


6. Garden Parkway Update, Presenter: Reid Simons, Director of Government and Public

10.

11.

Affairs-North Carolina Turnpike Authority (NCTA)
An update of the Garden Parkway project will be given.

ACTION REQUESTED: Information and discussion only

CMAQ “101” Presentation: Presenter: Bill Duston AICP, Centralina Council of
Governments (CCOG)

Mr. Duston will be discussing the Congestion Mitigation for Air Quality (CMAQ) program
and clarifying why this issue is important in our region. He will also give a brief overview of
eligible projects and ways to meet both emission reduction calculation and local match
requirements.

ACTION REQUESTED: Approve as Presented

Unified Planning Work Program Amendment, Presenter: James H. Graham, AICP,
Principal Transportation Planner

Due to the recent restoration of the rescinded planning funds, the Gaston Urban Area MPO
may receive up to $208,824.

ACTION REQUESTED: Approve as Presented

North Carolina Department of Transportation Project Updates: Robert Collier,
NCDOT BOT Member

New Business

Other Business

MPO Staff Update
a) Gastonia 85X Express Ridership History
b) Next TAC meeting is November 30, 2010

12. Adjournment

If you have any additional items or questions regarding this agenda, please do not hesitate to call
Hank Graham at 704-854-6663, Bernie Yacobucci at 704-854-6604, or Jon Barrett at 704-866-
6980. You can also e-mail us at hankg, berniey, or jonb@cityofgastonia.com respectively.

Serving: Belmont Bessemer City Cramerton Dallas Gaston County Gastonia
Lowell McAdenville Mount Holly Ranlo Spencer Mountain Stanley
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Agenda Item # 6

To: TAC Members

From: Reid Simons, Director of Government and Public Affairs - NCTA
Date: September 28, 2010

Subject: Garden Parkway Project Update

Background:

The NCTA will give an update on the progress of the Garden Parkway.

Action Requested:

Information and discussion only

Serving: Belmont Bessemer City Cramerton Dallas Gaston County Gastonia
Lowell McAdenville Mount Holly Ranlo Spencer Mountain Stanley
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Proposal Submittals

1. One completed digital hard copy version of the CMAQ application must be submitted.
2. Incomplete applications will not be accepted.

3. Each proposal must include a project emission reduction calculation.

4. When applicable, a map showing where the project will be located must be provided.
5. The subcommittee reserves the right to request additional information.

Subcommittee

The TCC chairman will appoint a subcommittee that will review all proposals and make a
recommendation to the full TCC on which projects should be selected for funding. The
subcommittee will select a chairman to lead its efforts.

Draft Schedule

August 11, 2010 TCC Meeting Introduction of CMAQ Prioritization process and
subcommittee formed

September 8, 2010; Jason Wager, CCOG, CMAQ Education Presentation; TCC meets to
provide a draft of ranking criteria methodology.

Week of September 13, 2010; TCC reviews and approves ranking and criteria process;
application submittals can begin

September 28, 2010; TAC approves ranking criteria methodology

September 30, 2010; NCDOT CMAQ submittal deadline

October 22, 2010; Final applications due to Gaston MPO

November 10, 2010; TCC approves ranked project list

November 30, 2010; TAC approves ranked project list

December 1, 2010; MPO submits applications to NCDOT

Action Requested:

Approve as Presented

Serving: Belmont Bessemer City Cramerton Dallas Gaston County Gastonia
Lowell McAdenville Mount Holly Ranlo Spencer Mountain Stanley
















































AVOC

A NOx
ACO
APM,,
APM,
A Total

Emissions - Methodologies / Assumptions

-2.9 kg/day » Emissions reductions were calculated by multiplying VMT
-3.2 kg/day reduction by per-mile emissions factors for a typical summer
NA day, based on MOBILE.

NA

NA

-6.1 kg/day

Technology Improvements - Conventional Bus Replacement
Ohio-Kentucky-Indiana Regional COG, Southwest Ohio

61 Replacement Buses

Purchase of 61 new 40-foot coaches to replace 15-year old ones. The new coaches will
reduce air pollution because they are manufactured to adhere to much stricter air quality
standards than the coaches they replace. The coaches will be equipped with security
cameras and bike racks to increase security and provide multimodal connectability. The
coaches are lift-equipped for disability accessibility. They also come equipped with ITS
equipment and METRO, which are connected to ARTIMIS, allowing the transfer of
information on highways to aid in congestion relief.

Travel Impacts — Methodologies [ Assumptions

A Vehicle trips Methodology does not account for any reduction in person motor

AVMT + 45 bus- vehicle travel, simply the replacement of existing buses. The
miles/day methodology actually assumes an increase in VMT from the

A Speed NA buses, as the new buses travel more.

A Delay NA

Asov NA Average daily VMT for old buses = 77 VMT is the default value

A CP/VP NA for 15-year old urban transit buses using MOBILE 6.2.

A Transit NA

A Walk NA - Average daily VMT for new buses = 122 VMT is the default

A Bike NA

AVOC

A NOx
ACO

APM,,
APM,
A Total

value for 1-year old urban transit buses using MOBILE 6.2.

Emissions — Methodologies /| Assumptions
-9.639 kg/day Calculation used MOBILE 6.2 emissions factors for 15-year old and 1-year
35.530 kg/day old urban transit buses operating on local streets.

-11.639 kg/day

NA e Emissions factors for 15-year old urban transit buses:
NA « VOC = 2.74 g/mile; NOx = 24.20 g/mile; CO = 12.61 g/mile
NA e Emissions factors for 1-year old urban transit buses

* VOC = 0.44 g/mile; NOx = 10.59 g/mile; CO = 6.44 g/mile

Bus emissions are calculated by multiplying VMT by emissions factor.
Total old bus emissions Total new bus emissions = Total emissions
reduction

* VOC: 12934 3295 = 9.639 kg/day

e (0:59499 47860 = 11.639 kg/day
e NOX: 114234 78704 = 35.530 kg/day
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The generalized project lifetimes are as follows:

O3 TAFTTSR MO0 T

Bus Purchase- see Federal Transit Administration schedule for lifetime
Transit Operations Improvements- length of program funding
Park and Ride Lots- 20 years

Intersection Improvements- 10 years

Signal Improvements- 5 years

HOV/ HOT Lanes- 20 years

Telecommuting Center- 10 years

Advocacy and Education- length of program funding

TMO and TMAs- length of program funding

Sidewalks, Bike Lanes, and Greenways- 20 years

ITS Capital Improvements- 10 years

ITS Operations Improvements- 3 years

. Truck Stop Electrification- 10 years

Retrofit Technology- 5 years
Other Project- see Gaston MPO staff

The lifetime pollutant reduction point breakdown is as follows:

a.

oo o

2. Project Cost Effectiveness (20 points possible): What is the CMAQ cost per kilogram of
pollutant removed over the life of the project, with kilograms removed defined by the weighting
process from Criteria #1? Projects that fall in the more-cost effective categories will receive

100,000 or more kilograms removed = 25 points
75,000-99,999 kilograms removed= 20 points
50,000-74,999 kilograms removed= 15 points
10,000-49,999 kilograms removed= 10 points
Less than 10,000 kilograms removed=5 points

additional points. The category breakdowns are as follows:

a.

®cop o

3. Transportation Impact (15 points possible): Will the proposed project improve the
transportation system? Will it improve freight movement or non-single occupant vehicle (SOV)
travel? Will the project address an identified non-vehicular safety issue? If it reduced vehicular
congestion, just how much congestion does it eliminate in terms of hours of delay per day?

a. Promotes multi-modal options, including freight movement (Yes= 5 points, no= 0

b. Improves vehicular, pedestrian, or bicyclist safety (Yes= 2 points, no= 0 points)

c. Reduces congestion (0 points for non-traffic project, 2 points for projects that do
reduce congestion, but did not perform calculation). The following scores are for
those applicants who performed a before and after analysis of congestion:

$24.99 or less per kilogram removed= 20 points
$25.00-549.99 per kilogram removed=15 points
$50.00-$99.99 per kilogram removed= 10 points
$100.00-$199.99 per kilogram removed= 5 points
$200.00 or more per kilogram removed= 0 points

points)

1) Less than 10 seconds of delay per vehicle reduced= 4 points
2) 10-20 seconds of delay per vehicle reduced= 6 points
3) Greater than 20 seconds per vehicle reduced= 8 points



4. Policy and Information Sharing (5 points possible): Does the project intend to educate the
public or community decision makers on how to improve air quality? Does the applicant attempt
to make institutional change in organizations to reduce pollution? (Yes=5 points, no= 0 points)
a. Distributes best practices to public and decision makers
b. Involves institutional changes to agency regarding air quality and transportation

5. Applicant Financial Commitment (5 points possible): Does the applicant have a significant
financial stake in the project? Are they contributing a significant amount of their own resources
towards the total project cost? If so, then they will receive more points than those who may
only contribute the minimum amount necessary. The ranges of percent match of total project
cost, and corresponding points, are as follows:

a. 0-20%=0 points

b. 20-49%= 2 points

c. 50% or more=5 points

6. Project Readiness (10 points possible): Does the project require environmental review? Has
the applicant implemented projects in the past that are of similar complexity? Has the applicant
implemented previous CMAQ, projects, or projects similar in complexity?
a. Environmental considerations
1) Environmental study not prepared= 0 points
2) Environmental document already received, categorical exclusion, or no
environmental review required= 5 points
b. Sponsor's ability to implement: does the applicant have a proven record
implementing projects of similar type or difficulty?
1) Yes=5 points
2) no=0 points

7. Project Maintenance and Management (10 points possible): Has the applicant anticipated
the ongoing maintenance and management obligations of the project? Does the applicant have
a plan, and capability, for maintenance and supervision of completed project?

a. Planand resources in place= 10 points

b. No committed or identified plan and resources= 0 points

8. Concurrency with Existing Plans (10 points possible): Has the proposed project been
identified through a previous planning effort? Does the project help address an issue identified
in one of the following types of plans?

a. Transportation (LRTP, TP, CTP, Bicycle Plan, Pedestrian Plan, or other locally adopted

transportation plan or list for community)

b. Land Use or Comprehensive Plan

c. Recreation Plan

d. Economic Development Plan



Gaston Metropolitan Planning Organization

In the following section, please provide information on how the project addresses the
eight categories in the Gaston MPO’s adopted project ranking criteria.

1. Pollutant Reduction (25 points possible)

Pollutant reductions are calculated by taking the calculated yearly NOx reductions and 25
percent of the PM 2.5 reductions, and then summing the two numbers. This yearly number is
then multiplied by the number of years in the project lifetime. The result is the lifetime pollutant
reduction. Please review the ranking criteria for more details.

2. Project Cost Effectiveness (20 points possible)

What is the CMAQ cost per kilogram of pollutant removed over the life of the project, with
kilograms removed defined by the weighting process from Criteria #17? Projects that fall in the
more-cost effective categories will receive additional points. Please review the ranking criteria
for more details.




Gaston Metropolitan Planning Organization

3. Transportation Impact (15 points)

Will the proposed project improve the transportation system? Will it improve freight movement
or non-single occupant vehicle (SOV) travel? Will the project address an identified non-vehicular
safety issue? If it reduced vehicular congestion, just how much congestion does it eliminate in
terms of hours of delay per day? Please review the ranking criteria for more details.

4. Policy & Information Sharing (5 points possible)

Does the project intend to educate the public or community decision makers on how to improve
air quality? Does the applicant attempt to make institutional change in organizations to reduce
pollution? Please review the ranking criteria for more details.




Gaston Metropolitan Planning Organization

5. Applicant Financial Commitment (5 points possible)

Does the applicant have a significant financial stake in the project? Are they contributing a
significant amount of their own resources towards the total project cost? If so, then they will
receive more points than those who may only contribute the minimum amount necessary.
Please review the ranking criteria for more details.

6. Project Readiness (10 points possible)

Does the project require environmental review? Has the applicant implemented projects in the
past that are of similar complexity? Has the applicant implemented previous CMAQ projects, or
projects similar in complexity? Please review the ranking criteria for more details.

7. Project Maintenance & Management (10 points possible)




Gaston Metropolitan Planning Organization

Has the applicant anticipated the ongoing maintenance and management obligations of the
project? Does the applicant have a plan, and capability, for maintenance and supervision of
completed project? Please review the ranking criteria for more details.

8. Concurrency with Existing Plans (10 points possible)

Has the proposed project been identified through a previous planning effort? Does the project
help address an issue identified in those plans? Please review the ranking criteria for more
details.







Potential CMAQ Projects

Slgnal lmprovements

CHARLOTTE - DOWNTOWN SIGNAL SYSTEM - HMECKLEyB}JBg -]
RALEIGH CITYWIDE UPGRADE OF SIGNAL SYSTEM |wake

SIGNAL TIMING STUDIES ON SELECTED CORRIDORS INHIGH POINTAN ~ |GULFORD |
[ROCKY MOUNT - COMPUTERIZED TRAFFIC SIGNAL SYSTEM ~INasH -
TARBORO MAIN STREET (NC 33/SR 1577)SIGNAL SYSTEM SYNCHRON; v “EDGECBR_ABE"
LEXINGTON - INSTALLATION OF A COORDINATED SIGNAL TIMING SYST ~ |pAvipson T
HICKORY UPGRADE TRAFFIC SIGNAL SYSTEM - N 7 Hﬁfﬁ@? |
HIGH POINT - COMPUTERIZED SIGNALSYSTEM " |GULFORD |
a@(_;nm_ sys_ - wake |
GREENSBORO GREENSBORO SIGNAL/TS SYSTEM REPLACEMENT & EXPANS JeunForo
gAETONlA  COMPUTERIZED SIGNAL € SYSTEI\}I__L S aGASTO.N_-:::"Tji

Road Improvements
|DURHAM - NC 54 FROM I-40 WEST OF NC 751 TO TRIANGLE DRIVE N

e S s SR i e s = - SRS e

GARNER US 70 US 401 & TIIVIBER DR
SALISBURY STATESVILLE BOULEVARD FROM JAKE ALEXANDER BOULEV

S — S—

ROXBORO US 501 SOUTH (GARRETT STREET)FROM SOUTH MAINOST‘REE

CORNELIUS NC 115 AND WASHAM POTTS ROAD

CHARLOTTE TYVOLA ROAD AND OLD PINEVILLE ROAD

CHARLOTTE WOODLAND ROAD AND OLD PINEVILLE ROAD

CLEMMONS - MIDDLEBROOK DRIVE FROM US 158 (CLEMMONS ROAD) TO ~ |FORsYTH
WINSTON-SALEM - CARVER SCROOL:RDAD EEOM AIRPORT ROAD;’O' WHIT —___aFO—R_SFRT

WINSTON- SALEM - PEACH HAVEN ROAD FROM CRES'I:ER RCSAD TOWINCHE HFD_R_SY:I:H -
[BUTNER - EAST LYON STATION ROAD CONNECTOR I ﬁGFéAan_L_E'_:::'
INC 150 FROM NC 279 AT CRERRYVILLE TO LINCOLN COUNTY LINE o 7QBASTON |
II-4E;5L Fﬁ?ﬁiﬁﬂﬁﬁ%m LOOP) FROM Noéﬁzé;éﬁégﬁd (HARRIS H a UME’E?IE&I&G&E{ o
CHARLOTTE - US 74 (INDEPENDENCE BLVD) FROIVI BROOK:E‘;RIRE FREEWA - E CKLENBUROJ —

CARY SR 1652 (HARRISON AVE) FROM I 40 INTERCHANGE TO 305 M

= comm

US 64ISR 2911 (NEW BERN AVE) FROM PEARTREE LN EASTWARD TO SR

GREENSBORO BRYAN BLVD FROM AlRPORT PARKWAY TO EAST OF SR 2 -

I40&|B5

Intersectlon/Turn Lane Improvements

e R B -

CHARLOTTE: INEEPENDENCE BOULEVARD & HARRIS BOOLOIVI:E\OIARD INTERS | __JMECKLENBURG |
CHARLOTTE - REAGAN DRIVE AND SUGAR CREEK ROAD INTERSECTIONI |MECKLENBURG |
_CONCORD INTERSECTION | IMEB@E@_ENIS_AT_E_QPU LAR TEN%EOXE ANEL*JATW'T o ﬂCABARRUg_f;_T——;'
ROCKY MOUNT - INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS AT VARIOUS LOCATIONS ~ |EDGECOMBE
(ﬂF;LbﬁTﬁTEO US 521 g BALLANTYNE C_C;M_I\AONSE}\RKWAY INTE_REE'TTON ' ~ |MECKLENBURG | 7 ' i

e i— e

:MOORESVILLE NC 150-TALBERT ROAD INTERSECTION

- HIREDELL -




IIA_\E_CEQA_LE HIGH PO!NT ; 1N1E5§ECT|0N OF SR 1592 (EDEN_TERR_A_(_;‘_ ) ' ﬁRANEOLEH;ji: ﬁL'
IROXBORO TURN LANE ON RIDGE ROAD AT THE INTERSECTION OF RID IPERSON I
IKANI\TAI;OL_IE_O-ONS_T@CT TURN LANES ON MT OLIVET ROAD AT_NC " |cABARRUS |
Transit Improvements

]lMPLEMENTA@N OF AN EXPRESS TRANSIT ROUTE | BETWEEN KANNAPOLI TiTTﬂROWAN |
ISA_LISBURY ; IMELEMENTAOPROGRAM TO PROVIDE FREE TRANEIT SERV ~ jrowAan |
CHEROKEE - GATLINBURG TRANSIT SHUTTLE ' fswan |
IDA\ABE_O_NEL_JNTY UPGRADE NAm I:[JET_ING STATION TO PERM IpAaviDsoN h :':T|
DAVIDSON COUNTY - PURCHASE TWO NATUWR;\L? EAS VEHICLES TO REPLA o -_"“-__.-.__IIIS_A_;I:O_S__ON“ o |
[E;cIr\IéTON PURCHASE TWO NATURAL GAS VEHICLES TO E{EE[](O:EGASOLO - ﬁDAVIDSON -
CHATHAM TRAN§E’ ﬁpON ROUTE_E_STA—BﬁR A NOON T TRANSIT ROU:I'TEEET:%iilJEHATHiMi - I
LEXINGTON - REPLACEMENT OF TWO GASOLINE POWERED PASSENGER FL IDAVIDSON

DAVIDSON COUNTY - CNG RETROFIT FOR A CHEVROLET 3_506_§|[_§}E_E_AE); - IIDAT\'}IBTSETM::;
DAVIDSON COUNTY - REPLACEIA?E%?@E@TING GASOLINE POWE ~ Ipavibson ]
(CONOVER - MULTI-MODEL TRANSIT FACILITY REHABILITATION ASSIST HCATAWEA |
WETERN PIEDMONT REGIONAL TRANSIT AUTHORITY (WPRTA) PURCHASE |catawea |
MEBEEEVEE IDARK AI\IE RIOE-IE-—A__I;ONG NC 115 NEAR ﬁ?ﬁ o TTTA:;WA JEDELE o _—I
LEXINGTON - REPLACCEMENT OF GASOLINE POWERED PASSENGER FLEET |DAVIDSON

IDAVIDSON COUNTY - REPLACCEMENT OF TWO GASOLINE POWERED PASSE o IBPMESON 7
|AMTRAK TRAIN 73/74 OPERATIONS BETWEEN CHARLOTTE AND RALEIGH T lsTATEWDE
ISTATE_\IVI__DE—TRAYE TIME IMPROVEMENTS TO FREIGHT AND PASSENGE--"TT:T_?::___ ~ |sTATEWDE |
[DURHAM INTERCITY PASSENGER TRAIN sfpﬁ?ﬁwﬂfiii:: ~ |burHAM |
Pedestrian/Bike Improvements

'SALISBURY - SIDEWALKS AT THE SPORTS COMF’LEX FROM RYAN ISTREET o lRowan
SALISBURY - &DEWALI@WEI@ STREETS AROUND SALISBURY HI IIRéM\NTT:jTT
MIT. PLEASANT - SIDEWALKS TO CONNECT NEIGHBORHOODS ANDTOWNH  |CABARRUS
. PLEASANT - SIDEWALKS TO CONNEO'IT @EQEHRI—IOODS AND SCHOOL - ICABARRUS f
DURHAM-BICYCLE PARKING PROGRAM LT
MOORESVILLE - SIDEWALK ON THE EAST SIDE OF MAGNOLIA STREET F |IREDELL
MOORESVILLE - SIDEWALK ON NC 150 FROM IREDELLAVENUE TORHIN '.||EEt>E|_L 7
LINCOLNTOTNWRAIL Td 'ITRAILE)EPANS[ON ALBR_EA_?EIEb;ﬁEBEAROLlN T liNcoin

GREENWAY SPUR OF "HIKE AND BIKE" PROJECT

‘PITTSBORO PEDESTRIAN CONVEYANCE SYSTEM TO THE COMMUNITY CO

LEXING ON RALEIGH ROAD SIDEWALK IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 7 “DAVIDSON

MARSHVILLE SIDEWALK LOOP FROM HIGHWAY 74 AT ELIZABETH AVEN

CREEDMOOR CROSS TOWN F’EDESTRIAN BICYCLE SIDEWALK AND TRAIL - IGRANVILLE

e s BT e e e

iROXBORO SIDEWALK ALONG NORTH MA!N STREET ,lPERSON

CHERRYVILLE SIDEWALKS ALONG NC 150

CHERRYVILLE SIDEWALKS ALONG MOUNTAIN STREE
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Agenda Item # 8

To: TAC Members

From: James H. Graham, AICP, Principal Transportation Planner

Date: September 28, 2010

Subject: Fiscal Year 2010-2011 Unified Planning Work Program (UPWP) Amendment
Background:

On October 5, 2009, the North Carolina Department of Transportation informed Metropolitan
Planning Organizations staff’s statewide that the USDOT had rescinded $5,419,747.00 of
Transportation Planning funds from the state of North Carolina. Attachment A is a copy of the
email notice with specific funding amounts by MPO area. Our rescinded amount was
$208,824.00. A letter dated September 8, 2010 from NCDOT (Attachment B) informed MPO
staff statewide that rescinded Transportation Planning funds have been replaced in full.

At its March 23, 2010 meeting, the Gaston MPO-TAC adopted the FY2010-2011 Unified
Planning Work Program (UPWP) at $412,902.00. As required by federal and state law, the TAC
prior to the end of March of that adopted fiscal year must adopt all major modifications to the
UPWP. The UPWP is adopted annually and identifies the major transportation planning
activities to be undertaken during the fiscal year.

The funding table provided below summarizes the full allocation of all replaced funds
($208,824.00) to various task codes and a brief description of what the funding is for is provided
below. In order to use and draw these funds down, we must program the UPWP over our annual
budget allocation. If all of these funds are spent during FY2010-2011 the Gaston Urban Area
MPO will no longer have an un-obligated fund balance. The proposed FY2010-2011 UPWP
amended budget is $621,726.00.

The attached UPWP amendment table includes both major and minor program changes to ensure
that we stay within budget constraints. The table also includes additional program funds needed
for the implementation of new transportation planning activities. In summary, major planning
program changes include:

Serving: Belmont Bessemer City Cramerton Dallas Gaston County Gastonia
Lowell McAdenville Mount Holly Ranlo Spencer Mountain Stanley
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FY2010-2011 Funding Modifications by Task Code Line Item

. Returned | Amendment
Task Code Description Adopted Allocation Total
1-A Surveillance of Inventory Data
11-A-10 Mapping $20,000 $10,000 $30,000
11-A-12 Bicycle & Pedestrian Facilities Inventory $12,500 $10,000 $22,500
Sub-Total $32,500 $20,000 $52,500
11-B Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP)
11-B-11 Bicycle and Pedestrian Element of the LRTP $12,500 $10,000 $22,500
11-B-18 Air Quality Planning/Conformity Analysis $6,000 $5,000 $11,000
Sub-Total $82,140 $15,000 $97,140
1-A Planning Work Program
Planning Work Program $2,000 $3,000 $5,000
Sub-Total $2,000 $3,000 $5,000
111-B Transportation Improvement Program
Transportation Improvement Program $5,000 $1,000 $6,000
Sub-Total $5,000 $1,000 $6,000
Civil Rights Compliance/Regulatory
1-c .
Requirements
111-C-2 Environmental Justice $7,000 $3,000 $10,000
111-C-6 Public Involvement $8,000 $2,000 $10,000
Sub-Total $15,000 $5,000 $20,000
111-D Incidental Planning & Project Development
111-D-2 Environmental Analysis & Pre-TIP Planning $1,000 $6,000 $7,000
111-D-3 Special Studies $163,482 $143,824 $307,306
Sub-Total $210,482 $149,824 $360,306
I1-E Management and Operations
Management and Operations $50,000 $15,000 $65,000
Sub-Total $50,000 $15,000 $65,000
TOTALS $412,902 $208,824 $621,726

Staff Recommendation

Approve FY2010-2011 UPWP amendment package as presented.

Serving: Belmont Bessemer City Cramerton Dallas Gaston County Gastonia
Lowell McAdenville Mount Holly Ranlo Spencer Mountain Stanley





























