eliminated from further analysis and
corridors that remain will be reduced in width. The final alignment will be somewhere within the
corridor shown and actual roadway right of way widths will be less than 150 feet.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments
will be presented at our next public meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you
will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on the remaining alternative corridors
and preliminary alignments.

Sincerely,

Shertt i

Jacob M. Meetze, P.E.
Assistant Program Manager

JMM:ars
File: PC/IMM
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Gee Whitsel
387 Country Manor Estates
Bishopville, South Carolina 29010

RE: Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project (S-69-08)
To Whom It May Concern:

The South Carolina Department of Transportation has received and is reviewing your
comments from the June 7, 2018, Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative
Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the
preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable
alternatives to carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal
environmental and community impacts.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments
will be presented at our next public meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you
will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on the remaining alternative corridors
and preliminary alignments.

Sincerely,

St $:33

Jacob M. Meetze, P.E.
Assistant Program Manager

JMM:ars
File: PC/JMM
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August 30, 2018

Mr. Brandon Holloman
421 Law Street
Bishopville, SC 29010

RE: Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project (S-69-08)
Dear Mr. Holloman:

The South Carolina Department of Transportation has received and is reviewing your
comments from the June 7, 2018, Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative
Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the
preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable
alternatives to carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal
environmental and community impacts.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments
will be presented at our next public meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you
will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on the remaining alternative corridors
and preliminary alignments.

Sincerely,

Jacob M. Meetze, P.E.
Assistant Program Manager

JMM:ars
File: PC/IMM
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August 30, 2018

Mr. Mike Bedenbaugh
119 Deschamps Street
Bishopville, South Carolina 29010

RE: Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project (S-69-08)
Dear Mr. Bedenbaugh:

The South Carolina Department of Transportation has received and is reviewing your
comments from the June 7, 2018, Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative
Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the
preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable
alternatives to carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal
environmental and community impacts.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments
will be presented at our next public meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you
will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on the remaining alternative corridors
and preliminary alignments.

Sincerely,

pt Np

Jacob M. Meetze, P.E.
Assistant Program Manager

JMM:ars
File: PC/IMM
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Mr. George E. Roberts
412 Meadows Lane
Bishopville, South Carolina 29010

RE: Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project (5-69-08)
Dear Mr. Roberts:

The South Carolina Department of Transportation has received and is reviewing your
comments from the June 7, 2018, Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative
Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the
preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable
alternatives to carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal
environmental and community impacts.

With regards to your question of removing trucks from US 15, while restrictions on
oversized and overweight trucks are possible in certain conditions, we cannot restrict all trucks
from a US route.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments
will be presented at our next public meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you
will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on the remaining alternative corridors
and preliminary alignments.

Sincerely,

Jueot N

Jacob M. Meetze, P.E.
Assistant Program Manager

JMM:ars
File: PC/ITMM
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South Carolina
Department of Transportation

Bishopville

Tk Roate

September 6, 2018

Ms. Kay Stuckey
VIA EMAIL:rdstuckey @sc.rr.com

RE: Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project (S-69-08)

Dear Ms. Stuckey,
Thank you for your email.

SCDOT has received and is reviewing your comments, along with the formal comments
from 23 other community members, from the June 7" Proposed Bishopville Truck Route
Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight are
valuable in our analyses of the preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move
towards the identification of the reasonable alternatives to carry forward which best
addresses the project purpose and need with minimal environmental and community
impacts.

The preliminary alternative corridors presented at the June 7h meeting identified the limits
of our initial investigations and do not depict final alignments. Most corridors are 500 feet
in width while some have been expanded to 1100 feet wide in areas where additional
options could be necessary. The corridor width of 500-1100 feet is the area we are using for
the field investigation and is not the required right of way for the final roadway segment. As
we move forward with our analyses, some of these corridors may be eliminated from further
analysis and corridors that remain will be reduced in width.

The final determination of right of way width will consider the impacts of neighbors and
residents adjacent to the roadway. Should it be determined that a property will suffer
significant impact because of its proximity to the proposed roadway, that property owner
can seek consideration for purchase from the project’s right-of-way team.

Owners of buildings adjacent to the construction zone, which are damaged during
construction, will be able to submit claims for damages and receive compensation when
claims are verified.
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Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments
will be presented at our next public meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this
meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on the remaining
alternative corridors and preliminary alignments.

Sincerely,

Jacob M. Meetze, P.E.
Assistant Program Manager
RPG2 - Pee Dee Region
{(803) 737-1037
meetzej@scdot.org

JMM: jch
ec:
FILE:
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Public Scoping Meeting Comments
Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project (S-69-08) dﬁ
Bishopville, Lee County, South Carolina Bishgmile

Date Prepared: August 13-15, 2018

Meeting Date/Time/Place: June 7, 2018, 5:00-7:00 PM, Lee Central High School

Meeting Purpose: To provide citizens the opportunity to learn about the alternatives and to provide an opportunity for the
public to give feedback that will aid in the project development.

Prepared By: Civic Communications, LLC and DRMP, Inc.

There were 67 meeting attendees. Listed below are 38 comments submitted via the public meeting, website, and letters and emails to
the project manager.

Comment on Alternatives
Comment Opposing Bypass
Comment Supporting Bypass
Comments General

Name: Wendy Logan Address: 59 Dixon Dr City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: (803) 428-8989 Email Address:

COMMENT: | am opposed to Alternatives | through X — all of them. Every one of those affects my family’s homes, property and
business. | like Alternatives A-G that bypass town as well as my home.

RESPONSE: The South Carolina Department of Transportation has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7,
2018, Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight
are valuable in our analyses of the preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the
reasonable alternatives to carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal environmental and
community impacts.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments will be presented at our next public
meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on
the remaining alternative corridors and preliminary alignments.

Name: John Lem Address: 656 Highway 15 City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: Email Address:

COMMENT: Corridor 7 is a good choice but are concerned about the impact it may cause to our business (restaurant). Can you show
more information about that corridor through mail?

RESPONSE: The South Carolina Department of Transportation has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7,
2018, Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight
are valuable in our analyses of the preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the
reasonable alternatives to carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal environmental and
community impacts.

The preliminary alternative corridors presented at the June 7, 2018, meeting identified the limits of our initial investigations
and do not depict final alignments. Most corridors are 500 feet in width while some have been expanded to 1100 feet wide in
areas where additional options could be necessary. The corridor width of 500-1100 feet is the area we are using for the field
investigation and is not the required right of way for the final roadway segment. The final alignment will be somewhere within
the corridor shown and actual roadway right of way widths will be less than 150 feet. Your property located at 656 Highway 15
is currently within three of our preliminary corridor segments, #s 3, 5 and 20. As we move forward with our analyses, some of
these corridors may be eliminated from further analysis and corridors that remain will be reduced in width.
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Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments will be presented at our next public
meeting anticipated to be held this winter.

Name: Leon White Address: 224 S. Main St City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: (843) 670-2034  Email Address:

COMMENT: As a resident for the past 10 years living on Main St. | pick bypass 16 thru Browntown Road. Less traffic and residential
area for small children...Alternative D is my choice.

RESPONSE: The South Carolina Department of Transportation has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7,
2018, Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight
are valuable in our analyses of the preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the
reasonable alternatives to carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal environmental and
community impacts.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments will be presented at our next public
meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on
the remaining alternative corridors and preliminary alignments.

Name: Donald A. Wetmore Address: 668 Highway 15 City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: (301) 633-9870 Email Address:

COMMENT: Please notify us of results as early as possible, A-H look to be the simplest routes!

RESPONSE: The South Carolina Department of Transportation has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7,
2018, Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight
are valuable in our analyses of the preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the
reasonable alternatives to carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal environmental and
community impacts.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments will be presented at our next public
meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on
the remaining alternative corridors and preliminary alignments.

Name: Janice Atkinson / The Little Florist ~ Address: 123 N. Main St City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: (803) 484-5210 Email Address: littleflorist@ftc-i.net

COMMENT: | own a business on Main Street. There are too many trucks on our main street. | believe starting at seg. 13 or 15 and
carrying it around the city. Trucks hurt my business. No one- especially elderly people, want to come downtown. The org. “Greater
Bishopuville” is trying to build up our town and | don’t believe any new businesses want to come because of street traffic. | am for any
alternative that will take trucks off the streets.

COMMENT: | am in favor of starting truck route at segment 13 or 15 and carrying it around city to Hwy 15. Large trucks on Main Stis a
hinderance to my business. Customers do not feel safe parking on Main St due to the high volume of trucks.

RESPONSE: SCDOT has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7t Proposed Bishopville Truck Route
Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the
preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable alternatives to carry
forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal environmental and community impacts.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments will be presented at our next public

meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on
the remaining alternative corridors and preliminary alignments.
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Name: George E. Roberts Address: 412 Meadows Ln City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: (803) 229-2679 Email Address: mwatkins1@sc.rr.com

COMMENT: 1) Section 17 will be very close to my property. | am a farmer with horses & beef cattle. | am concerned with the impact of
the highway with NOISE. Also, will there be a fence along the highway to prevent wildlife & escaped cattle/horses from being struck?

COMMENT: 2) US15 is a Federal Highway. Can truck drivers be prohibited from use?

COMMENT: 3) As a farmer | have 3 trucks and access to farm & assorted lands inside of one proposed area of truck routes will still
require one to utilize Highway 15 to execute my business.

COMMENT: 4) Definitely needed.

COMMENT (FOLLOW-UP EMAIL): Why a two lane vice 4 lane divided highway? Cost yes, but safety concerns, also economic
corridor. Invest now not later. Is the US Army Corps of engineers involved? Regardless, need to consult with Indian Tribes on scared
lands etc.

RESPONSE: The South Carolina Department of Transportation has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7,
2018, Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight
are valuable in our analyses of the preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the
reasonable alternatives to carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal environmental and
community impacts.

With regards to your question removing trucks from US 15, while restrictions on oversized and overweight trucks are
possible in certain conditions, we cannot restrict all trucks from a US route.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments will be presented at our next public
meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on
the remaining alternative corridors and preliminary alignments.

Name: Joseph Holladay Address: 3273 Lee State Park Rd  City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: (803) 428-5289 Email Address: anviluser@yahoo.com

COMMENT: You all are Dept. of Transport. Not Dept. of Education. You have boxes of road maps. Bring as giveaways to all SCDOT
meetings. Assume 99% of truck traffic from east comes from Hartsville. Darlington have better I-20 access than B'ville. Do truck count if
needed. East legs at bypass corridors go through swamp, lot of water. Expensive construction, EIA permits etc. S crop all, start at
intersection Hwy 15 & Hwy 403 south of Hartsville. Redo Hwy 403 from intersection to [-20. Open land. Already existing Hwy. No EPA
or swamps. Gas stations/burger joints in outs will lower the increased traffic and businesses. Repave? Widen? 403. Has to be a lot
cheaper than any of 24 corridors east of Bishopville. Route west of B'ville still needed. Start Hwy 341, end at 15 just before exit 116.
Segments 16, 21, 24 or 22/25. See marked up road map attached. Who knows-you do-may be time to redo/upgrade 403 anyway. 2
birds-1 stone.

RESPONSE: SCDOT has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7t Proposed Bishopville Truck Route
Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the
preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable alternatives to carry
forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal environmental and community impacts.

Enclosed please find a copy of the most recent SCDOT Highway map. Additional copies can also be requested online at:
www.scdot.org/scdotwebforms/travel-map-information.aspx.
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As part of current analysis, we are collecting additional truck volume data as well as origin-destination data to help us
determine 1) the amount of trucks predicted to pass thru the area, 2) where the trucks are coming from, and 3) where the
trucks are going to. This information will be included in our traffic analysis to help identify alternatives which best address
the projects Purpose and Need of addressing the existing and future truck traffic passing through downtown Bishopville
along with enhancing the economic development in the area.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments will be presented at our next public
meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on
the remaining alternative corridors and preliminary alignments.

Name: Dwayne Huggins Address: 426 St. Phillips Rd City, State, Zip Code: Dalzell, SC 29040
Phone: (803) 484-1723 Email Address: dhuggins@leecountysc.org

COMMENT: My name is Dwayne Huggins and | am the Public Safety Director for Lee County. This letter is in support for the proposed
truck route being placed on the south east side of Bishopville. In February of 2014 the County moved our EMS Services to the James
Industrial Park out by Interstate 20 and Hwy 341. By having the truck route on that side town would enable our EMS crews to respond
to areas North and West of Bishopville without having to go through downtown Bishopville. This would be a quicker and safer route for
our responding crews and the citizens of Lee County. Our crews now on occasions get stopped by the train when they come through
town responding to calls causing a delay | response. Most recently, we had a tractor trailer truck and an automobile involved in a
collision at Church and Main Streets. Fortunately, no one was hurt seriously, but if this had involved a chemical spill, this could have led
to the evacuation of the majority of the town’s population and businesses. That being said, | believe the most important issue in this
whole process is to remove the heavy truck traffic from Main Street by whatever means possible. Allowing these trucks to continue
using Main Street as their main route through the city only endangers the lives and businesses of the citizens of Lee County and
Bishopville. | do believe that a new truck route is the best option to resolve or at least help mitigate these safety concerns.

RESPONSE: SCDOT has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7t Proposed Bishopville Truck Route
Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the
preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable alternatives to carry
forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal environmental and community impacts.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments will be presented at our next public
meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on
the remaining alternative corridors and preliminary alignments.

Name: Don R. McDaniel Jr. Address: 421 Bradley Ave City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: (803) 484-6187, (803) 428-8445  Email Address: raemcdaniel@scfbins.com

COMMENT: | live at the end of Bradley Ave (the last house), and one of the proposed routes is through the middle of the farm right
behind my house. Sections 11, 12, & 13. The biggest problem | see, in addition to running through the middle of my neighbor’s farming
operation, including his irrigation systems, is that Section 11 appears to run through the site of an African American cemetery — most
likely a slave cemetery. It certainly would not be appropriate to run through that cemetery. Thank you.

RESPONSE: SCDOT has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7t Proposed Bishopville Truck Route
Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the
preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable alternatives to carry
forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal environmental and community impacts.

Because of the Public Input raised as part of the previous analysis, the Federal Highway Administration instructed the South
Carolina Department of Transportation to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement and restart the analyses. As part of this
new analysis, all previous corridors are being re-evaluated and new corridors have been developed. The development of each
preliminary alternative corridor considered:

o Existing and future land uses
o Potential impacts to the natural environment
o Potential impacts to humans
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o Previous public input
o The ability of each segment to meet the project’s purpose and need of getting trucks out of downtown while still
moving freight across the region.

Each corridor offers some opportunities but also some challenges. As required by the National Environmental Policy Act, all
corridors must be looked at equally and there is no pre-determined outcome.

The preliminary alternative corridors presented at the June 7t meeting identified the limits of our initial investigations and do
not depict final alignments. Most corridors are 500 feet in width while some have been expanded to 1100 feet wide in areas
where additional options could be necessary. The corridor width of 500-1100 feet is the area we are using for the field
investigation and is not the required right of way for the final roadway segment. As we move forward with our analyses, some
of these corridors may be eliminated from further analysis and corridors that remain will be reduced in width. The final
alignment will be somewhere within the corridor shown and actual roadway right of way widths will be less than 150 feet.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments will be presented at our next public
meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on
the remaining alternative corridors and preliminary alignments. Analyses of all these preliminary alternative corridors and
documentation as to why they were either eliminated or remained for further evaluation will be included in the Draft
Environmental Impact State that is being prepared.

Name: April & Pat Saverance Address: 345 Country Manor Ests City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: (803) 459-4093 Email Address: saverancelaw@ftc-i.net

COMMENT: This email is in reference to the proposed bypass for Lee County. One of the proposed routes goes down Country Manor
Estate encroaching upon several residential houses. Please provide me with the study justifying this route instead of other proposed
routes. Is there also a study which justifies the bypass on this part of the county? It is my understanding this route will also interfere
with other residential homes on Denny Pond Road. Why are there not better alternatives which don't include taking and interfering

with private land. Has there been any studies to determine less intrusive routes? There is a large amount of farm land between Country
Manor Estate and highway 34. A previously proposed route cut through the farm land instead of right down country manor road. Is
there a study justifying the change in that proposed route? | look forward to your response and copies of any relevant studies.

RESPONSE: SCDOT has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7t Proposed Bishopville Truck Route
Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the
preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable alternatives to carry
forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal environmental and community impacts.

Because of the Public Input raised as part of the previous analysis, the Federal Highway Administration instructed the South
Carolina Department of Transportation to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement and restart the analyses. As part of this
new analysis, all previous corridors are being re-evaluated and new corridors have been developed. The development of each
preliminary alternative corridor considered:

Existing and future land uses

Potential impacts to the natural environment

Potential impacts to humans

Previous public input

The ability of each segment to meet the project’s purpose and need of getting trucks out of downtown while still
moving freight across the region.

Each corridor offers some opportunities but also some challenges. As required by the National Environmental Policy Act, all
corridors must be looked at equally and there is no pre-determined outcome.

The preliminary alternative corridors presented at the June 7t» meeting identified the limits of our initial investigations and do
not depict final alignments. Most corridors are 500 feet in width while some have been expanded to 1100 feet wide in areas
where additional options could be necessary. The corridor width of 500-1100 feet is the area we are using for the field
investigation and is not the required right of way for the final roadway segment. As we move forward with our analyses, some
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of these corridors may be eliminated from further analysis and corridors that remain will be reduced in width. The final
alignment will be somewhere within the corridor shown and actual roadway right of way widths will be less than 150 feet.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments will be presented at our next public
meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on
the remaining alternative corridors and preliminary alignments. Analyses of all these preliminary alternative corridors and
documentation as to why they were either eliminated or remained for further evaluation will be included in the Draft
Environmental Impact State that is being prepared.

Name: Janis Garrick Address: 215 Country Manor Ests City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: (803) 428-8693 Email Address:

COMMENT: | do not feel that a truck route around Bishopville is necessary. The traffic on the Main Street part of Highway 15 is not any
worse than traffic is in neighboring towns — Sumter, Camden, & Florence. Not that there needs to be an accident to change things, but
how many accidents have there been in our downtown area caused by our “truck traffic*?

COMMENT: [ favor NO BUILD!!!

COMMENT: On a more personal note, if the powers-that-be determine that a bypass is a must, why would they deliberately choose
any route that will destroy a person’s home? Why not route across the field instead of through or nearly through a person’s house? See
the beginning part of Segment 19. Specifically, Segment 16 hits very close to home. The 5 houses on Country Manor Estates are part
of the newest housing development in Bishopville. Each family built here in a rural, quiet setting to raise their families, not to have truck
traffic right in front of our homes! What is this doing to our lifestyle and property values as homeowners? | pray that you may never
have to face a situation like this — that you have worked and worked to build a home in a place that now has the potential to become a
truck route.

COMMENT: That being said, if this side of town has to be chosen for a bypass route, please consider using Segments 19 and 17 which
would affect less homeowners.

RESPONSE: SCDOT has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7, 2018, Proposed Bishopville Truck Route
Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the
preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable alternatives to carry
forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal environmental and community impacts.

While accidents are one factor that is being evaluated as part of our study, the Purpose and Need of the project is addressed
the existing and future truck traffic passing through downtown Bishopville along with enhancing economic development in
the area. Alternatives will be assessed as to how they address the project purpose and need.

Because of the Public Input raised as part of the previous analysis, the Federal Highway Administration instructed the South
Carolina Department of Transportation to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement and restart the analyses. As part of this
new analysis, all previous corridors are being re-evaluated and new corridors have been developed. The development of each
preliminary alternative corridor considered:

Existing and future land uses

Potential impacts to the natural environment

Potential impacts to humans

Previous public input

The ability of each segment to meet the project’s purpose and need of getting trucks out of downtown while still
moving freight across the region.

Each corridor offers some opportunities but also some challenges. As required by the National Environmental Policy Act, all
corridors must be looked at equally and there is no pre-determined outcome.

The preliminary alternative corridors presented at the June 7, 2018, meeting identified the limits of our initial investigations
and do not depict final alignments. Most corridors are 500 feet in width while some have been expanded to 1100 feet wide in
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areas where additional options could be necessary. The corridor width of 500-1100 feet is the area we are using for the field
investigation and is not the required right of way for the final roadway segment. As we move forward with our analyses, some
of these corridors may be eliminated from further analysis and corridors that remain will be reduced in width. The final
alignment will be somewhere within the corridor shown and actual roadway right of way widths will be less than 150 feet.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments will be presented at our next public
meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on
the remaining alternative corridors and preliminary alignments. Analyses of all these preliminary alternative corridors and
documentation as to why they were either eliminated or remained for further evaluation will be included in the Draft
Environmental Impact State that is being prepared.

Name: Russell Berry Address: 10 N. Olmsted Ln City, State, Zip Code: Elgin, SC 29045
Phone: (803) 428-8395 Email Address: rb@russellsells.com

COMMENT: | attended the meeting in Bishopville and was very concerned about two of your proposed routes. | find that the corridor
Segment labeled 16 very evasive to me as a landowner. As you see from the enlarged picture, which | have enclosed, of your map
from the meeting; that the majority of the land which this segment runs through is mine. | have demonstrated this by highlighting the
entire fields which | own! This would cause a hardship financially on me, because all of this land is currently rented to a farmer for
Agricultural Crop Production. As you see this segment splits my farm and would cause major damage to my rental income each year.
Also Segment 15 splits another field | own, which is also rental income as Agricultural Production. Any questions, please contact me at
my address below. Thank you.

RESPONSE: SCDOT has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7t Proposed Bishopville Truck Route
Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the
preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable alternatives to carry
forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal environmental and community impacts.

The preliminary alternative corridors presented at the June 7t meeting identified the limits of our initial investigations and do
not depict final alignments. Most corridors are 500 feet in width while some have been expanded to 1100 feet wide in areas
where additional options could be necessary. The corridor width of 500-1100 feet is the area we are using for the field
investigation and is not the required right of way for the final roadway segment. As we move forward with our analyses, some
of these corridors may be eliminated from further analysis and corridors that remain will be reduced in width. The final
alignment will be somewhere within the corridor shown and actual roadway right of way widths will be less than 150 feet.
Analyses of all these preliminary alternative corridors and documentation as to why they were either eliminated or remained
for further evaluation will be included in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement that is being prepared.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments will be presented at our next public
meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on
the remaining alternative corridors and preliminary alignments.

Name: Emma Logan Address: 59 Dixon Dr City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: (803) 486-0750 Email Address:

COMMENT: | feel that the proposed bypass will kill our little downtown that is trying to be revitalized.

COMMENT: | am opposed to the truck route bypass, specifically routes/alternatives | through X, all 16 of those. Each of those possible
routes will either go across my front yard, my back yard, right on top of my house, across my grandparent’s property. Including the
house, they currently reside in or it will go across my family’s business that has been in that spot since the 60's.

COMMENT: If the bypass must come, choose route A-G — any of those that won't affect my family!!

RESPONSE: The South Carolina Department of Transportation has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7,

2018, Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight
are valuable in our analyses of the preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the
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reasonable alternatives to carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal environmental and
community impacts.

The project originated at the request of local officials due to concerns regarding the negative impact that truck traffic was
having on the downtown area. The Purpose and Need of the project is to address existing and future truck traffic passing
through downtown Bishopville along with enhancing economic development in the area.

The preliminary alternative corridors presented at the June 7, 2018, meeting identified the limits of our initial investigations
and do not depict final alignments. Most corridors are 500 feet in width while some have been expanded to 1100 feet wide in
areas where additional options could be necessary. The corridor width of 500-1100 feet is the area we are using for the field
investigation and is not the required right of way for the final roadway segment. As we move forward with our analyses, some
of these corridors may be eliminated from further analysis and corridors that remain will be reduced in width. The final
alignment will be somewhere within the corridor shown and actual roadway right of way widths will be less than 150 feet.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments will be presented at our next public
meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on
the remaining alternative corridors and preliminary alignments. Analyses of all these preliminary alternative corridors and
documentation as to why they were either eliminated or remained for further evaluation will be included in the Draft
Environmental Impact State that is being prepared.

Name: Sam Garrick Address: 215 Country Manor Ests City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: (803) 229-0441 Email Address: samgarrick51@yahoo.com

COMMENT: | am opposed to a bypass truck route. | owned a business in downtown Bishopville 40 years. | never had a problem with
downtown truck traffic.

COMMENT: One proposed route, Segment 16, is Country Manor Estates which is the newest housing development in Bishopville. This
road is also a privately-owned road. The homeowners do not want truck traffic on this road!!!

RESPONSE: SCDOT has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7t Proposed Bishopville Truck Route
Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the
preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable alternatives to carry
forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal environmental and community impacts.

Because of the Public Input raised as part of the previous analysis, the Federal Highway Administration instructed the South
Carolina Department of Transportation to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement and restart the analyses. As part of this
new analysis, all previous corridors are being re-evaluated and new corridors have been developed. The development of each
preliminary alternative corridor considered:

Existing and future land uses

Potential impacts to the natural environment

Potential impacts to humans

Previous public input

The ability of each segment to meet the project’s purpose and need of getting trucks out of downtown while still
moving freight across the region.

Each corridor offers some opportunities but also some challenges. As required by the National Environmental Policy Act, all
corridors must be looked at equally and there is no pre-determined outcome.

The preliminary alternative corridors presented at the June 7t meeting identified the limits of our initial investigations and do
not depict final alignments. Most corridors are 500 feet in width while some have been expanded to 1100 feet wide in areas
where additional options could be necessary. The corridor width of 500-1100 feet is the area we are using for the field
investigation and is not the required right of way for the final roadway segment. As we move forward with our analyses, some
of these corridors may be eliminated from further analysis and corridors that remain will be reduced in width. The final
alignment will be somewhere within the corridor shown and actual roadway right of way widths will be less than 150 feet.
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Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments will be presented at our next public
meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on
the remaining alternative corridors and preliminary alignments. Analyses of all these preliminary alternative corridors and
documentation as to why they were either eliminated or remained for further evaluation will be included in the Draft
Environmental Impact State that is being prepared.

Name: Will J. McElveen Address: 500 St. Charles Rd City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: (803) 484-6533 Email Address:

COMMENT: | am a farmer that owns the majority of land on segments 12, 13, 14, 15. | have worked hard the last 10 years to put pivots
on this land. Each of the 3 planned routes will go through 4-5 pivots. A bypass through my land will be devastating to my farming
operation. Please consider another route. (No Response Required)

Name: Vance E. Stover Address: 1890 Stokes Bridge Rd. City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: (803) 428-5353 Email Address: vesyard@ftc-i.net

COMMENT: This project needs to take place. And | would recommend Alternative A, B, or C. The reason for my recommending A, B,
or C is because a tremendous number of garbage trucks traveling from Kershaw, Lancaster and others travel this road. And a
tremendous number of gravel trucks also. This would take these odorous vehicles around town. | have experienced many very stinky
trucks traveling through town at times so bad nearly unbearable. This needs to be done! (No Response Required)

Name: Hattie Scott Address: 722 Chatman St City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: (803) 484-6960 Email Address:

COMMENT: Do not want 6-8. 16-17 | want. Do not want 6 and 8 because of the two schools. (No Response Required)

Name: Willie Mae Mickens Address: 427 Gum St City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: (908) 249-6101 Email Address:

COMMENT: 6-8 do not want. 16-17 | want. Don’t want 6-8 because of (2) schools and children. 16-17 | want — no children involved.
(No Response Required)

Name: Jannie Joye Address: 420 Gum St City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: (908) 249-6101 Email Address:

COMMENT: 6-8 do not want. 16-17 | want. Don’t want 6-8 because of (2) schools and children in danger. 16-17 | want — no children
involved. (No Response Required)

Name: Kay Stuckey Address: 215 Country Manor Ests City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: (803) 983-7417 Email Address: rdstuckey@sc.rr.com

COMMENT: Did you get any new insights into the route plans for the bypass? There weren't many people at the

meeting and that's because they feel like it's the same info that they've heard so many times. Jacob, | do have one concern. After
talking to the engineer (was it Bartorri) who said that he was studying the wetlands, etc., he said that they would only pay for the land
that they actually cross. What about where the ROW will come VERY close to a residence? He said something about paying for any
damage, but what of the damage of large trucks coming very near a residence, all day every day? You're looking at foundations
cracking, and long range ruining of the house, not to mention the aesthetic damage. | try not to think about what might happen, but as |
try to update my house in order to list it for sale, | don't know whether to fix it to sell to someone who wants to live here and raise a
family, or have it taken over by business that doesn't care if it's updated or not. As always, any info that you can share will be
appreciated. (Just don't say, "Get on with your life"!!!) Thanks! And don't call, just email!

RESPONSE: SCDOT has received and is reviewing your comments, along with the formal comments from 23 other
community members, from the June 7th Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting.
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Your comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move
towards the identification of the reasonable alternatives to carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need
with minimal environmental and community impacts.

The preliminary alternative corridors presented at the June 7t meeting identified the limits of our initial investigations and do
not depict final alignments. Most corridors are 500 feet in width while some have been expanded to 1100 feet wide in areas
where additional options could be necessary. The corridor width of 500-1100 feet is the area we are using for the field
investigation and is not the required right of way for the final roadway segment. As we move forward with our analyses, some
of these corridors may be eliminated from further analysis and corridors that remain will be reduced in width. The final
alignment will be somewhere within the corridor shown and actual roadway right of way widths will be less than 150 feet.

The final determination of right of way width will consider the impacts of neighbors and residents adjacent to the roadway.
Should it be determined that a property will suffer significant impact because of its proximity to the proposed roadway, that
property owner can seek consideration for purchase from the project’s right-of-way team.

Owners of buildings adjacent to the construction zone, which are damaged during construction, will be able to submit claims
for damages and receive compensation when claims are verified.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments will be presented at our next public
meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on
the remaining alternative corridors and preliminary alignments.

Name: Robert M. Stokes Address: 119 Davis St City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: (803) 310-0069 Email Address:

COMMENT: It seems that as much money is being spent on this project, to get statutes, the South Carolina Department of
Transportation would have ways that are correct.

COMMENT: | think this project is a way the SCDOT and (FHWR) Federal Highway Administration wants to correct their mistake in
closing highway 15 to (2) lanes through Bishopville, SC.

COMMENT: There are (5) five to (8) eight areas on each of the proposed routes.

COMMENT: These proposals will divide a number of properties where farmers will have to cross over to the other side endangering
their employees, themselves, and person’s traveling on said road. Also, most of these farmers are 3 and 4t generation men who have
(30) thirty to (40) forty years of life left. This will cut into their income for the next (30) thirty to (40) years, plus these men have sons and
daughters who may want to farm also cutting into their income. There is no more land being made. Last, this will dry up Bishopville, as
bypasses have done in same rural area, Jefferson, and other small places in South Carolina.

RESPONSE: The South Carolina Department of Transportation has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7,
2018, Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight
are valuable in our analyses of the preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the
reasonable alternatives to carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal environmental and
community impacts.

The development of each preliminary alternative corridor considered:

Existing and future land uses (including agricultural lands)

Potential impacts to the natural environment

Potential impacts to humans

Previous public input

The ability of each segment to meet the project’s purpose and need of getting trucks out of downtown while still
moving freight across the region.
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The preliminary alternative corridors presented at the June 7, 2018, meeting identified the limits of our initial investigations
and do not depict final alignments. Most corridors are 500 feet in width while some have been expanded to 1100 feet wide in
areas where additional options could be necessary. The corridor width of 500-1100 feet is the area we are using for the field
investigation and is not the required right of way for the final roadway segment. As we move forward with our analyses, some
of these corridors may be eliminated from further analysis and corridors that remain will be reduced in width. The final
alignment will be somewhere within the corridor shown and actual roadway right of way widths will be less than 150 feet.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments will be presented at our next public
meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on
the remaining alternative corridors and preliminary alignments. Analyses of all these preliminary alternative corridors and
documentation as to why they were either eliminated or remained for further evaluation will be included in the Draft
Environmental Impact State that is being prepared.

Name: Stephen Beasley Address: 4210 High Point Rd City, State, Zip Code: Hartsville, SC 29550
Phone: (843) 332-7363 Email Address: elevenoaksfarm@gmail.com

COMMENT: Several years ago, a group of concerned citizens had numerous meetings over concern of the proposed Bishopville Truck
Bypass and its impact to not only Bishopville but, surrounding lands and areas versus the overall benefit of the bypass. In these
meetings it was deemed necessary to fully understand the amount of true impact that all traffic both autos and trucks really have on
Bishopville and the corridors thru it. Members of the group obtained from SCDOT ADT counts from 1996 to 2013, the two Traffic
Studies conducted in 2010 and 2013 by consulting firms (Numeric and Short Counts) for SCDOT with this data they compiled various
scenarios that all concluded that the overall traffic both auto and truck for these years is flat with little or no increase. Furthermore, the
data from the consulting counts confirmed that the number of large trucks passing through Bishopuville is less than 10% of the total that
probably averages near the 600-700 total trucks per day average that pass-through Bishopville. The group also compiled other
information for analysis and consideration and is as follows: Lee County Socioeconomic and Traffic Data. The trend of the Traffic
Volume passing thru Bishopville (downtown) since 1996 has remained flat. The estimated average vehicles passing thru Bishopville
(downtown) in 2013 on Highway 15 was approximately 11,966 vehicles per day. The estimated average trucks traveling Highway 15 in
2013 thru Bishopville (downtown) as approximately 915 trucks per day. Out of the estimated number of trucks traveling through
Bishopville (downtown) in 2013 approximately half are classified as three or more axle trucks (large tractor trailers) the remanding half
are two axle six-wheeled delivery type trucks. According to 2008 Santee Lynches Council of Governments (SLCOG) Traffic Demand
Model only 300 to 500 trucks per day may be diverted from the Bishopville downtown area as result of a By Pass Peak Traffic times on
Highway 15 thru Bishopville are around 7am in the morning and 5 pm in the afternoon with 7am being the most travelled time.
Calculated time to travel from Piedmont Cemetery to the old Dairy O (approximately 2 miles) by posted speed limits with no traffic and
no stops is approximately 3.89 minutes with an average speed of 33 mph. Actual average travel time from Piedmont Cemetery to the
old Dairy O (approximately 2 miles) at 4:30 pm (peak time) without stopping is approximately 4.45 minutes with an average speed of
approximately 25 mph. Lee County has no roadways classified as Principal Arterials that are usually associated with a By Pass, as in
surrounding Counties. Freight tonnage miles hauled by Trucks has decreased 7% since 2007 in South Carolina. In 2000 there were
246 businesses employing 2,711 employees in Lee County in 2012 there were only 207 employing 1,835 employees almost a 16%
decline in businesses and almost a 33% decline in employment. Lee County’s population since the 2000 Census has decreased by
approximately 4.6% to 19,220 and is expected to decrease to another approximate 2.2% to 18800 by 2020. As member of this group
and carefully reading most all the documents involved with this project (some that the general public has not read nor maybe would
understand) it is very evident that the project may only partially reduce the number of trucks through Bishopville, it only slightly affects
some aspects of pedestrian safety, will probably have little or no impact and perhaps a negative impact on economic development to
Bishopville and Lee County. Weighing this against the tremendous cost to construct the bypass it would seem to be a waste of State
and Federal Funds for such low traffic volumes and benefits as was pointed out in 2008 by SCDOT Area Planning Engineer Mike
Sullivan in a letter to James Darby Executive Director of SLCOG. it seems senseless to continue forward with the project. As a
taxpayer that does travel across South Carolina and US and sees the decaying state of our roads/highways, bridges/overpasses and
other infrastructure, with areas of real traffic congestion and over capacity traffic volumes, with real public safety issues, and real
support for economic development which compared to Bishopuville’s truck and traffic problems it would be a great injustice to the
people/taxpayers of South Carolina and United States to spend their money on a project with so little return on investment both locally,
regionally, and beyond. It is my opinion and desire for a NO BUILD vote on this project.

RESPONSE: Thank you for your continued participation in this process.
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SCDOT has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7t Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary
Alternative Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the preliminary
alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable alternatives to carry forward which
best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal environmental and community impacts.

As required by the National Environmental Policy Act, a No-Build Alternative will be considered as part of this study. While
the No-Build Alternative will not meet the projects states Purpose and Need of addressing the existing and future truck traffic
passing through downtown Bishopville along with enhancing the economic development in the area, it will be carried through
the development of the Environmental Impact Statement and serve as a baseline for comparison against the Build
Alternatives. If over the course of the study, all Build Alternatives are determined to have significant environmental impacts
that outweigh the No-Build Alternatives inability to meet the states Purpose and Need, a decision could be made to select the
No-Build Alternative as the Preferred Alternative.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments will be presented at our next public
meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on
the remaining alternative corridors and preliminary alignments.

Name: Janie Beasley Address: 4210 High Point Rd City, State, Zip Code: Hartsville, SC 29550
Phone: (843) 332-7363 Email Address: jbeasleyrn@gmail.com

COMMENT: Several years ago, a group of concerned citizens had numerous meetings over concern of the proposed Bishopville Truck
Bypass and its impact to not only Bishopville but, surrounding lands and areas versus the overall benefit of the bypass. In these
meetings it was deemed necessary to fully understand the amount of true impact that all traffic both autos and trucks really have on
Bishopville and the corridors thru it. Members of the group obtained from SCDOT ADT counts from 1996 to 2013, the two Traffic
Studies conducted in 2010 and 2013 by consulting firms (Numeric and Short Counts) for SCDOT with this data they compiled various
scenarios that all concluded that the overall traffic both auto and truck for these years is flat with little or no increase. Furthermore, the
data from the consulting counts confirmed that the number of large trucks passing through Bishopville is less than 10% of the total that
probably averages near the 600-700 total trucks per day average that pass-through Bishopville. The group also compiled other
information for analysis and consideration and is as follows: Lee County Socioeconomic and Traffic Data. The trend of the Traffic
Volume passing thru Bishopville (downtown) since 1996 has remained flat. The estimated average vehicles passing thru Bishopville
(downtown) in 2013 on Highway 15 was approximately 11,966 vehicles per day. The estimated average trucks traveling Highway 15 in
2013 thru Bishopville (downtown) as approximately 915 trucks per day. Out of the estimated number of trucks traveling through
Bishopville (downtown) in 2013 approximately half are classified as three or more axle trucks (large tractor trailers) the remanding half
are two axle six-wheeled delivery type trucks. According to 2008 Santee Lynches Council of Governments (SLCOG) Traffic Demand
Model only 300 to 500 trucks per day may be diverted from the Bishopville downtown area as result of a By Pass Peak Traffic times on
Highway 15 thru Bishopville are around 7am in the morning and 5 pm in the afternoon with 7am being the most travelled time.
Calculated time to travel from Piedmont Cemetery to the old Dairy O (approximately 2 miles) by posted speed limits with no traffic and
no stops is approximately 3.89 minutes with an average speed of 33 mph. Actual average travel time from Piedmont Cemetery to the
old Dairy O (approximately 2 miles) at 4:30 pm (peak time) without stopping is approximately 4.45 minutes with an average speed of
approximately 25 mph. Lee County has no roadways classified as Principal Arterials that are usually associated with a By Pass, as in
surrounding Counties. Freight tonnage miles hauled by Trucks has decreased 7% since 2007 in South Carolina. In 2000 there were
246 businesses employing 2,711 employees in Lee County in 2012 there were only 207 employing 1,835 employees almost a 16%
decline in businesses and almost a 33% decline in employment. Lee County’s population since the 2000 Census has decreased by
approximately 4.6% to 19,220 and is expected to decrease to another approximate 2.2% to 18800 by 2020. As member of this group
and carefully reading most all the documents involved with this project (some that the general public has not read nor maybe would
understand) it is very evident that the project may only partially reduce the number of trucks through Bishopville, it only slightly affects
some aspects of pedestrian safety, will probably have little or no impact and perhaps a negative impact on economic development to
Bishopville and Lee County. Weighing this against the tremendous cost to construct the bypass it would seem to be a waste of State
and Federal Funds for such low traffic volumes and benefits as was pointed out in 2008 by SCDOT Area Planning Engineer Mike
Sullivan in a letter to James Darby Executive Director of SLCOG. it seems senseless to continue forward with the project. As a
taxpayer that does travel across South Carolina and US and sees the decaying state of our roads/highways, bridges/overpasses and
other infrastructure, with areas of real traffic congestion and over capacity traffic volumes, with real public safety issues, and real
support for economic development which compared to Bishopville’s truck and traffic problems it would be a great injustice to the
people/taxpayers of South Carolina and United States to spend their money on a project with so little return on investment both locally,
regionally, and beyond. It is my opinion and desire for a NO BUILD vote on this project.
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RESPONSE: Thank you for your continued participation in this process.

SCDOT has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7t" Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary
Alternative Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the preliminary
alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable alternatives to carry forward which
best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal environmental and community impacts.

As required by the National Environmental Policy Act, a No-Build Alternative will be considered as part of this study. While
the No-Build Alternative will not meet the projects states Purpose and Need of addressing the existing and future truck traffic
passing through downtown Bishopville along with enhancing the economic development in the area, it will be carried through
the development of the Environmental Impact Statement and serve as a baseline for comparison against the Build
Alternatives. If over the course of the study, all Build Alternatives are determined to have significant environmental impacts
that outweigh the No-Build Alternatives inability to meet the states Purpose and Need, a decision could be made to select the
No-Build Alternative as the Preferred Alternative.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments will be presented at our next public
meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on
the remaining alternative corridors and preliminary alignments.

Name: Matt Hicks Address: 3564 Lee State Park Rd City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: (509) 995-1835 Email Address:

COMMENT: Do Not Build! It is unconscionable to spend 19 million-ish dollars to alleviate a non-existent congestion problem. | assume
that the traffic study wasn’'t done by actually driving through town because that takes 5 minutes on the worst day. | assume my No-
Build opinion will be ignored so iffwhen you build, make sure you build segment 19. That way, the rich people who live in the northwest
part of town can share in the pain caused by this boondoggle.

The South Carolina Department of Transportation has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7, 2018,
Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight are
valuable in our analyses of the preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the
reasonable alternatives to carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal environmental and
community impacts.

As required by the National Environmental Policy Act, a No-Build Alternative will be considered as part of this study. While
the No-Build Alternative will not meet the projects states Purpose and Need of addressing the existing and future truck traffic
passing through downtown Bishopville along with enhancing the economic development in the area, it will be carried through
the development of the Environmental Impact Statement and serve as a baseline for comparison against the Build
Alternatives. If over the course of the study, all Build Alternatives are determined to have significant environmental impacts
that outweigh the No-Build Alternatives inability to meet the states Purpose and Need, a decision could be made to select the
No-Build Alternative as the Preferred Alternative.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments will be presented at our next public
meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on
the remaining alternative corridors and preliminary alignments.

Name: Barbara H. Elmore Address: 314 Browntown Rd City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: (803) 428-6889 Email Address:

COMMENT: No build (No Response Required)
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Name: Harry Elmore Address: 314 Browntown Rd City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: (803) 428-6889 Email Address:

COMMENT: #16 — Opposed to route — animals and wildlife abundant in area — arrowheads found in area — area [unintelligible]. For 40
- no neighbors — quiet area. For no bill [build]. (No Response Required)

Name: Sandra Mixon Address: 65 Mixon Dr City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: (803) 484-6357 Email Address:

COMMENT: A “no-build” alternative is best. Obviously, citizens oppose this bypass — how many years and meetings have been held
with more to come. DOT should strongly listen to the citizens in opposition and less to COGF and Council who seem to be pushing so
hard to override the citizen’s choice. This bypass would affect farmland and farmers, wetlands, schools, and private property owners.
We already have a prison and a landfill so I'm sure attracting desirable business is a difficult task. Business will be lost or moved to
bypass — who stands to gain from that. No bypass! (No Response Required)

Name: Ellie Green Address: City, State, Zip Code:
Phone: (893) 453-5236 Email Address: elliewgreen@yahoo.com

COMMENT: I'm a farmer that owns land in Lee County and | drive an 18-wheeler through here regularly. | think it's an egregious waste
of money to build a truck route when the town closed the last one and gave part of the road away to a large corporation (including a
just-replaced state-funded bridge). That route diverted SC341 traffic from downtown, all while vacancy levels increased there. How can
public money be used to embellish private property that's almost worthless? (No Response Required)

Name: Dot & Harold McLamb Address: 236 S. Main St City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: Email Address:

COMMENT: We live on Main Street & are in support of the project. Trucks stop in the middle of the street & run into Hardee’s to run
into the bathroom/get food and block our driveway. We live next to the corner house on street on Ridge Street. The trucks cause a lot
of noise. Summer is worse than winter for trucks. We are for the project!

RESPONSE: The South Carolina Department of Transportation has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7,
2018, Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight
are valuable in our analyses of the preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the
reasonable alternatives to carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal environmental and
community impacts.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments will be presented at our next public
meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on
the remaining alternative corridors and preliminary alignments.

Name: Mike L. Bedenbaugh Address: 119 DesChamps St City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: (803) 484-5274 Email Address: MBedenbaugh@LeeCountySC.org

COMMENT: “I support the Bishopville Truck Route (truck bypass). By moving the trucks traffic off main street Bishopuville this allow
emergency vehicles and passenger vehicles to move safely without having the traffic jams on main street that the street scape causes
from time to time. This will have the effect of a safer environment for the business and residential district of Bishopville by removing the
truck traffic. To mitigate the high risk of a potential hazardous material incidents, form a freight vehicle within the City of Bishopville. We
should see fewer wrecks at the corner of Church and Main Street. | support the bypass as it will improve public safety for the residents
and business owners of Bishopville.” The attached above is the letter from 2015. | am still agreement of the bypass around the City of
Bishopville. | think the bypass on the east side of town is the best for the Emergency Management and Fire Dept. Due to if we have a
wreck on the 1-20 or the repair of a bridge we can use the bypass to move cars and people without them having to go thru town as they
do now. The bypass will all so help the traffic flow on the main Street of Bishopville and help reduce wrecks at the corner of Main and
Church street. The wrecks at Main and Church are cause by the turn to the right to enter Main street the trucks have to enter
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the center lane and cars try to skirt by to beat the truck or do not realize that the truck is tumning to the right. Over all it would be best for
the traffic in the City, less roadway damage, would make it better for all emergency vehicles to get around, and keep the flow of traffic
from the 1-20 interstate from coming thru the city due to wrecks or road construction mainly weekends when there is more traffic in the
City and I-20. We have more wrecks during that time frame coming from the 1-20 incidents. | cannot tell you which route is the best |
know that the east side works best for the emergency services.

RESPONSE: The South Carolina Department of Transportation has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7,
2018, Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight
are valuable in our analyses of the preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the
reasonable alternatives to carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal environmental and
community impacts.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments will be presented at our next public
meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on
the remaining alternative corridors and preliminary alignments.

Name: Brandon Holloman Address: 421 Law St City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: Email Address: bholloman@leecountysc.org

COMMENT: | would like to express the support of the Bishopville Truck Bypass. This project will create a more safer environment for
the business and residential district of Bishopville by removing the truck traffic. By moving the truck traffic off of US 15 Main Street
would allow pedestrians, emergency vehicles and passengers vehicles to move around more safely and efficiently. The project should
reduce our response to collisions and fires involving trucks within the City of Bishopville. It will also mitigate the high risk of a potential
hazardous material incidents form a freight vehicle within the City of Bishopville. Please consider when deciding on an alternate
Interstate 20. We are currently experiencing a lot of traffic from Interstate 20 coming thru Bishopville during peak travel times. This is
due to the construction at the 116 overpasses. At times this traffic has spanned from the traffic light at Church and Main Street to well
beyond the city limits of Bishopville. Several times this has impacted the response of both Fire/Rescue and EMS units. Not only will this
bypass help when there is construction it will also help when there is just a traffic collision on the Interstate near Bishopville. Many of
the surrounding cities in our area have bypasses in their areas. | fully support the bypass as it will improve public safety for the
residents and business owners of Bishopville. You may follow up to these comments via email bholloman@leecountysc.org

RESPONSE: The South Carolina Department of Transportation has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7,
2018, Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight
are valuable in our analyses of the preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the
reasonable alternatives to carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal environmental and
community impacts.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments will be presented at our next public
meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on
the remaining alternative corridors and preliminary alignments.

Name: Gee Whetsel Address: 387 Country Manor Ests City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: (803) 229-7603 Email Address: gatkinson@theleecountyobserver.com

COMMENT: | work on Main Street in Bishopville every day and see the need for a truck bypass firsthand. The 18-wheelers are pretty
much nonstop and frequently the smell of the garbage trucks going to the land full will gag you! Greater Bishopyville Inc is trying to
revitalize the downtown area and the great number of trucks rolling through are a great deterrent.

COMMENT (FOLLOW-UP EMAIL): | attended the public meeting last week and filled out a comment form but neglected to express an
opinion/preference on the route the bypass should take. | strongly believe that the bypass should go on the EAST side of town as 90
percent of the truck traffic is headed that way--much of it going to 1-95. It simply makes no sense whatsoever to build it on the west
(Camden) side of town. In addition, if the bypass goes on the east side of town, it will be visible from the interstate. That increases the
chances of stores/businesses building on the bypass. There would be no chance of any growth if the bypass is located on the west
side towards Camden. By simply studying the traffic patterns of these trucks, | think it's a no-brainer. The bypass goes on the east side
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of Bishopville. Otherwise, | believe we would have problems forcing the trucks to use the bypass and all of this would have been for
nothing.

RESPONSE: The South Carolina Department of Transportation has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7,
2018, Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight
are valuable in our analyses of the preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the
reasonable alternatives to carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal environmental and
community impacts.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments will be presented at our next public
meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on
the remaining alternative corridors and preliminary alignments.

Name: Tim DuBose Address: 311 S. Nettles St City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: (803) 459-2664 Email Address:

COMMENT: I'm the EMS and 911 director for Lee County. Our EMS Headquarters is located near 1-20 on Hwy 341. The bypass would
give us quicker access to upper and lower parts of the county by bypassing downtown. (No Response Required)

Name: Kathryn Stuckey Address: 68 Dixon Dr City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: (803) 983-7417 Email Address:

COMMENT: Thank you for explaining the different “segments” of the maps. Years ago, | was very much opposed to a bypass.
However, now | see the need to get the trucks off Main St and | will welcome the bypass for the community. My property will probably
be affected by the choice of the corridor. | have been in “limbo” since 2010, waiting on a decision about this bypass so all | want is for a
decision to be made, and for the government to get on with road! It is unconsciousable to keep land owners from selling their properties
for a s long as they have been planning this bypass! Just go ahead and decide on a corridor and let people know! Make a decision! (No
Response Required)

Name: Ana Alvarez Address: 415 N. Main St City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: (754) 918-1784 Email Address:

COMMENT: | believe that it is very necessary to move the truck route for these two reasons that it mentioned in the outline but | also
have other personal reasons to believe that it is also to be consider[ed]. One and most important reasons is the sake of my own safety.
| have created a beautiful landscape in front of my house ever since | moved here in Bishopville in 2012. That enhanced the look of our
community and raised the value of our property. At the same time | put my safety on the line having to water my flower beds every day
because every so often | find debris coming from the trucks driving by. Debris as: 1) a huge log-lumber 10 ft x 8 ft x 2 ft in the middle of
my yard. 2) A pellet piece of metal 2 ft x 4 ft x 4 ft also laying in the middle and closer to my front porch. Other debris also as gravel,
reflectors from the street coming loose, flying to my yard — pea gravel, huge pieces of crash [unintelligible] and other materials as
feathers from chickens. As you can see one of those debris can hit me since | am usually in my yard a few hours every day in the
summer in the morning or in the afternoon. Besides that all the noises that we have to put up with. Other cities have a barrier around
the highway to block the noises. We deserve the same benefit, so | deeply believe it must be moved ASAP. P.S. | have also lost 2 cats
and a dog [from] being run over. 2 other cats got killled] in front of my house, [they] belong[ed] to someone else (No Response
Required)

Name: Vanetta J.Gill Address: 418 Marsh St City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: (803) 486-5318 Email Address:

COMMENT: | would like to take this time to thank the SCDOT for all of their hard work in trying to solve the issue of the amount of
trucks coming through downtown Bishopuville. Therefore, | would like to see the truck traffic routed around the Bishopuville Industrial
Complex area. (No Response Required)
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Name: Brooks Stuckey Address: 1314 Hagood Ave City, State, Zip Code: Columbia, SC 29205
Phone: (803) 468-2182 Email Address:

COMMENT: Our land-Dixon Dr. & on RR.

RESPONSE: The South Carolina Department of Transportation has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7,
2018, Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting. Feedback, comments, and local
insight are valuable in our analyses of the preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of
the reasonable alternatives to carry forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal environmental
and community impacts.

The preliminary alternative corridors presented at the June 7, 2018, meeting identified the limits of our initial investigations
and do not depict final alignments. Most corridors are 500 feet in width while some have been expanded to 1100 feet wide in
areas where additional options could be necessary. The corridor width of 500-1100 feet is the area we are using for the field
investigation and is not the required right of way for the final roadway segment. As we move forward with our analyses, some
of these corridors may be eliminated from further analysis and corridors that remain will be reduced in width. The final
alignment will be somewhere within the corridor shown and actual roadway right of way widths will be less than 150 feet.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments will be presented at our next public
meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on
the remaining alternative corridors and preliminary alignments.

Name: Warren S. Joye Address: 383 Calvary Church Rd City, State, Zip Code: Bishopville, SC 29010
Phone: (803) 428-5274 Email Address: wjoye72@yahoo.com

COMMENT: Could this bypass produce economic growth for the county by means of tolls, potential trucking industries, and/or more
commercial development?

RESPONSE: SCDOT has received and is reviewing your comments from the June 7t Proposed Bishopville Truck Route
Preliminary Alternative Corridors Public Meeting. Your comments and local insight are valuable in our analyses of the
preliminary alternative corridor segments as we move towards the identification of the reasonable alternatives to carry
forward which best addresses the project purpose and need with minimal environmental and community impacts.

Corridors identified for additional evaluation along with preliminary roadway alignments will be presented at our next public

meeting anticipated to be held this winter. At this meeting you will once again be provided with an opportunity to comment on
the remaining alternative corridors and preliminary alignments.
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August 1, 2019

SUBJECT: STAKEHOLDER ADVISORY GROUP MEETING
PROPOSED BISHOPVILLE TRUCK ROUTE

Dear Stakeholder:

The South Carolina Department of Transportation (SCDOT) would like to invite you to attend
a Stakeholder Advisory Group meeting for the Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project.
The meeting will be held on Thursday, August 22, 2019, from 1:00 PM to 2:00 PM at the
City/County Building in Bishopville (140 N. Main Street). Since the last stakeholder
meeting, SCDOT has conducted a comprehensive alternative-screening process and identified
three build alternatives that will be evaluated further in the draft environmental impact
statement. A no-build (or “do nothing”) alternative will be evaluated as well.

The purpose of the meeting is to provide you with an opportunity to review the proposed build
alternatives and answer any questions you may have. That same evening, the project team
will be holding a Public Information Meeting from 5:00 PM to 7:00 PM at Lee Central High
School to present the alternatives to the public. The materials at both meetings will be
identical, but SCDOT is providing this opportunity to review the materials and provide your
input in a smaller setting.

For more information and to receive updates regarding the Bishopville Truck Route Project,
please visit the project website at https://www.scdot.org/inside/BishopvilleTruckRoute/.
Please contact me directly at (803) 737-1037, or by email at meetzej@scdot.org, if you will
be attending the meeting or if you have any questions or comments. We appreciate your
continued commitment and participation in the project-development process and look forward
to seeing you August 22",

Sincerely,

Jacob Meetze, PE

SCDOT Project Manager
www.scdot.org
Post Office Box 191 An Equal Opportunity
955 Park Street Affirmative Action Employer

Columbia, SC 29202-0191 855-GO-SCDOT (855-467-2368)
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Stakeholder Advisory Group Meeting Sign-In Sheet

Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project
City/County Building, Bishopville, SC
August 22, 2019
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Stakeholder Advisory Group Meeting

Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project
City/County Building, Bishopville, SC
August 22, 2019
1:00-2:00 PM

1) Welcome and Introductions ..........cceeeeeeeiiiiiiiiiiiiviiiieeeennn, Jacob Meetze
2) Project Update/Presentation......cccccccvveeeeeeeeeeeccccnnveeeeenennn. Jacob Meetze
3) Alternative-Screening Process DisCUSSION ........ccccecvvvvvnnnnns Jacob Meetze
4) Next Steps/Schedule......ccoveeiieecieieiieiiieee e Jacob Meetze
) IO LU =13 1 o] o TSRS All

www.scdot.org
Post Office Box 191 An Equal Opportunity
955 Park Street Affirmative Action Employer
Columbia, SC 29202-0191 855-GO-SCDOT (855-467-2368)



Stakeholder Advisory Group Meeting Comments
Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project (S-69-08)
Bishopville, Lee County, South Carolina

Date Prepared: October 14, 2019

Meeting Date/Time/Place: August 22, 2019, 1:00 - 3:00 pm, Colclough Memorial Building

To provide stakeholders the opportunity to review the proposed build alternatives and present

Meeting Purpose: questions and concerns to SCDOT staff and the project team.

Prepared By: DRMP, Inc.

A Stakeholder Advisory Group Meeting was held prior to the Public Information Meeting for the Proposed Bishopville Truck Route
Project on August 22, 2019 at the Colclough Memorial Building. The purpose of the meeting was to provide stakeholders the
opportunity to review the three build alternatives identified through a comprehensive alternative-screening process to be evaluated
further in a draft environmental impact statement (DEIS). SCDOT and the project team were present to provide additional information
and answers questions/concerns of the stakeholders.

The Stakeholder Advisory Group Meeting was opened by Jacob Meetze of SCDOT, followed by introductions of the project team and
individual stakeholders. The project team provided a project update and discussed how the three build alternatives were selected
through a comprehensive alternative-screening process. The project team presented the next steps and project schedule prior to
opening the floor to the group to propose questions and comments to the team. The following questions/comments were presented by
the stakeholders during the meeting to the project team and their corresponding responses are provided below:

QUESTION: Why is the project team asking for comments when comments were submitted at previous meetings?

RESPONSE: In the next stage of the project, a detailed draft environmental impact statement (DEIS) will be prepared in compliance
with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The purpose of this meeting is to get feedback on the three proposed build
alternatives identified to move forward with the project. Previous comments from past meetings are still being considered and will be
included in the project record. This is an opportunity for stakeholders to give additional feedback or to restate previous comments.

QUESTION: Are stakeholders allowed to still share approval/disapproval regarding the project?

RESPONSE: The project team welcomes and encourages all comments and concerns by individuals to be shared during the planning
process. Information provided by stakeholders and the public is critical during every stage of the planning process.

COMMENT: Please consider how the change in the interchange impact safety, school, cemetery, churches, etc. Family and
gathering places will be affected as well. There are a lot of families that have lived in their homes for a long time. Also
concerned that the schools are not on the map (Lee Central High and Lee Middle School). Students and school busses will be
affected. Project has fallen to the East side and not West side. Not comfortable with affecting neighbors.

RESPONSE: The project team is aware of the resources located within the study area. The community impact assessment area has
been expanded to include Lee Middle and Central High Schools, and a detailed analysis of potential impacts will be included in the
DEIS. SCDOT will work with residents, local government, planners, etc. on how to address impacts to community resources, including
cemeteries, churches, gathering places, residents, and schools.

QUESTION: Why are we being asked to resubmit comments already resubmitted?

RESPONSE: You do not have to resubmit previously submitted comments. All previous comments are part of the project record. If you
want to restate your comments however, please feel free to.

QUESTION: Have not heard anything regarding the project in some time. Who is pushing this project forward?

RESPONSE: The Santee Lynches Regional Council of Governments (SLRCOG) identified the need for this project. Previous studies
identified truck traffic as a problem on Main Street. SLRCOG presented a comprehensive study to SCDOT and asked for assistance
addressing truck traffic. SLRCOG is not advocating where the road should be built; SCDOT is evaluating project alternatives.



Bishopville Truck Route Stakeholder Advisory Group Meeting Comment Summary

QUESTION: How is the project to be funded and what is to happen if funds run out as prices increase in the years to come?
Are there any additional options for funding?

RESPONSE: A true understanding of funding cannot be reached until the project is further along in to the design. The first step is to
identify how much funding is needed and then assess the magnitude, necessary funds, and other possible funding opportunities.

QUESTION: Considering that all of the proposed build alternatives are located on the east side, what are the anticipated
impacts to the schools and residents on the east side? How will the project impact the I1-20 interchange with SC 341 (Wisacky
Highway) as trucks are directed to use this route?

RESPONSE: The project team is aware of the schools, neighborhoods, and other resources within the study area. The team will work
with local governments, planners, etc. on how to address and mitigate impacts to resources, including residents and schools. In
addition, SCDOT is currently studying the crash history at the I-20 interchange with SC 341.

QUESTION: Why are trucks not following signs posted regarding truck travel, and why are they not taking different routes?

RESPONSE: Depending on the route or needs of the truck, truck traffic will typically follow the most optimal route. This could be the
fastest route, shortest distance, limited turns, etc. SCDOT cannot forecast if trucks will adhere to posted signs.

QUESTION: Why not institute signs rerouting trucks instead of spending a lot of money on a truck route? An example given
is the “No Trucks Route” sign down Chandler Street. The money from tickets can be spent on fixing up the town.

RESPONSE: Removing truck traffic from downtown is unfortunately more complicated than installing “No Trucks” signs. SCDOT is not
involved in issuing citations to trucks operating against an ordinance; the ordinance is enforced by the local authorities.

QUESTION: Why spend $25 million on a truck route when trucks will still come through downtown?

RESPONSE: The purpose of the project is to reduce truck traffic from downtown, not to eliminate it entirely. The project team is aware
that trucks can/will still opt to travel downtown even if a truck route is constructed.

QUESTION: Why has Interstate 20 not been looked at as a possible truck route? It has been paved five or six times in the past
four years.

RESPONSE: Based on the initial traffic forecasts, awest side option would not reduce the number of trucks downtown. Without a
connection on the east side, Interstate 20 would not serve as a viable option for trucks that travel to SC 341 (Bethune Highway) or US
15 (N. Main Street) as trucks will typically follow the most optimal route.

QUESTION: A viable option to the build alternatives would be to use Lee State Park Road (Exit 123). This is a two-lane road
that provides access to SC 341 (Bethune Highway). Instead of money to construct the build alternative, why not use the funds
to widen Lee State Park Road?

RESPONSE: Widening Lee State Park Road would be an expensive project due to having to purchase right-of-way from a significant
number of residential tracts, significant drainage improvements, and existing utility impacts. The road would also have to be realigned
in several locations to bring the existing horizontal and vertical curves up to new design standards.

QUESTION: Can SCDOT require trucks to take a longer route to avoid downtown? This was brought up a few years ago.

RESPONSE: Implementing restricted routes would require that signs and ordinances to be put in to place. SCDOT does not enforce
ordinances; those would be left up to the local authorities to enforce.

Page 2 of 3



Bishopville Truck Route Stakeholder Advisory Group Meeting Comment Summary

QUESTION: How do you know if you build the truck route, that trucks will use the road? Why only have alternatives on the
east side of Bishopville?

RESPONSE: Using previously developed segments, field studies, and comments received, SCDOT created 24 complete alternatives.
An initial “high-level” traffic study was then conducted, which studied a “no-build” alternative and the 24 complete alternatives, which
were located on both the east and west sides of town. The modeling results indicated that 1,500 trucks would travel through downtown
in 2045 if the project was not built. The initial traffic modeling results indicated truck traffic downtown would decrease with some of the
possible alternatives. The results were then used to screen the alternatives, and the alternatives that were not anticipated to meet the
project purpose and need of reducing truck traffic in 2045 were eliminated from further consideration. Alternatives which had the
potential for greater environmental impacts were also eliminated, as were alternatives with similar alignments.

QUESTION: Why doesn’t SCDOT try a trial run and look into using a “temporary” truck route? This can use signage to direct
trucks off of Main Street and be implemented at both the east and west ends.

RESPONSE: The primary purpose of the project is to address future truck traffic traveling through downtown Bishopuville. The study
shows that not many independent truck drivers are traveling through downtown. Most are part of something bigger, more complex
network system.

QUESTION: Has SCDOT looked in to how the build alternatives will affect farmland and irrigation? A road constructed
through farmland will cause remapping of the property and insurance rates to increase.

RESPONSE: In the next stage of the project, a detailed DEIS will be prepared in compliance with NEPA, which requires the project
team to identify the presence of resources, potential project impacts, and opportunities to mitigate impacts, including those related to
farmland and irrigation systems. In the event that property must be acquired or property/irrigation would be affected, the SCDOT
encourages landowners to discuss any impacts or losses, both current and potential, with SCDOT and the project team.

QUESTION: Traffic counts were taken (uncertain as to the time) coming off of 1-20. What came from those traffic counts?

RESPONSE: SCDOT is not familiar with counts taken in the area during this time. That may have been a district study. More detailed
traffic counts and traffic analyses will be conducted as part of the DEIS process.

QUESTION: Is there a sunset year as to when the landfill will reach its max capacity?

RESPONSE: We are not aware of when that will/might happen. For more information contact the Lee County Landfill (803) 428-2400.
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Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project
Lee County

|Pub|ic Information Meetingll

Meeting:

The South Carolina Department of Transportation (SCDOT) has scheduled a public information
meeting for Thursday, August 22, 2019, from 5 p.m. to 7 p.m. concerning the proposed
Bishopville Truck Route Project located in Lee County. The meeting will be held at Lee Central
High School, 1800 Wisacky Highway, Bishopville.

Purpose:

The purpose of the meeting is for SCDOT to present information and gather input on the
proposed reasonable alternatives that are being considered to address the project’s purpose of
addressing future truck traffic traveling on U.S. 15/North Main Street through downtown
Bishopville in Lee County. Another purpose of the meeting is to gather information from the
public, or any interested organization, on historic or cultural resources in the area.

A wide range of previously developed segments and routes have been evaluated using
comments received after the public meeting last summer, additional research, and a preliminary
assessment of future truck traffic and anticipated environmental impacts. SCDOT, along with
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), will use the information and feedback gathered at
this meeting, along with public comments received, to further evaluate the proposed alternatives
and identify a preferred alternative in a draft environmental impact statement (DEIS), in
accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). A no-build alternative will be
evaluated as well.

The meeting will have an informal drop-in format, with displays, informational handouts, and
comment forms. Formal verbal comments will not be taken during this meeting. SCDOT staff
and project team members will be available to gather feedback and answer questions. Project
information, including meeting materials and comment forms, will also be available on the
SCDOT project website: https://www.scdot.org/inside/BishopvilleTruckRoute/.

In order for comments to be included in the official project record, comments must be submitted
by Friday, September 6, 2019. Comments can be submitted in person at the public information
meeting, via U.S. mail, by email, or through the project website (for more information on how to
comment, visit the website at https://www.scdot.org/inside/BishopvilleTruckRoute/default.aspx).

Contact:

Additional information concerning the project may be obtained by contacting Jacob Meetze,
SCDOT Project Manager, at (803) 737-1037 or by email at meetzej@scdot.org. Persons with
disabilities who may require special accommodations should contact Betty Gray at (803) 737-
1395.

SCESJT south Carolina Department of Transportation




Questions?

Jacob Meetze, PE
SCDOT Project Manager
PO Box 191
Columbia, SC 29202

Phone: (803) 737-1037
Email: MeetzeJ@scdot.org

Para obtener mas informacion,
llame al (803) 737-2314

Please Join Us!

Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project
Public Information Meeting

The South Carolina Department of Transportation (SCDOT) invites you to attend a public
information meeting regarding the Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project. The meeting
will be held at Lee Central High School on Thursday, August 22, 2019, from 5:00-7:00 p.m.

Thursday, August 22, 2019
5:00 p.m. - 7:00 p.m.
Lee Central High School
1800 Wisacky Highway
Bishopville, SC 29010

SCDOT has evaluated the previously developed preliminary alternative corridors presented
in June of 2018 and identified the reasonable alternatives that would address future truck
traffic using US 15/North Main Street through downtown Bishopville. The purpose of the
meeting is to provide an opportunity to review and discuss the proposed reasonable
alternatives that will be evaluated further in a draft environmental impact statement. Another
purpose of the meeting is to gather information on historic or cultural resources in the area.

The meeting will have an informal drop-in format, with displays, informational handouts,
and comment forms. SCDOT staff and project team members will be available to gather
feedback and answer your questions. We look forward to seeing you on August 22!

Persons with disabilities who may require special accommodations at the meeting should contact
Betty Gray at (803) 737-1395. For project information, please contact the SCDOT Project Manager
Jacob Meetze, or visit the project website at https://www.scdot.org/inside/BishopvilleTruckRoute/.




Jacob Meetze, P.E.
SCDOT Project Manager
PO Box 191

Columbia, SC 29202-0191
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Welcome to the

Bishopville Truck Route Project

Public Information Meeting!

Lee Central High School
Thursday, August 22, 2019
5:00 PM - 7:00 PM




Welcome to the

Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project

Public Information Meeting!
Thursday, August 22, 2019

JWelcome to the Bishopville Truck Route
Project Public Information Meeting.

ASCDOT has conducted comprehensive
alternative-screening and identified three
build alternatives to be evaluated further.

dThe purpose of this meeting is to provide
you with an opportunity to review the
alternatives and talk to the project team.

1We encourage you to provide verbal
and/or written input on the project.

dThank you for attending!




Alternative-Screening Process

. The Environmental Assessment (2012) presented seven corridors: five routes around Bishopville and two routes through
Bishopville. The two corridors through Bishopville were eliminated because they would not keep trucks out of downtown.

. SCDOT created 24 “end-to-end”/complete alternatives (Alternatives A-X). These alternatives were analyzed further using a
statewide travel-demand traffic model, which was used to estimate how much traffic would use each alternative (see chart).

. Alternatives that would not meet the project’s purpose and need (i.e., reduce truck traffic more than the No-Build Alternative
in 2045) and alternatives with the potential for greater environmental impacts were eliminated.

. The remaining alternatives were evaluated side-by-side and alternatives with similar alignments were eliminated.

1 SCDOT has identified three reasonable alternatives (I, N, and T) to be evaluated in the draft environmental impact statement
(DEIS) that meet the project’s purpose and need and provide design flexibility. A no-build alternative will be analyzed as well.

. More refined roadway design, an origin-destination study and traffic microanalysis, and comprehensive technical reports
assessing impacts on the human and natural environment will be used to identify a preferred alternative in the DEIS.
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Project Schedule

A
NWe are here!

Spring 2017 Listening Sessions/Project Initiation/Notice of Intent/Scoping
Summer 2017-Spring 2018 Prepare Technical Studies
Winter 2018-Spring 2018 Develop Preliminary Alternative Corridors
Spring 2018 Present Alternative Corridors to the Public
Summer 2018-Summer 2019 Develop and Screen Reasonable Alternatives
Present Build Alternatives to the Public
sSummer 2019-Spring 2020 Prepare Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Spring 2020 Draft Environmental Impact Statement Approval and Public Hearing

Spring 2020-Fall 2020 Prepare Final Environmental Impact Statement/Record of Decision
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Note: The alternatives are still conceptual in design, so the corridors shown are 500 feet wide. Additional fieldwork, engineering, and public input will

be used in the next phase of the project to identify the actual proposed width of the alternatives analyzed in the draft environmental impact statement.
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Welcome to the
Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project
Public Information Meeting!

O Welcome to this Public Information Meeting on
the Bishopville Truck Route Project.

L SCDOT has identified three build alternatives
that will be evaluated further.

O The purpose of this meeting is so you can review
the alternatives and talk to the project team.

O Another purpose is to gather information on
historic or cultural resources in the area.



We Need Your Input!

O We will present the three build alternatives
that SCDOT has identified to move forward.

O We will discuss the extensive alternative-
screening process that SCDOT conducted.

O We will be asking for your input on the three
build alternatives and the no-build alternative.

O We will discuss project schedule and next steps.

1 We encourage you to provide verbal and/or
written input on the project.




Project Purpose and Need

O The primary purpose of the project is to
address future truck traffic traveling through
downtown Bishopville.

O The secondary purpose is to enhance the
economic development of the area.

O On average, over 700 large commercial
trucks travel U.S. 15/N. Main Street through
downtown Bishopville daily.

O Development of a truck route is considered
necessary to reduce future truck congestion.



Alternative-Screening
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O Using corridor segments, field studies, and
comments received, SCDOT created 24
“end-to-end”/complete alternatives.

O SCDOT then conducted a comprehensive
alternative-screening process.

L Alternatives that would not reduce truck traffic
in 2045 were eliminated.

O Alternatives with the potential for greater
environmental impacts were eliminated.

O Alternatives with similar alignments were
eliminated.



Alternative-Screening

O The development of the alternatives
considered:

= Existing and future land use

= Potential impacts to the natural
environment

= Potential impacts to the built environment
= Public input and feedback

Q Each of the alternatives offered some
opportunities, but also some challenges.



Alternative-Screening

O The nine alternatives that would not meet the
project’s purpose and need were eliminated.
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Alternative-Screening

O Alternatives with the potential for greater
environmental impacts were eliminated.

O Alternatives with similar alignments were eliminated.
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Alternative-Screening

Q Alternatives I, N, and T will be evaluated further in
the draft environmental impact statement (DEIS).
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Proposed Build Alternatives

O Alternatives |, N, and T will be evaluated
further in the DEIS.

O A no-build (or “do nothing”) alternative will
be evaluated as well.

O The DEIS will analyze the existing conditions
of the area and assess the potential
environmental effects.

O The DEIS will analyze how well the
alternatives will meet the purpose and need
of the project.



Project Schedule/Next Steps

Listening Sessions/Project Initiation/Notice of

Intent/Public Scoping Meeting 0 SCDOT will assess the effects and how well

each alternative is anticipated to meet the
purpose and need in the DEIS.

Winter 2018 -

Spring 2018 e PREllE e C RS e [ This assessment—along with your input—will
help SCDOQOT to identify a preferred alternative.

O Once identified, SCDOT will prepare a
Ssuunrwnnr;eerr22001189- Develop and Screen Reasonable Alternatives Combined ﬁnal environmental impaCt
statement/record of decision (FEIS/ROD).

Spring 2017

Summer 2017 -

Spring 2018 Prepare Technical Studies

Spring 2018 Present Alternative Corridors to the Public

Present Build Alternatives to the Public

Summer 2019 -

=
S
==
K

Spring 2020 Prepare DEIS
Spring 2020 DEIS Approval and Public Hearing
Spring 2020 -
2020 PRI FEIROL jAf We are here!




Thank You!

O Talk to one of the project team members.

0 Complete a comment form and leave it
in the comment box.

Q Mail your comment form to:
Jacob Meetze, PE
SCDOT Project Manager
PO Box 191
Columbia, SC 29202-0191

O Email your comment to MeetzeJ@scdot.org.

O Submit your comment online:
https://www.scdot.org/inside/BishopvilleTruckRoute/.

O Comments are due Friday, September 6, 2019.



https://www.scdot.org/inside/BishopvilleTruckRoute/




Proposed Bishopville Truck Route
Project Fact Sheet

Next Steps
The next step is to evaluate the three proposed build alternatives
(Alternatives, I, N, and T) in a draft environmental impact statement
(DEIS). A no-build (or “do nothing”) alternative will be evaluated as well.

The DEIS will analyze the following in detail: project-development, the
purpose and need of the project, the range of alternatives considered,
the existing conditions of the project area, and the potential adverse
and beneficial environmental effects of the alternatives.

SCDOT will use the assessment of the effects and how well each
alternative is anticipated to meet the project's purpose and need—
along with your input—in order to identify a preferred alternative. For More Information:

Jacob Meetze, PE
SCDOT Project Manager

Once a preferred alternative has been identified, SCDOT will prepare a

combined final environmental impact statement/record of decision PO Box 191
(FEIS/ROD) in accordance with Section 1319 of the Moving Ahead for Columbia, SC 29202-0191
Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21), Accelerated Decision- Plusizs (1105 707102

Email: Meetzel@scdot.org

Making in Environmental Reviews.

For more information, visit the project website: https://www.scdot.org/inside/BishopvilleTruckRoute/

Project Schedule

SCDOT complies with all requirements set forth by Federal regulations issued by the U.S. Department of Transportation under the Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended.
Any persons who believe that he or she has been discriminated against because of race, color, religion, sex, age, handicap or disability, or nation origin under a program receiving
federal aid has the right to file a complaint with SCDOT. The complaint shall be filed with the Title VI Program Compliance Coordinator, at the Office of Business Development & Special
programs, 955 Park Street, Suite 117, Columbia, SC 29202 or at 803.737.5095. The complaint should be submitted no later than 180 days after the date of the alleged act of
discrimination. It should outline as completely as possible the facts and circumstances of the incident and should be signed by the person making the complaint.







SCDOT PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING
COMMENT SHEET
Thursday, August 22"4, 2019

Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project
Lee County

NAME

Mr, Mrs, Ms, Mr & Mrs

(Please choose one:)

MAILING ADDRESS
Street/Route City State Zip Code

PHONE NUMBER

COMMENTS

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

O No response 0 Email response (provide email below) [ Phone response

Mail Comments by September 6 to: Mr. Jacob Meetze, P.E.
SC Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 191
Columbia, SC 29202-0191

Please Note: Information provided, including name and address, will be published and is
subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act.



SCDOT PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING
COMMENT SHEET
Thursday, August 22", 2019

Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project
Lee County

NAME
Mr, Mrs, Ms, Mr & Mrs
{Please choose cne:)

MAILING ADDRESS
Street/Route City State Zip Code
PHONE NUMBER

COMMENTS

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

O No response 0 Email response (provide email below) [ Phone response

Mail Comments by September 6 to: Mr. Jacob Meetze, P.E.
SC Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 191
Columbia, SC 29202-0191

Please Note: Information provided, including name and address, will be published and is
subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act.



SCDOT PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING
COMMENT SHEET
Thursday, August 229, 2019

Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project
Lee County
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How would you like a response to your comment (please choose one)?

O] No response #.Email response (provide email below) [JPhone response

Rc&é“:‘ud&e‘_{ @ cc . RA . COM

Mail Comments by September 6 to: Mr. Jacob Meetze, P.E.
SC Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 191
Columbia, SC 29202-0191

Please Note: Information provided, including name and address, will be published and is
subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act.



SCDOT PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING
COMMENT SHEET
Thursday, August 22", 2019

Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project
Lee County

NAME !
Mr,Mrs,@Mr&Mrs /\NDL\\J(‘L Wes#-yu,
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How would you like a response to your comment (please choose one)?

O No response B3 Email response (provide email below) [ Phone response

Mail Comments by September 6 to: Mr. Jacob Meetze, P.E.
SC Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 191
Columbia, SC 29202-0191

Please Note: Information provided, including name and address, will be published and is
subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act.



SCDOT PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING
COMMENT SHEET
Thursday, August 22", 2019

Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project
Lee County
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How would you like a response to your comment {please choose one)?

ﬂo response [J Email response (provide email below) [ Phone response

Mail Comments by September 6 to: Mr. Jacob Meetze, P.E.
SC Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 191
Columbia, SC 29202-0191

i

Please Note: Information provided, including name and address, will be published and is
subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act.



SCDOT PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING
COMMENT SHEET
Thursday, August 22", 2019

Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project
Lee County
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How would you like a response to your comment (please choose one)?

O No response  ©3 Email response (provide email below) m%:ne response

Mail Comments by September 6 to: Mr. Jacob Meetze, P.E.
SC Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 191
Columbia, SC 29202-0191

Please Note: Information provided, including name and address, will be published and is
subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act.



SCDOT PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING
COMMENT SHEET
Thursday, August 22", 2019

Proposed Bishopville Truck Route Project
Lee County
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How would you like a response to your comment {please choose one)?

O No response dEmail response (provide email below) [Phone response

Mail Comments by September 6 to: Mr. Jacob Meetze, P.E.
SC Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 191
Columbia, SC 29202-0191

Please Note: Information provided, including name and address, will be published and is
subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act.



SCDOT PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING
C OMMENT SHEET

Thursday August 22, 2019

4) My primary concern is the number of students entering and exiting Lee Central Middle and
High Schools. Pleases bear in mind the amount of bus traffic, students driving to and from
school and cars transporting students on a daily basis. Also, on visitation days at Lee
Correctional Institution. | cannot recall any information being given as to the amount of traffic
at these locations.

5) Itis most obvious that the east side of the City of Bishopville is heavily burdened with truck
traffic whether it is downtown or taking short cuts through residential areas, where there are
no side walks and in some areas no room to walk facing oncoming traffic.

6} A closer look at the Western side of Bishopville does not have the traffic congestion, will be
safer, financially feasible, less wetlands and certainly will not impact as many lives.

I ask that SCDOT take a much closer look at the proposed routes and in good faith do what is
right for everyone. Remember you are holding the lives of many in the palm of your hand. 1am
speaking up because CHILDREN CANNOT.

Respectfully,

Willie Mae Muldrow



Kristen Maines

From: Meetze, Jacob M. <Meetze)@scdot.org>

Sent: Tuesday, August 27, 2019 8:13 AM

To: Cooper, Christopher B.; Jenkins, Erin N.; Phillips, Henry; Carl Gibilaro; Kristen Maines
Cc: Amado, Bener; Blackwell, Jack C.

Subject: FW: Comment from SCDOT contact form - Proposed Bishopville Truck Route

Please see the below comment from someone who has requested that we not respond.
Thanks,
Jacob

From: SMPSHPT1302@scdot.org [mailto:SMPSHPT1302@scdot.org]

Sent: Monday, August 26, 2019 9:16 PM

To: Meetze, Jacob M.

Subject: Comment from SCDOT contact form - Proposed Bishopville Truck Route

Workflow Notification

The following message was sent from the Proposed Bishopville Truck Route contact form:

Name: Janine Beasley

Email: jbeasleyrn@gmail.com

Phone: 8433327363

Comment: The proposed truck route is a waste.of taxpayer money and the data supports the traffic is stagnant
from the beginning of this collection to current time. We have the data that is from start to finish and the
recommendation from several SCDOT overseeing the project to NOT build. The data does not support this
project and.environmental impact. There are other worthy infrastructure needs in South Carolina that deserve
the time, money and resources that this project has already consumed and to waste more on this project is
illogical and misuse of state and federal funds. DO NOT BUILD.

Respond to This Comment: No



Kristen Maines

From: Meetze, Jacob M. <Meetze)@scdot.org>

Sent: Friday, September 6, 2019 8:34 AM

To: Cooper, Christopher B.; Jenkins, Erin N.; Amado, Bener; Phillips, Henry; Kristen Maines;
Carl Gibilaro; Martin, Ken E.; Blackwell, Jack C.

Subject: FW: Bishopville Bypass comment

All,

Please see the comment below.

Thanks,

Jacob

————— Original Message-----

From: Jill McElveen [mailto:wjclmcelveen@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, September 05, 2019 8:46 PM

To: Meetze, Jacob M.

Subject: Bishopville Bypass

***% This is an EXTERNAL email. Please do not click on a link or open any attachments
unless you are confident it is from a trusted source. ***

Mr Meetze,

I am writing to voice my concerns on the proposed Bishopville Bypass, as I am very
opposed to any of the "alternative" routes that were proposed at the last meeting. All
of the routes will have a direct and negative impact on me and my family and my family's
means of making a living.

First, it was stated that at least 700 large trucks come through Bishopville on a daily
basis. I would like to know when the number of trucks was counted. The last time I saw
the "car counter" strips in the roads, there was construction on the I-20 overpass. It
was down to one lane in each direction so therefore there was a lot more traffic of all
types of vehicles coming through Bishopville. So is that number of trucks exactly
accurate? I am not convinced that it is.

Secondly, looking at the map of proposed alternate routes, it seems there is a lot of
wetlands, being forested or freshwater that you will need to go through. Is that really
good for the environment? Routes on the other side of town do not disrupt as much as the
natural land that is left. 1Is it necessary to disrupt as much as these routes seem to?
Also how many bridges or overpasses or exit/entrance ramps will that involve? Seems as
if that would be way more costly that a route on the other side of town. Just because
there is money set aside for said project doesn't mean you have to blow it on an
unnecessary and environmentally unfriendly building of a a bypass.

Thirdly, as ALL of the routes will have a direct negative impact on my very on family, I
am extremely opposed to the building of this bypass. My father in law worked very hard
all of his life to build his farm into what it is today. He worked hard, long hours,
sacrificed a lot, and built a farm/business that he was very proud of to hand to his son.
If you don't know, building a large successful farm doesn't happen over night, there was
a lot of work involved. The proposed routes will go directly through the farm they have
worked so hard to succeed in building. Tearing fields in half, making it possible to get
the large equipment to work. Not to mention the irrigation pivots it will interrupt.
Irrigation is a very costly yet necessary essential in farming today. Cutting the pivots



in half would be detrimental. Total the proposed routes will affect six of the very
expensive pivots my husband has worked to hard to obtain. Farming is not just a business
that can up and move, it is not just a job for my husband, it is a way of life for my
family. Please do not take that away from us.

Lastly, I would have thought the SCDOT would be working to benefit the people of this
state. I do not see that in the proposed routes of this bypass. It will negatively
impact way to many people in this County. It goes directly through our way of life along
with several of the other farmers in this town. And not just farmers but it will disrupt
several heavily populated neighborhoods, business and many friends. I do not want to see
so many people affected by such an unnecessary bypass. The town is working hard to build
up our little town, bringing new businesses downtown. Bypassing that would be a shame.

I am not sure who is pushing this bypass, I feel sure that someone or several people are
going to benefit financially from this project. I feel that letting these few benefit by
hurting so many others is absurd. Do not be influenced by the ones pushing the bypass,
please listen to the ones that it will have the most negative impact on. My family is
living in our most desired home location, we love our little spot. You are going to send
people out of Lee County if you build that bypass where if negatively affects the most
people. Please listen to the people of the town and either build elsewhere or best
option, the NO BUILD alternative.

Thank you for reading this and PLEASE consider the needs of all!

Jill McElveen

141 Woodside Road
Bishopville, SC 29010
803-229-2175



Kristen Maines

From: Meetze, Jacob M. <Meetze)@scdot.org>

Sent: Monday, September 9, 2019 7:59 AM

To: Kristen Maines; Shawn Blanchard

Cc: Amado, Bener; Phillips, Henry; Cooper, Christopher B.; Jenkins, Erin N.; Martin, Ken E.;
Blackwell, Jack C.

Subject: FW: Lee County Truck Route

Kristen and Shawn,

Please see the comment below from Wendy Logan.
Thanks,

Jacob

Jacob M. Meetze, P.E.

Assistant Program Manager

SCDOT | RPG2 - Pee Dee Region

955 Park Street| Room 508 |Columbia, SC 29202-0191
p (803) 737-1037 | f (803) 737-1881
meetzej@scdot.org

From: Wendy Logan [mailto:wmlogan89@gmail.com]
Sent: Sunday, September 08, 2019 10:17 PM

To: Meetze, Jacob M.

Subject: Lee County Truck Route

*** This is an EXTERNAL email. Please do not click on a link or open any attachments unless you are
confident it is from a trusted source. ***

Hello. My name is Wendy Logan and I live in Bishopville, SC. I spoke with you at the last SCDOT public
information meeting last month. I am emailing my personal concerns with the proposed truck route. First of all
I am in favor of no truck route at all for Lee County. Of the 3 possible routes proposed they will all affect me
personally. One of which goes right on top of my house. The other two go thru my front yard and across my
property. These routes will not only affect me, but my sister and parents house as well as our family

business. If we were to be compensated for our house by the state because of the truck route coming, I would
not rebuild or relocate in Lee County even though I have been a life long resident of this county. If that were to
happen, at least we are in the timber business so we know the fair amount for property that has standing timber
on it. Also, if my house is not here anymore, our business would not be here either therefore Lee County losing
a business that has been located here since the 1960's. You are welcome to come and visit and see exactly our
family and business set up anytime and you see how the truck route would ruin us. I hope the ones that are
making the decisions concerning the proposed route will think long and hard about doing what is right and in
the best interest of the county and it's residents and business owners. Thank you for your time,

Wendy Logan



Kristen Maines

From: Meetze, Jacob M. <Meetze)@scdot.org>

Sent: Tuesday, August 27, 2019 8:10 AM

To: Cooper, Christopher B.; Jenkins, Erin N.; Phillips, Henry; Carl Gibilaro; Kristen Maines
Cc: Amado, Bener; Blackwell, Jack C,; Martin, Ken E.

Subject: FW: By-pass Bishopville, SC comment

Kristen and Carl,

Please see the emailed comment we have received from Mr. Willis Woodham.
Thanks,

Jacob

From: Polly Woodham [mailto:pollywoodham2@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, August 26, 2019 8:05 PM

To: Meetze, Jacob M.

Subject: By-pass Bishopville, SC

*** This is an EXTERNAL email. Please do not click on a link or open any attachments unless you are
confident it is from a trusted source. ***

Dear Mr. Meetze,

Building a by-pass around Bishopville sounds like a good idea initially, but if one thinks about it, the idea stinks worse
than the landfill. With the town in such a poor economic state, we need people to be coming to and through town. If
more people are sent around the middle of town and Main St., we will not see the new businesses that are just getting
established grow. There will not be more commerce coming to Bishopville. People will jump on the by-pass and miss the
historic downtown area. If we are to grow our town, we need to encourage people to actually come into town, stop, eat
lunch, shop and see what we have to offer. Building the by-pass will encourage the opposite. There is already an existing
by-pass in 1-20. Additionally, SC’s roads are in terrible condition and the money should be used to repair the existing
poor roads, not build one that is a bad and expensive idea.

Another argument against the by-pass is that it will take farm land out of production. Taking land out of production for
crops is a very bad idea. We need more farmers using the land in the way we have used it for over a century. The world’s
population is booming and crops need to be planted in order to support the masses, as well as the farmers in Lee
County. Additionally, paving over wetlands will disturb wildlife and possibly cause problems for hunters and those who
enjoy the beautiful areas around Lee County. The environmental impact will be devastating to the community and to the
wildlife.

Though | no longer live in Lee County, | am against the by-pass because | love the area and still have family here. Please
listen to the voice of reason and do the will of the people. Do NOT go forward with this proposal.

Sincerely,

Willis J. Woodham
117 Hillbrook Dr.
Spartanburg, SC 29307



Kristen Maines

From: Meetze, Jacob M. <Meetze)@scdot.org>

Sent: Monday, September 9, 2019 9:08 AM

To: Kristen Maines; Shawn Blanchard

Cc: Amado, Bener; Jenkins, Erin N.; Blackwell, Jack C.; Phillips, Henry; Martin, Ken E.; Cooper,
Christopher B.

Subject: FW: Proposed Bishopville bypass

Please see the comment below.
Thanks,
Jacob

Jacob M. Meetze, P.E.

Assistant Program Manager

SCDOT | RPG2 - Pee Dee Region

955 Park Street| Room 508 |Columbia, SC 29202-0191 p (803) 737-1037 | £ (803) 737-1881
meetzej@scdot.org

————— Original Message-----

From: Sandra Mixon [mailto:smixonfam@aol.com]
Sent: Monday, September 09, 2019 7:58 AM

To: Meetze, Jacob M.

Subject: Proposed Bishopville bypass

***% This is an EXTERNAL email. Please do not click on a link or open any attachments
unless you are confident it is from a trusted source. ***

Good morning. How many years has this supposedly unopposed bypass been in the works?
Building this bypass will hurt the Lee County farmers as it cuts thru their farmland.
Agriculture is a big industry here. The proposed bypass goes thru wetlands disturbing the
environment. Property owners are highly upset. SC highways are not currently being
maintained and you want to add more that will need maintenance. None of this makes any
sense. A bypass will also be used by cars thereby eliminating traffic thru Bishopville.
The town is working hard to retain and build the business they have and to start new
businesses. A bypass is not beneficial to Bishopville. So my hope is that the decision
reached will be “No Build”. It does make one wonder why this bypass is being pushed so
hard. Do Not Build The Bypass!

Sent from my iPhone



Kristen Maines

From: Meetze, Jacob M. <Meetze)@scdot.org>

Sent: Monday, September 9, 2019 7:54 AM

To: Kristen Maines; Shawn Blanchard

Cc: Amado, Bener; Phillips, Henry; Cooper, Christopher B.; Jenkins, Erin N.; Martin, Ken E.;
Blackwell, Jack C.

Subject: FW: Bishopville Bypass

Kristen,

Please see the below comment from Marsha Hewitt.

Thanks,

Jacob

From: Marsha Hewitt [mailto:mhewitt1 @ftc-i.net]
Sent: Friday, September 06, 2019 4:33 PM

To: Meetze, Jacob M.

Subject: Bishopville Bypass

*** This is an EXTERNAL email. Please do not click on a link or open any attachments unless you are
confident it is from a trusted source. ***

Mr. Meetze,

Like most other residents of Lee County, | think a bypass around Bishopville is a bad idea, as well as an
enormous waste of government money.

Over the past 40 years, other cities have constructed bypasses or truck routes: Sumter, Lynchburg, Florence,
Hartsville, Pageland, Cheraw, Summerton...the list goes on and on. Without exception, each of those towns
LOST business as traffic was diverted around the business district.

Cities like Florence and Sumter have spent millions of dollars to revitalize their downtowns, while others like
Timmonsville, Lynchburg and Summerton have simply given up. Their business districts have become ghost
towns, and that same scenario is almost inevitable for Bishopville. Traffic will follow the path of least
resistance, so travelers will bypass our downtown entirely. We need tourists!

The proposed routes—wherever they are—will take farmland out of production and pave over

wetlands. People’s property will be seized, and new intersections will add confusion to what is now a straight
route through town.

Our downtown is only a few blocks long, and trucks take mere minutes to go through town. It makes no sense
whatsoever to build a multimillion dollar route around it. More and more trucks are opting to travel on I-95,
which roughly parallels US 15. One astute citizen pointed out that the trucks which do come down US 15 do so
to avoid the weigh stations on the interstate. Has anyone looked at that?

Most importantly, the people of Lee County have repeatedly rejected the idea of a bypass. Most of us feel
that it would be a death sentence for our business district.

Respectfully,

Marsha Hewitt

4900 St. Charles Rd

Bishopville



Kristen Maines

From: Meetze, Jacob M. <Meetze)@scdot.org>

Sent: Wednesday, September 11, 2019 9:52 AM

To: danammixon@yahoo.com

Cc: Phillips, Henry; Amado, Bener; Kristen Maines; Shawn Blanchard; Martin, Ken E,;
Blackwell, Jack C.; Cooper, Christopher B.; Jenkins, Erin N.

Subject: FW: Confirm you received please

Attachments: Bypass.docx

Ms. Dana,

We have received your comment and will have the consultant work on a response.

Thanks,

Jacob

Jacob M. Meetze, P.E.

Assistant Program Manager

SCDOT | RPG2 - Pee Dee Region

955 Park Street| Room 508 |Columbia, SC 29202-0191
p (803) 737-1037 | f (803) 737-1881
meetzej@scdot.org

From: Dana Denny [mailto:danammixon@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, September 10, 2019 11:14 AM

To: Meetze, Jacob M.

Subject: Confirm you received please

*#%* This is an EXTERNAL email. Please do not click on a link or open any attachments unless you are confident it is
from a trusted source. ***

Sent from my iPhone



Dana Mixon
50 Mixon Drive
Bishopville, SC 29010

September 9, 2019

Mr. Jacob Meetze

Project Manager

SC Department of Transportation
PO BOX 191

Columbia, SC 29202

Dear Mr. Meetze,

| am a native Lee Countian who recently moved back home and have been
aware of the possibility of having a bypass around the town of Bishopville.
Having a bypass encourages all traffic to use the bypass and not going through
downtown. This seems counterproductive to the development of our town. The
bypass also goes through wetlands and through farmland that farmers are using
to make a living. The negative factors of a bypass far exceed any good you
think it will bring. Also, this controversy has been going on for many years. |
definitely am in favor of a “NO-BUILD" response by DOT, SCOG as well as local
polificians.

Thank you,

Dana Mixon









August 23, 2019

Mr. Jacob Meetze

SC Department of Transportation
955 Park Street

Columbia, SC 29201

Dear Mr. Meetze,

| am writing as a member of Lee County Council, the owner and operator of a construction
business and the father of a son who farms in Lee County. | operate more than a dozen
commercial trucks through my business and my son operates a number of trucks and heavy
farm eguipment as well. The problem of moving equipment and trucks through downtown
Bishopville is a real safety concern, and based on the projections of SC DOT, the problem is
going to get much worse over the next 10-15 years.

This proposed truck route was needed 15 years ago when it was first proposed at the Santee
Lynches COG, it is more needed today than 15 years ago, and it will be needed even greater 15
vears from now. Every study has confirmed what anyone can see if they stand on Main St. in
Bishopville, trucks are a safety concern and they are ruining local efforts to bring back retail
business and revitalize downtown Bishopville.

The County Council has never taken a position on where a truck route should be built, just that
such a route is needed. From what | understand, every effort will be made to limit the impact of
the new roadway on current property owners who will be impacted. | hope that the two studies
which will have been completed before a final decision regarding a route is made will allow SC
DOT to keep the negative impacts to farmers and residential property owners to a minimum.
That being said, the need for this truck route and moving commercial truck traffic out of the
downtown of Bishopville is clear and this project should move forward as quickly as possible.

Sincerely,

Charles A. Beasley



August 22, 2019

Mr. Jacob Meetze
SCDOT

955 Park Street
Columbia, SC 29201

Dear Mr. Meetze,

| would like to go on record as supporting the Bishopville Truck Route. For nearly four
decades | have been involved in various aspects of Public Safety in Lee County. | have
served as a certified EMT working with the former volunteer and now full time EMS
Department, trained and served as a volunteer fireman, and was elected in 2012 and re-
elected to serve in my current role as the County’s Coroner. The safety of the residents
of Lee County has always been a priority for me and | feel that the issue of large transfer
trucks in the downtown area of Bishopville is a problem for the pedestrians and car
traffic that visit the area. | have spoken to a number of local citizens, especially the
elderly in the community, who have shared their concerns regarding the truck t