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Figure 1: M
ap of All Candidate Projects.   
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Figure 2: M
ap of Candidate Projects w

ith O
ne-page Snapshots 
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Bridge and Tunnel Projects  
Table 1: Bridge and Tunnel Projects With Snapshots on Following Pages See Appendix A for all “Bridge and Tunnel” project scores. 
  Project Name   From    To  Jurisdiction 

Project 
Utility 

Economic 
Vitality 

Project 
Viability 

Total 
Project 
Score  

INTERSTATEHRBT/I-64 (8-lane) I-64 / I-664 Coliseum Junction 

I-64 / I-564 Junction Multi 75 95 38 208  Third Crossing: Craney Island   Connector and Eastern E-W Tunnel Connector  VA 164 I-564  Multi 69 100  34 203  Third Crossing: Complete  Implementation  Peninsula  Southside  Multi 71 100  30  201  Third Crossing: Craney Island  Connector  and East-West Bridge-  Tunnel Connector  VA 164 & I-64  I-564  Multi  68  90  32  190  Third Crossing: East-West Bridge- Tunnel Connector I-564  I-664  Multi 68 90  29 187  

Third Crossing: I-664 Widening 
I-64 / I-664  Coliseum Junction 

I-64 / I-664 Bowers Hill Junction 
Multi 65 82 32 179  

HRBT/I-64 (6-lane) Settler’s Landing Rd 
I-64 / I-564 Junction Multi 68  95 8 171  I-64 Southside Widening (includes  High-Rise Bridge replacement) I-64 / I-464 Junction 

I-64 / I-664 Bowers Hill Junction 
CHE 75  85 0 160   

PRIMARYMidtown Tunnel / MLK Freeway extension  Hampton Blvd I-264  Multi 74 82 86 242 Dominion Boulevard  Oak Grove   Connector  Cedar Road CHE 95 45 81 221 
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Hampton Roads Bridge-Tunnel (8-lane Option) 

Project Description Project Utility 
75 

SYSTEM:  Interstate (Bridges and Tunnels) 
FROM:  I-64/I-664 
TO:  I-64/I-564 
DESCRIPTION OF WORK: Per recent PPTA proposal submitted to VDOT, expand capacity across Hampton Roads from 4 lanes to 8 lanes and expand approaches from 4 lanes to 6 lanes.   

 
Economic Vitality 

95  
Project Viability 

38  
Total Project Score 

208  
Estimated Total 

Construction Cost 
$3.5 to $4.5 Billion Cost Source: Virginia Department of Transportation PPTA Proposal 

 

Summary of Prioritization Scores Overview of Prioritization Ranking 
 

• Development of an EIS for an expansion of the HRBT was recently begun.  VDOT also recently received a PPTA proposal for the expansion and is accepting proposals for 120 days.  
• Project reduces severe recurring congestion at the primary gateway to South Hampton Roads.    
• Project significantly improves regional travel time and reliability to major employment centers, port facilities, defense installations, and tourist destinations.  

Project Name From To Jurisdiction 

Total 
Project 
Score  

INTERSTATE 
HRBT/I-64 (8-lane) I-64 / I-664 Coliseum Junction 

I-64 / I-564 Junction 
Multi 208  Third Crossing: Craney Island   Connector and Eastern E-W Tunnel Connector  VA 164 I-564  Multi 203  Third Crossing: Complete  Implementation  Peninsula  Southside  Multi 201  Third Crossing: Craney Island  Connector  and East-West Bridge-  Tunnel Connector  VA 164 & I-64  I-564  Multi  190  Third Crossing: East-West Bridge- Tunnel Connector I-564  I-664  Multi 187  Third Crossing: I-664 Widening 

I-64 / I-664  Coliseum Junction 
I-64 / I-664 Bowers Hill Junction Multi 179  HRBT/I-64 (6-lane) Settler’s Landing Rd 
I-64 / I-564 Junction Multi 171  I-64 Southside Widening (includes  High-Rise Bridge replacement) I-64 / I-464 Junction 

I-64 / I-664 Bowers Hill Junction CHE 160 
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Third Crossing: Craney Island Connector and Eastern E-W Tunnel 

Project Description Project Utility 
69 

SYSTEM:  Interstate (Bridges and Tunnels) 
FROM:  I-64/I-564 
TO:  VA-164 
DESCRIPTION OF WORK:  
• New 4-lane East-West Bridge-Tunnel 

connector from Craney Island to Norfolk 
 

• New 4-lane limited access Craney Island 
Connector from E-W B/T Connector to VA-
164 
 

• New 4-lane limited access Intermodal 
Connector from I-564 to E-W B/T Connector; 
widen I-564 

 
Economic Vitality 

100 
 

Project Viability 
34 

 
Total Project Score 

203  
Estimated Total 

Construction Cost 
$2.1 Billion Cost Source: Virginia Department of Transportation  

 

Summary of Prioritization Scores Overview of Prioritization Ranking 
 

• This project is composed of components of the Third Crossing, which has a NEPA process completed and ROD rendered.    
• The project provides a new access opportunity inside the Beltway and access to Craney Island.    
• Project significantly improves travel time and reliability to major employment centers, port facilities, defense installations, and tourist destinations.  

Project Name From To Jurisdiction 

Total 
Project 
Score  

INTERSTATE HRBT/I-64 (8-lane) I-64 / I-664 Coliseum Junction 
I-64 / I-564 Junction 

Multi 208  Third Crossing: Craney Island   Connector and Eastern E-W Tunnel Connector  VA 164 I-564  Multi 203  Third Crossing: Complete  Implementation  Peninsula  Southside  Multi 201  Third Crossing: Craney Island  Connector  and East-West Bridge-  Tunnel Connector  VA 164 & I-64  I-564  Multi  190  Third Crossing: East-West Bridge- Tunnel Connector I-564  I-664  Multi 187  Third Crossing: I-664 Widening 
I-64 / I-664  Coliseum Junction 

I-64 / I-664 Bowers Hill Junction Multi 179  HRBT/I-64 (6-lane) Settler’s Landing Rd 
I-64 / I-564 Junction Multi 171  I-64 Southside Widening (includes  High-Rise Bridge replacement) I-64 / I-464 Junction 

I-64 / I-664 Bowers Hill Junction CHE 160  
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Third Crossing: Complete Implementation
Project Description Project Utility 

71 
SYSTEM:  Interstate (Bridges and Tunnels) 
 

FROM:  Peninsula 
 

TO:  Southside 
 

DESCRIPTION OF WORK:  
• New 4-lane multimodal East-West Bridge-Tunnel 

connector from I-664 to Norfolk,  
• New 4-lane limited access Craney Island 

Connector from E-W B/T Connector midpoint to 
VA-164, 

• New 4-lane limited access multimodal Intermodal 
Connector from I-564 to E-W B/T Connector; 
widen I-564 

• Widen I-664 to 6-lanes (CH/SU) and 8-lanes plus 
multi-modal lanes (NN/HM)  

 
Economic Vitality 

100 
 

Project Viability 
30 

 
Total Project Score 

201 
 

Estimated Total 
Construction Cost 

$5.4 Billion Cost Source: Virginia Department of Transportation  
 

Summary of Prioritization Scores Overview of Prioritization Ranking 
 

• The Third Crossing Complete Implementation project has a completed NEPA process and ROD rendered.    
• The project provides new multi-modal options between the Peninsula and Southside and associated benefits of a new facility (Craney Island access, evacuation routes).  
• Project significantly improves travel time and reliability to major employment centers, port facilities, defense installations, and tourist destinations.  

Project Name From To Jurisdiction 

Total 
Project 
Score  

INTERSTATE HRBT/I-64 (8-lane) I-64 / I-664 Coliseum Junction 
I-64 / I-564 Junction 

Multi 208  Third Crossing: Craney Island   Connector and Eastern E-W Tunnel Connector  VA 164 I-564  Multi 203  Third Crossing: Complete  Implementation  Peninsula  Southside  Multi 201  Third Crossing: Craney Island  Connector  and East-West Bridge-  Tunnel Connector  VA 164 & I-64  I-564  Multi  190  Third Crossing: East-West Bridge- Tunnel Connector I-564  I-664  Multi 187  Third Crossing: I-664 Widening 
I-64 / I-664  Coliseum Junction 

I-64 / I-664 Bowers Hill Junction Multi 179  HRBT/I-64 (6-lane) Settler’s Landing Rd 
I-64 / I-564 Junction Multi 171  I-64 Southside Widening (includes  High-Rise Bridge replacement) I-64 / I-464 Junction 

I-64 / I-664 Bowers Hill Junction CHE 160 
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Third Crossing: East-West Bridge-Tunnel Connector & Craney Island Connector 
Project Description Project Utility 

68 
SYSTEM:  Interstate (Bridges and Tunnels) 
FROM:  I-64/I-564 
TO:  I-564 (Future) / I-664 & VA-164 
DESCRIPTION OF WORK:  
• New 4-lane multimodal East-West Bridge-Tunnel 

connector from I-664 to Norfolk 
 

• New 4-lane limited access Craney Island 
Connector from E-W B/T Connector to VA-164 
 

• New 4-lane limited access multimodal Intermodal 
Connector from I-564 to E-W B/T Connector 
 

• Widen I-564 from I-64 to future Intermodal 
Connector to 8-lanes 
 

 
Economic Vitality 

90 
 

Project Viability 
32 

 
Total Project Score

190 
 

Estimated Total 
Construction Cost 

$2.9 Billion Cost Source: Virginia Department of Transportation  
 

Summary of Prioritization Scores Overview of Prioritization Ranking 
 

• This project is a component of the Third Crossing which has a NEPA process completed and ROD rendered.    
• The project provides a new access opportunity inside the Beltway and evacuation route.    
• Project improves travel time and reliability to major employment centers, port facilities, defense installations, and tourist destinations.  

Project Name From To Jurisdiction 

Total 
Project 
Score  

INTERSTATE HRBT/I-64 (8-lane) I-64 / I-664 Coliseum Junction 
I-64 / I-564 Junction 

Multi 208  Third Crossing: Craney Island   Connector and Eastern E-W Tunnel Connector  VA 164 I-564  Multi 203  Third Crossing: Complete  Implementation  Peninsula  Southside  Multi 201  Third Crossing: Craney Island  Connector  and East-West Bridge-  Tunnel Connector  VA 164 & I-64  I-564  Multi  190  Third Crossing: East-West Bridge- Tunnel Connector I-564  I-664  Multi 187  Third Crossing: I-664 Widening 
I-64 / I-664  Coliseum Junction 

I-64 / I-664 Bowers Hill Junction Multi 179  HRBT/I-64 (6-lane) Settler’s Landing Rd 
I-64 / I-564 Junction Multi 171  I-64 Southside Widening (includes  High-Rise Bridge replacement) I-64 / I-464 Junction 

I-64 / I-664 Bowers Hill Junction CHE 160 



                                                                              Costs are in Year-of-Expenditure dollars.   

 Hampton Roads Transportation Planning Organization | Prioritization of Transportation Projects: Project Evaluation and Scoring | Page 9  

 

Third Crossing: East-West Bridge-Tunnel Connector 
Project Description Project Utility 

68 
SYSTEM:  Interstate (Bridges and Tunnels) 
FROM:  I-64/I-564 
TO:  I-564 (Future) / I-664 
DESCRIPTION OF WORK:  
• New 4-lane multimodal East-West Bridge-

Tunnel connector from I-664 to Norfolk 
 

• New 4-lane limited access multimodal 
Intermodal Connector from I-564 to E-W B/T 
Connector 
 

• Widen I-564 from I-64 to future Intermodal 
Connector to 8-lanes 
 

 
Economic Vitality 

90 
 

Project Viability 
29 

 
Total Project Score

187 
 

Estimated Total 
Construction Cost 

$2.2 Billion Cost Source: Virginia Department of Transportation  
 

Summary of Prioritization Scores Overview of Prioritization Ranking 
 

• This project is a component of the Third Crossing which has a NEPA process completed and ROD rendered.    
• The project provides a new access opportunity inside the Beltway and evacuation route.    
• Project improves travel time and reliability to major employment centers, port facilities, defense installations, and tourist destinations.  

Project Name From To Jurisdiction 

Total 
Project 
Score  

INTERSTATE HRBT/I-64 (8-lane) I-64 / I-664 Coliseum Junction 
I-64 / I-564 Junction 

Multi 208  Third Crossing: Craney Island   Connector and Eastern E-W Tunnel Connector  VA 164 I-564  Multi 203  Third Crossing: Complete  Implementation  Peninsula  Southside  Multi 201  Third Crossing: Craney Island  Connector  and East-West Bridge-  Tunnel Connector  VA 164 & I-64  I-564  Multi  190  Third Crossing: East-West Bridge- Tunnel Connector I-564  I-664  Multi 187  Third Crossing: I-664 Widening 
I-64 / I-664  Coliseum Junction 

I-64 / I-664 Bowers Hill Junction Multi 179  HRBT/I-64 (6-lane) Settler’s Landing Rd 
I-64 / I-564 Junction Multi 171  I-64 Southside Widening (includes  High-Rise Bridge replacement) I-64 / I-464 Junction 

I-64 / I-664 Bowers Hill Junction CHE 160  
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Third Crossing:  I-664 Widening
Project Description Project Utility 

65 
SYSTEM:  Interstate (Bridges and Tunnels) 
FROM:  I-64/I-264/I-664 at Bowers Hill 
TO:  I-64/I-664 at Coliseum 
DESCRIPTION OF WORK: Widen I-664 to 6-lanes (CH/SU) and 8-lanes (NN/HM)  

 

 
Economic Vitality 

82 
 

Project Viability 
32 

 
Total Project Score 

179 
 

Estimated Total 
Construction Cost 

$2.5 Billion Cost Source: Virginia Department of Transportation  
 

Summary of Prioritization Scores Overview of Prioritization Ranking 
 

• This project is a component of the Third Crossing which has a NEPA process completed and ROD rendered.   
• Project would expand capacity between Peninsula and Southside and improve recurring congestion at Bowers Hill.   
• Project improves regional travel time and reliability to major employment centers, port facilities, defense installations, and tourist destinations.  

Project Name From To Jurisdiction 

Total 
Project 
Score  

INTERSTATE HRBT/I-64 (8-lane) I-64 / I-664 Coliseum Junction 
I-64 / I-564 Junction 

Multi 208  Third Crossing: Craney Island   Connector and Eastern E-W Tunnel Connector  VA 164 I-564  Multi 203  Third Crossing: Complete  Implementation  Peninsula  Southside  Multi 201  Third Crossing: Craney Island  Connector  and East-West Bridge-  Tunnel Connector  VA 164 & I-64  I-564  Multi  190  Third Crossing: East-West Bridge- Tunnel Connector I-564  I-664  Multi 187  Third Crossing: I-664 Widening 
I-64 / I-664  Coliseum Junction 

I-64 / I-664 Bowers Hill Junction Multi 179  HRBT/I-64 (6-lane) Settler’s Landing Rd 
I-64 / I-564 Junction Multi 171  I-64 Southside Widening (includes  High-Rise Bridge replacement) I-64 / I-464 Junction 

I-64 / I-664 Bowers Hill Junction CHE 160 
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Hampton Roads Bridge-Tunnel (6-lane Option) 

Project Description Project Utility 
68 

SYSTEM:  Interstate (Bridges and Tunnels) 
FROM:  Settler's Landing Road 
TO:  I-64/I-564 
DESCRIPTION OF WORK: Add capacity by widening from 2 lanes in each direction to 3 general purpose lanes in each direction. 

 

 
Economic Vitality 

95 
 

Project Viability 
8 
 

Total Project Score 
171 

 
Estimated Total 

Construction Cost 
$3.0 Billion Cost Source: HRTPO Planning Level Estimate 

 

Summary of Prioritization Scores Overview of Prioritization Ranking 
 

• Development of an EIS for an expansion of the HRBT was recently begun.    
• Project provides for expanded capacity between Peninsula and Southside.   
• Project improves regional travel time and reliability to major employment centers, port facilities, defense installations, and tourist destinations.  

Project Name From To Jurisdiction 

Total 
Project 
Score  

INTERSTATE HRBT/I-64 (8-lane) I-64 / I-664 Coliseum Junction 
I-64 / I-564 Junction 

Multi 208  Third Crossing: Craney Island   Connector and Eastern E-W Tunnel Connector  VA 164 I-564  Multi 203  Third Crossing: Complete  Implementation  Peninsula  Southside  Multi 201  Third Crossing: Craney Island  Connector  and East-West Bridge-  Tunnel Connector  VA 164 & I-64  I-564  Multi  190  Third Crossing: East-West Bridge- Tunnel Connector I-564  I-664  Multi 187  Third Crossing: I-664 Widening 
I-64 / I-664  Coliseum Junction 

I-64 / I-664 Bowers Hill Junction Multi 179  HRBT/I-64 (6-lane) Settler’s Landing Rd 
I-64 / I-564 Junction Multi 171  I-64 Southside Widening (includes  High-Rise Bridge replacement) I-64 / I-464 Junction 

I-64 / I-664 Bowers Hill Junction CHE 160 
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Southside Widening 

Project Description 

 

Project Utility 
75 

SYSTEM:  Interstate (Highways) 
FROM:  I-64/I-464 
TO:  I-64/I-264/I-664 at Bowers Hill 
DESCRIPTION OF WORK: Add capacity by widening from 2 lanes in each direction to 3 general purpose lanes in each direction. Replace the High-Rise Bridge 

 

 
Economic Vitality 

85 
 

Project Viability 
0 
 

Total Project Score 
160 

 
Estimated Total 

Construction Cost 
$1.1 Billion Cost Source: Virginia Department of Transportation  

 

Summary of Prioritization Scores Overview of Prioritization Ranking 
 

• The I-64 Southside Widening project has no progress towards an EIS.    
• Project reduces congestion and expands an evacuation route.    
• Project greatly improves travel time and reliability to major employment centers, port facilities, defense installations, and tourist destinations.  

Project Name From To Jurisdiction 

Total 
Project 
Score  

INTERSTATE HRBT/I-64 (8-lane) I-64 / I-664 Coliseum Junction 
I-64 / I-564 Junction 

Multi 208  Third Crossing: Craney Island   Connector and Eastern E-W Tunnel Connector  VA 164 I-564  Multi 203  Third Crossing: Complete  Implementation  Peninsula  Southside  Multi 201  Third Crossing: Craney Island  Connector  and East-West Bridge-  Tunnel Connector  VA 164 & I-64  I-564  Multi  190  Third Crossing: East-West Bridge- Tunnel Connector I-564  I-664  Multi 187  Third Crossing: I-664 Widening 
I-64 / I-664  Coliseum Junction 

I-64 / I-664 Bowers Hill Junction Multi 179  HRBT/I-64 (6-lane) Settler’s Landing Rd 
I-64 / I-564 Junction Multi 171  I-64 Southside Widening (includes  High-Rise Bridge replacement) I-64 / I-464 Junction 

I-64 / I-664 Bowers Hill Junction CHE 160  
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Midtown Tunnel and Martin L. King Freeway extension 
 

Project Description 

 

Project Utility 
74 

SYSTEM:  Primary (Bridges and Tunnels) 
FROM:  Hampton Boulevard 
TO:  I-264 
DESCRIPTION OF WORK:  
• Build new 2-lane tunnel, upgrade existing 2-

lane tunnel 
 

• Extend MLK Freeway from existing termini 
to I-264 
 

• Safety improvements at the Downtown 
Tunnel 
 

 
Economic Vitality 

82 
 

Project Viability 
86 

 
Total Project Score 

242 
 

Estimated Total 
Construction Cost 

$1.3 Billion Cost Source:  Virginia Department of Transportation  
Summary of Prioritization Scores Overview of Prioritization Ranking 

 
• The Midtown Tunnel/MLK Freeway Extension project is currently undergoing PPTA negotiations; NEPA process is complete and ROD rendered.   
• Project reduces significant recurring congestion, and serves the region with expanded capacity across the Elizabeth River.    
• Project greatly improves travel time and reliability to major employment centers, port facilities, defense installations, and tourist destinations.  

Project Name From To Jurisdiction 
Total Project 

Score  
PRIMARY Midtown Tunnel / MLK Freeway extension  Hampton Blvd I-264  Multi 242 

Dominion Boulevard  Oak Grove   Connector  Cedar Road CHE 221  MLK Freeway extension to I-464  I-464  I-264/MLK Freeway North  POR 176  
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Dominion Boulevard 
 

Project Description Project Utility 
95 

SYSTEM:  Primary (Bridges and Tunnels) 
FROM:  Great Bridge Boulevard 
TO:  Cedar Road 
DESCRIPTION OF WORK: Widen from 2-lane undivided arterial to a 4-lane limited access highway, add urban interchanges at Great Bridge Blvd, Bainbridge Blvd, and Cedar Rd, replacing the Steel drawbridge into a fixed span bridge. 

 

 
Economic Vitality 

45 
 

Project Viability 
81 

 
Total Project Score 

221 
 

Estimated Total 
Construction Cost 

$435 Million Cost Source:  City of Chesapeake 
 

Summary of Prioritization Scores Overview of Prioritization Ranking 
 

• The Dominion Boulevard project has a NEPA process complete and FONSI rendered, and ROW Acquisition/Utilities Coordination underway.  Tolling options are being evaluated.  
• Project reduces congestion by upgrading a 2-lane road to a limited-access 4-lane facility with a fixed span bridge.   
• Project provides moderate travel time and reliability improvements to major employment centers and tourist destinations.  

Project Name From To Jurisdiction 
Total Project 

Score  
PRIMARY Midtown Tunnel / MLK Freeway extension  Hampton Blvd I-264  Multi 242 

Dominion Boulevard  Oak Grove   Connector  Cedar Road CHE 221 MLK Freeway extension to I-464  I-464  I-264/MLK Freeway North  POR 176 
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Highway Projects 
Table 2: Highway Projects With Snapshots on Following Pages 
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  Project Name   From   To Jurisdiction
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Peninsula Widening 

Project Description Project Utility 
85 

SYSTEM:		-���������	D���! �'�E	

FROM:		0��������	(�����	D�%��	<BBE	

TO:		6(7>GG	D�%��	<?<E	

DESCRIPTION OF WORK:	 (��	 �������'	 3'	
 �������	 ����	 <	 �����	 ��	 ���!	 ���������	 ��	 9	
�������	 �������	 �����	 ���	 >	 ��6	 ����	 ��	 ���!	
���������#	

 

 
Economic Vitality 

75 
 

Project Viability 
18 

 
Total Project Score

178 
 

Estimated Total 
Construction Cost 

$779 Million 
+���	�������		6�������	����������	��	


�������������	
 

Summary of Prioritization Scores Overview of Prioritization Ranking 
	

• (	6��
	����'	��	-7F?	3�� ���	�������	
����	���	
��!����	
 ��	�������'	3����#				
	

• �������	 �������	 ����������1	 ��������	 �����'1	 ���	 �%�����	
����	��	����������	�����#	
	

• �������	���������'	 ��������	������7 ���	������	����	�������	
��	 �����	 �����'����	 �������1	 ����	 ����������1	 �������	
�������������1	���	�������	������������#			

	

Project Name From To Jurisdiction
Total Project 

Score	
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Northern Peninsula Widening 

Project Description Project Utility 
73 

SYSTEM:		-���������	D���! �'�E	

FROM:	6(7>GG	D�%��	<?<E	

TO:	6(79=	D�%��	<<AE		

DESCRIPTION OF WORK:	 (���'���	 ��	 -7F?	
��������	 ��	 
��!����	 ��	 ��������'	 3����	
���������	 ��	 6��
	 ����'#	 	 ���������	 ���	
��������������	 ��	 �	  �������	 ��	 ?	 �����	 ��	 ���!	
���������#	

 

 
Economic Vitality 

38 
 

Project Viability 
8 
 

Total Project Score
119 

 
Estimated Total 

Construction Cost 
$1.1 Billion 

+���	�������		�

��	��������	"����	
��������	���	-7F?	��	�������	
����#	

 

Summary of Prioritization Scores Overview of Prioritization Ranking 
	

• (	6��
	����'	��	-7F?	3�� ���	�������	
����	���	
��!����	
 ��	�������'	3����#			�-�	!��	���	3���	���������#	
	

• �������	��������	�����'	���	�%�����	�������'	��	��	����������	
�����#	
	

• �������	 ���������'	 ��������	 ������	 ����	 ���	 �����3����'	 ��	
�������	������������#	

	

Project Name From To Jurisdiction
Total Project 

Score	

	

INTERSTATE	

-7F?	���������	.�������
0��������	(��	D�%��	

<BBE


����	>GG	D�%��	

<?<E
/���� 178 

-7F?	8���!���	���������	
.�������	


����	>GG	D�%��	<?<E 8� 	)���	+" /����
119 

    

    

    

     

 
  



                  																																																												+����	���	��	Year-of-Expenditure	�������#			

	
�������	
����	
�������������	��������	������������	�	��������������	��	
�������������	���������	�������	����������	���	�������	�	����	>C		

 

George Washington Memorial Highway Corridor Widening 
Project Description 

	

Project Utility 
82 

SYSTEM:		������'	D���! �'�E	

FROM:		�������	���! �'	

TO:		����	
���	

DESCRIPTION OF WORK:	 .����	 ����	 ?7����	
�������	��������	��	�	F7����	�������	��������# 	

 

 
Economic Vitality 

40 
 

Project Viability 
80 

 
Total Project Score

202 
 

Estimated Total 
Construction Cost 

$57 Million 
+���	�������		6�������	����������	��	


�������������	
 

Summary of Prioritization Scores Overview of Prioritization Ranking 
	

• 
!�	�������	!��	�	8��(	�������	��������	���	
��	��������1	
���	������	���	
�.&���������	����� �'#		
	

• �������	��������	��	����������	�����	���	��������	�����'#	
	

• �������	 ��������	 ��������	 ������	 ����	 ���	 �����3����'	
������������	��	�����	�����'����	�������#	

	

Project Name From To Jurisdiction
Total Project 

Score	

PRIMARY	


����	>A	D,#.#	/�������	
���! �'E

�������	� '	D
����	>9?E ����	
�	 4�
) 202

:�	?F=	
��������� ������2	*'����	��	:�	BC ������	,�����	+����'	��	-7<GB /���� 187 
����!�������	���2 �'	L	
,����3���

-7<F? +!������2�	�%�' /���� 180 


����	>A	D,#.#	/�������	
���! �'E

����	
�
���3��!	*���&,��� ��	8��2	

�	D
����	>A9E

4�
) 146


����	F=	
�������� 8� ����	8� �	+" *�� 	$����	
� 0++ 140

����	>A	D,#.#	/�������	
���! �'E

8� ����	8� �	+" 6�����'	*���	D
����	>A>E 4�
) 109


����	>A	D,#.#	/�������	
���! �'E

���3��!	*���&,��� ��	
8��2	
�	D
����	>A9E

$���	������	*���	D
����	>=BE 4�
) 109


����	>A	D,#.#	/�������	
���! �'E

6�����'	*���	D
����	>A>E �������	� '	D
����	>9?E 4�
) 108


����	>A>	D6�����'	
*��������E

�������	� '	D
����	>9?E ��H�����	+" 4�
) 106


����	>A	D,#.#	/�������	
���! �'E

$���	������	*���	D
����	>=BE +������	*����� 4�
) 106
 
  



                  																																																												+����	���	��	Year-of-Expenditure	�������#			

	
�������	
����	
�������������	��������	������������	�	��������������	��	
�������������	���������	�������	����������	���	�������	�	����	>G		

 

Corridor Improvements 
Project Description Project Utility 

71 
SYSTEM:		������'	D���! �'�E	

FROM:		������2	*'����	

TO:		-7<GB	D������	,�����	+����'1	6(E	

DESCRIPTION OF WORK:	 *����	 �� 	 ?7����	
�������	 ������	 ���� �'	 ��������	 ��	 �%������	
���������	 ��������#	 	 6��
	 ��	 ��������'	
����� ���	 �!���	 ��
(	 ���������1	  ��!	
������������	�����	�������	����	N>#B	*������	��	
N<#A	*������#			

	

Economic Vitality 
53 

	

Project Viability 
63 

	

Total Project Score 
187 

	

Estimated Total 
Construction Cost 

$1.5 to $2.7 Billion 
	 +���	�������	6�������	����������	��	


�������������	��
(	���������	D�����E		
 

Summary of Prioritization Scores Overview of Prioritization Ranking 
	

• 
!�	 :�	 
����	 ?F=	 �������	 !��	 8��(	 �������	 ��������	 ���	

��	��������	���	�!���	��
(	���������	3����	����� ��#		
!�	
������	��	��3���	��3���'	������	3'	��������#	
	

• �������	 ��������	 ���	 �	 �� 	 �������7������	 �����	 ��&����	 �!�	
������1	���������	���	�	������'	��!�����	����������	�����	���	
��������	�����'#			
	

• �������	 ������'	 ��������	 ������	 ����	 ���	 �����3����'	 ��	 ����	
����������1	�������	�������������1	���	�������	������������#	

	

Project Name From To Jurisdiction
Total Project 

Score	

PRIMARY	

����	>A	D,#.#	/�������	
���! �'E

�������	� '	D
����	
>9?E

����	
�	 4�
) 202

:�	?F=	
��������� ������2	*'����	��	:�	BC ������	,�����	+����'	��	-7<GB /���� 187 
����!�������	���2 �'	L	
,����3���

-7<F? +!������2�	�%�' /���� 180 


����	>A	D,#.#	/�������	
���! �'E

����	
�
���3��!	*���&,��� ��	8��2	

�	D
����	>A9E

4�
) 146


����	F=	
�������� 8� ����	8� �	+" *�� 	$����	
� 0++ 140

����	>A	D,#.#	/�������	
���! �'E

8� ����	8� �	+" 6�����'	*���	D
����	>A>E 4�
) 109


����	>A	D,#.#	/�������	
���! �'E

���3��!	*���&,��� ��	
8��2	
�	D
����	>A9E

$���	������	*���	D
����	>=BE 4�
) 109


����	>A	D,#.#	/�������	
���! �'E

6�����'	*���	D
����	>A>E �������	� '	D
����	>9?E 4�
) 108


����	>A>	D6�����'	
*��������E

�������	� '	D
����	
>9?E

��H�����	+" 4�
) 106


����	>A	D,#.#	/�������	
���! �'E

$���	������	*���	D
����	
>=BE

+������	*����� 4�
) 106
 
  



                  																																																												+����	���	��	Year-of-Expenditure	�������#			

	
�������	
����	
�������������	��������	������������	�	��������������	��	
�������������	���������	�������	����������	���	�������	�	����	<=		

 

Southeastern Parkway and Greenbelt 
Project Description Project Utility 

80 
SYSTEM:		������'	D���! �'�E	

FROM:		-7<F?	

TO:		-7F?&-7?F?	

DESCRIPTION OF WORK:	 *����	 �� 	 ?7����	
�������	 ������	 !��! �'1	 ���������	 ����7 ���	
������	 ��	 �������	 ������������1	 ���	 ��������'	
����������	��	��	�����������	��	���������	-7<F?#	

 

 
Economic Vitality 

80 
 

Project Viability 
20 

 
Total Project Score 

180 
 

Estimated Total 
Construction Cost 

$2.5 Billion 
+���	�������		+��'	��	6�������	*���!	

 

Summary of Prioritization Scores Overview of Prioritization Ranking 
	

• 
!�	 ����!�������	 ���2 �'	 ���	 ,����3���J�	 �������������	
����� 	�������	 ��	����������	3'	$�.(	��	8����3��	<=>=#			
	

• �������	��������	�	�� 	�������7������	!��! �'	���	����������	
3�������	��	����������	���������	���	�� 	����������	�����#						
	

• �������	 ������'	 ��������	 ������	 ����	 ���	 �����3����'	 ��	 �����	
�����'����	�������1	����	 ����������1	�������	 �������������1	���	
�������	������������#	

	

Project Name From To Jurisdiction
Total Project 

Score	

PRIMARY	

����	>A	D,#.#	/�������	
���! �'E

�������	� '	D
����	>9?E ����	
�	 4�
) 202

:�	?F=	
��������� ������2	*'����	��	:�	BC ������	,�����	+����'	��	-7<GB /���� 187 
����!�������	���2 �'	L	
,����3���

-7<F? +!������2�	�%�' /���� 180 


����	>A	D,#.#	/�������	
���! �'E

����	
�
���3��!	*���&,��� ��	8��2	

�	D
����	>A9E

4�
) 146


����	F=	
�������� 8� ����	8� �	+" *�� 	$����	
� 0++ 140

����	>A	D,#.#	/�������	
���! �'E

8� ����	8� �	+" 6�����'	*���	D
����	>A>E 4�
) 109


����	>A	D,#.#	/�������	
���! �'E

���3��!	*���&,��� ��	
8��2	
�	D
����	>A9E

$���	������	*���	D
����	>=BE 4�
) 109


����	>A	D,#.#	/�������	
���! �'E

6�����'	*���	D
����	>A>E �������	� '	D
����	>9?E 4�
) 108


����	>A>	D6�����'	
*��������E

�������	� '	D
����	>9?E ��H�����	+" 4�
) 106


����	>A	D,#.#	/�������	
���! �'E

$���	������	*���	D
����	>=BE +������	*����� 4�
) 106



                  																																																												+����	���	��	Year-of-Expenditure	�������#			

	
�������	
����	
�������������	��������	������������	�	��������������	��	
�������������	���������	�������	����������	���	�������	�	����	<>		

Multimodal Passenger Transportation Projects 
 
Table 3: Multimodal Passenger Transportation Projects with Snapshots on Following Pages 

���	(������%	(	���	���	
������	�������	������#	
	

  Project Name   From   To Jurisdiction
Project 
Utility

Economic 
Vitality

Project 
Viability

Total 
Project 
Score

	
FIXED GUIDEWAY

6*	$�%��	,���� �'	

������	�������	

8�����2	+"	O	"

		
��������	D8� �� �	
�E	

���������� 6* CA G? <9 204 

	
(	�����!��	��	�!�	Richmond to Hampton Roads Passenger Rail Project	��	����	��������	��	�!�	����� ���	�����#			
	 	



                  																																																												+����	���	��	Year-of-Expenditure	�������#			

	
�������	
����	
�������������	��������	������������	�	��������������	��	
�������������	���������	�������	����������	���	�������	�	����	<<		

Virginia Beach Fixed Guideway Project 
Project Description Project Utility 

87 
SYSTEM: $�%��	,���� �'	

FROM:		8� �� �	
���	�������	

TO:		6�������	*���!	����������	

DESCRIPTION OF WORK:	 +�����������	 ��	
$�%��	 ,���� �'	 �'����	 �����	 ���������	 ��	
�3�������	 8�����2	 ����!���	 D8�E	 
�������#		
(�����	 �������	 ����	 ����	 ���	 ��	 8�	 ��������	 ��	
*������2	 
���	 ��	 �!�	 ����������	 ���	 3����	
���������#			

 

 
Economic Vitality 

94 
 

Project Viability 
23 

 
Total Project 

Score 
204 

 
Estimated Total 

Construction Cost 
+����	���	��������'	3����	

���������	��	����	��	6�������	
*���!	
������	�%�������	����'

+���	�������	�������	
����	

������	

	

Summary of Prioritization Scores Overview of Prioritization Ranking 
	

• 
!�	6�������	*���!	$�%��	,���� �'	�������	��	��������'	�����	
����'	 D6�������	 *���!	 
������	 �%�������	 ����'EM	 
�.	
��H��������&���������	������������	����� �'#		
	

• �������	�������	���������1	��	�������3��	 ��!	6�������	*���!J�	
���������	 ,�� �!	 (����1	 ���	 ��������	 �����������'	 ��	 �!�	
8�����2	"

#	
	

• �������	 ��������	 �� 	 ������	 �������	 ���	 �����	 �����'����	
�������	���	�������	������������#	

	

Project Name From To Jurisdiction
Total Project 

Score	

FIXED GUIDEWAY	

6*	$�%��	,���� �'	

������	�������

8�����2	+"	O	"

	��������	
D8� �� �	
�E	

����������	 6* 204 

8����	�������	8�����2	
$�%��	,���� �'	
������			
�������	

8�����2	+"	O	"

		��������	
D8� �� �	
�E	

8����	�������	8�����2 8�
 187

���������	$�%��	
,���� �'	
������	�������	
D(9		(��������E	

+!������!��	8� ����		
:��������'	

����������	������ 88 113

���������	$�%��	
,���� �'	
������	�������	
D(>		(��������E	

8� ����	8� �	+��'	���� ���3��!	*���	 88 111

     
     
     
     



                  																																																												+����	���	��	Year-of-Expenditure	�������#			

	
�������	
����	
�������������	��������	������������	�	��������������	��	
�������������	���������	�������	����������	���	�������	�	����	<9		

Richmond to Hampton Roads Passenger Rail Project	

 
  

Estimated Total 
Construction Cost 

$785 Million 
	

+���	�������	6�������	����������	��	
���	
���	��3���	
�������������	

	
N?AB	�������	����	D<==C	�������E	��	��-�	

 ��	���������	��	'���7��7�%���������	
�������	�����	�������	<=<B	����	��	

���������	���	
��!����	��	�������	

����	���������	
���	�������	
���	-	

��-�#	
	

Summary of Prioritization Scores

Project Description

SYSTEM:		-�������'	���������	
���	

FROM:		�������	
����	

TO:		
��!����&8���!����	+�������	

DESCRIPTION OF WORK:		
• Enhancement work along the existing 

Peninsula intercity passenger rail 
corridor to improve service/reliability 
(79-mph, 3 daily roundtrips)   
	

• Enhancement work along the Norfolk 
Southern rail line to bring higher speed 
passenger rail service (90-mph, 6 daily 
roundtrips) to the Southside. 


!�	 
��!����	 ��	 �������	 
����	 ���������	 
���	 �������	 ��	 �	 �����������	 ��������	
��������������	�������	���	�!�	�������	
����	������#	(	
���	-	�-�	��	��������'	3����	���������	
 ��!	 �!�	 $
(1	  !��!	 �!��	  ���	 ���� 	 �!�	 ������	 ��	 ������	 �	 
���	 --	 �-�	 �������1	 ����'���	
��������	�������	��	�!�	�������1	���	���	��	������	�� ����	����������	�!�	8��(	�������#		
!�	
�
�
	 !��	 ��������	 NG=	 �������	 ��	 3����	 ��	 �����������'1	 ����'	 ���������	 �������	 ��	 �!�	
����!����1	 ��������	 ��	 $4	 <=>?1	 ���	 �!�	 +��'	 ��	 8�����2	 ��	 3�������	 �	 ����������	 �������	
�������	��	�������	���������	����	�������	 ��!	�����������'	��	��!��	��������	�������	��������#		
��������������	�������	 ��	���	���������	���	�!��	�������	�����	��	�������	��������	���	�����	
�������������	 ���	 �!�	 ������	 !��	 3���	 ����������	 ��	 �!�	 �������	 ��������	 3'	 �!�	 �

��	
*����#			



                  				

	
�������	
����	
�������������	��������	������������	�	��������������	��	
�������������	���������	�������	����������	���	�������	�	����	<?		

Intermodal Transportation Projects 
 
Table 4: Intermodal Transportation Projects With Snapshots on Following Pages 

���	(������%	(	���	���	-���������	
�������������	�������	������#	
	

  Project 
Name

  From   To Jurisdiction
Project 
Utility

Economic 
Vitality

Project 
Viability

Total 
Project 
Score

	
URBAN

+����'	
-�����	(�����	

���

6(	>F?	���	
/�����	
���

+����'	-�����	/�����	
�������	 ��!	
-�����!����	���	+���������	��	
�����3��!	
����	+�������

��
 AB F= B? 189 

	
(	�����!��	��	�!�	Intermodal Connector Project	��	����	��������	��	�!�	����� ���	�����#				 	



                  				

	
�������	
����	
�������������	��������	������������	�	��������������	��	
�������������	���������	�������	����������	���	�������	�	����	<B		

Craney Island Access Road 
Project Description Project Utility 

75 
SYSTEM: :�3��	

FROM:		6(7>F?	

TO:		+����'	-�����	/�����	
�������	D$�����E	

DESCRIPTION OF WORK:	+�����������	��	 � �	
����	 ���������	 ��������	 ����	 6(7>F?	 D.������	
$��� �'E	 ��	 +����'	 -�����	 /�����	 
�������	
D$�����E#	+�����������	��	��	������!����	��	6(7
>F?	���	�!�	�� 	��������#	

 

 
Economic Vitality 

60 
 

Project Viability 
54 

 
Total Project 

Score 
189 

 
Estimated Total 

Construction Cost 
$400 Million	

+���	�������	6�������	����	
(��!����'	

	
	

Summary of Prioritization Scores Overview of Prioritization Ranking 
	

• 
!�	 +����'	 -�����	 (�����	 
���	 �������	 ��	 ��������'	 �����	
�������������	 ����� 1	 ��������'	 ������1	 ���	 
�.	
��H��������&���������	������������	����� �'#		
	

• �������	 ��������	 ��������7����1	 ������	 ����������	 ���� �'	
������	���	������	+����'	-�����	/�����	
�������#	
	

• �������	���� �	����!��	��������	�����������	��	������	+����'	
-�����	/�����	
�������	

	

Project Name From To Jurisdiction
Total Project 

Score	

URBAN	

+����'	-�����	(�����	

���

6(	>F?	���	/�����	
���

+����'	-�����	/�����	

�������	 ��!	-�����!����	
���	+���������	��	�����3��!	

����	+�������

��
 189 

$����'	(��	$�'���� ������	��

����	>9&99A	�		.��!������	
��

�:$ 139

�������	*���	D
����	
99AE		-�����!����	7	-��@�	

�������	*���		,���	
-����������


��������	(��&������	
		��	

�������	*��� 8�
 115

     
     
     
     
     



                  				

	
�������	
����	
�������������	��������	������������	�	��������������	��	
�������������	���������	�������	����������	���	�������	�	����	<F		

Intermodal Connector	

 
  

Estimated Total 
Construction Cost 

$170 Million 
	

+���	�������	6�������	����������	��	

�������������	

	
	
	

Summary of Prioritization Scores

Project Description

SYSTEM:	-���������	

FROM:		-7BF?	&	-7F?	0�������	

TO:		�������	*��������	

DESCRIPTION OF WORK:	 	 8� 	 ?7����	
�������	 ������	 ����������	 -���������	
+��������	 ����	 -7BF?	 ��	 �������	 *���	 ���	
$�����	�7.	*&
	+��������M	 ����	-7BF?		

• -���������	 +��������	 ��	 �	 ���������	 ��	 �!�	 
!���	 +�������1	  !��!	 !��	 �	 
��#	 	 
!�	 -���������	
+��������	�������	��	���	���������	��	�!�	��������������	����	���	��	�!�	-���������	+��������	3����	
����'	������	��	�!�	�������	�4-�#		
	

• �������	��������	��������	����	����������	���������1	��������	�����	������	�����	��	8����	�������	
8�����21	���	��������	�����!�	���	�������'	�������	��� 	��	�!�	����#		
	

• �������	 ������������'	 ��������	 ������	 ����	 ���	 �����3����'	 ��	 �����	 �����'����	 �������1	 �������	
�������������1	���	����	����������#	
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�������������	��������	������������	�	��������������	��	
�������������	���������	�������	����������	���	�������	�	����	<A		

Highway Interchange Projects 
 
Table 5: Highway Interchange Projects With Snapshots on Following Pages 

���	(������%	(	���	���	���! �'	-�����!����	�������	������#	
	

  Project Name   From   To Jurisdiction
Project 
Utility

Economic 
Vitality

Project 
Viability

Total 
Project 
Score

	
INTERSTATE

-7F?	O	8����� 	
(�����	-�����!����

-���������	F?	
����3����

8����� 	(�����	
����3����&.���3����

8�
 FA 9< GA 196 

	

 
  



                  				

	
�������	
����	
�������������	��������	������������	�	��������������	��	
�������������	���������	�������	����������	���	�������	�	����	<C		

Interchange at Norview Avenue
Project Description Project Utility 

67 
SYSTEM: -���������	

FROM:		-���������	F?	�*	

TO:		8����� 	(�����	�*&.*	

DESCRIPTION OF WORK:		
• Closure of existing I-64 at Norview exit 

ramp. 
 

• Construction of new exit ramp north of 
interchange, accessing EB and WB 
Norview Avenue 
 

 
Economic Vitality 

32 
 

Project Viability 
97 

 
Total Project 

Score 
196 

 
Estimated Total 

Construction Cost 
$7.9 Million	

+���	�������	6�������	����������	
��	
�������������	

 

Summary of Prioritization Scores Overview of Prioritization Ranking 
	

• 
!�	-���������	F?	-�����!����	��	8����� 	(�����	�������	
������	 ��	 �����'	 ��������#	 
�.	 ��H��������&���������	
������������	����� �'#		
	

• �������	 ��������	 ��!�����	 �����'	 3�������	 ���	 �������	
��������	���������#	
	

• �������	 ��������	 ��!�����	 ������	 ��	 8�����2	
-������������	(������#	

	

Project Name From To Jurisdiction

Total 
Project 
Score	

INTERSTATE	

-7F?	O	8����� 	(�����	-�����!���� -���������	F?	����3����
8����� 	(�����	
����3����&.���3����

8�
 196 

-7<F?&.���!���2	-�����!���� 8(	 8(	 6* 192
-7<F?	�*	
���	����	-7F?	.* +���� 	�����	 .���!���2	
���	 /���� 179
-7F?	-�����!����	O	"������	(����� -���������	F?	.���3����	 "������	(�����	 �/ 170
-7<F?&-�����������	*���	-�����!���� 8(	 8(	 6* 168
-7F?&?F?	-�����!���� -���������	F?	����3����	 -���������	?F?	8���!3����	 +�� 154
-7BF?	O	+!��3���	$����	D(��	
�������	

-�����!����E
8(	 8(	 8�
 150 

-7F?	O	$�#	������	*��� 8(	
8(	
	

88 149

-7<F?&"'��!����	-�����!����	�!���	
--	

8(	 8(	 6* 137
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Appendix A:  Complete Prioritization Scores 
 
-�	 �!�	 ����� ���	 �����1	 �	 �������	 ��	 ��������������	 ������	 ���	 ���	 ���������	 ��������	 ��	 ��������#	 	 ��������	 ���	 ���������	 3'	 �������	
�������'	D!��! �'�1	!��! �'	������!�����1	3������	���	�������1	�������1	���	����������E#		��������	���	����!��	���������	3'	���� �'	
�'����1	�%����	�������	D���������	3'	�������	����E#	
	

!�	����� ���	��3���	!���	�������	�!�	��������	�������	!��!���	 ��!��	���!	���������	��	�!�	����	��	 ���	��	�!�	�����	�������	�����#		
$��	!��! �'	��������1	�!�	���	���	��������	���	�������#		$��	!��! �'	������!�����	���	3������	���	�������1	�!�	���	����	��������	���	
�������#		$��	����������	���	�������	��������1	�!�	���	� �	��������	���	�������#	

 
  



Project�Name From To Jurisdiction Project�Utility Economic�
Vitality Project�Viability Total�Project�

Score

-7F?	���������	.������� 0��������	(��	D�%��	<BBE 
��	>GG	D�%��	<?<E /���� CB AB >C 178
-7F?	8���!���	���������	.������� 
��	>GG	D�%��	<?<E 8� 	)���	+" /���� A9 9C C 119


����	>A	D,#.#	/�������	���! �'E �������	� '	D
����	>9?E ����	
�	 4�
) C< ?= C= 202
:�	?F=	
��������� ������2	*'����	��	:�	BC ������	,�����	+����'	��	-7<GB /���� A> B9 F9 187
����!�������	���2 �' -7<F? +!������2�	�%�' /���� C= C= <= 180

����	>A	D,#.#	/�������	���! �'E ����	
� ���3��!	*���&,��� ��	8��2	
�	D
����	>A9E 4�
) AG 9< 9B 146

����	F=	
�������� 8� ����	8� �	+" *�� 	$����	
� 0++ FA <A ?F 140

����	>A	D,#.#	/�������	���! �'E 8� ����	8� �	+" 6�����'	*���	D
����	>A>E 4�
) AC <F B 109


����	>A	D,#.#	/�������	���! �'E ���3��!	*���&,��� ��	8��2	
�	D
����	>A9E $���	������	*���	D
����	>=BE 4�
) AC <F B 109


����	>A	D,#.#	/�������	���! �'E 6�����'	*���	D
����	>A>E �������	� '	D
����	>9?E 4�
) A9 9= B 108

����	>A>	D6�����'	*��������E �������	� '	D
����	>9?E ��H�����	+" 4�
) AB <F B 106

����	>A	D,#.#	/�������	���! �'E $���	������	*���	D
����	>=BE +������	*����� 4�
) A> 9= B 106

����	>A	D,#.#	/�������	���! �'E >	��	8���!	��	+������	*����� /���	�� ,"� FA 9= B 102


����	>A>	D6�����'	*��������E ,�����	.��!������	/�������	� '	D
����	>AE �������	� '	D
����	>9?E 4�
) FA <9 B 95


����	>A	D,#.#	/�������	���! �'E /���	�� (�2	
�	 ,"� ?G <> B 75
:�	<BC	.������� :�	?F= ������	�� -�. ?C >B C 71

����!	+!���!	������ *�����'	���2	
� 
��3��	�� -�. BA >A >9 87
/������ �	
���	�%������� 8���!���	
�������	��	/������ �	
� 
��!��3���	��&+���2��	
� 0++ B> <= B 76
*�����'	���2	
��� �#	+!���!	�� 8�2�	���2	
� -�. ?> <= B 66
�2�����	+���2	+��������	D
��	F=&>?9	

+��������E
,����	/����	�2 '	-�� /�������	
�	D
��	>?9E 0++ 9? <B B 64

"'��!����	�2 ' +����������	
��2 -�����	
����	
� 6* F< 9= GG 191
�������	
���	D
����	BCE 
����	BC	*'����	
��� =#A	�����	 ���	��	/������	*�����	
� �:$ AB 9? A> 180
/�����	,�����	*��� 0��������	(�� .�� ��2	*���	D
��	F=E 88 BB 9C AG 172
.'�!�	+���2	
��� (��!��	�� �������	+" ��P F9 <F AC 167

8��������	�2 '	D
����	99AE	�!���	-- �����	��	D�!���	-	"�����E +!������2�	+" �:$ F< >G AC 159

/������'	� ' "� ��'	
� 
�3��	����	
� 8�
 FG <F F< 157
���3����	
��� 8����	�2 ' ��������	(���	
� 6* 9C << GB 155
*�����	
���	D
����	>AE /����	,�� ��	*����� +!������2�	+" �:$ A= 9? B= 154

�����2�	
��� ���������!	*��� +�����������	(�� ��
 9C >< G< 142
�������	
��� 8����	�2 ' ���	8��2	
� 6* BC << F> 141
.���!���2	
��� -7<F? 6�������	*���!	*��� 6* C= <C 99 141
��������	
��� 8� ����	8� �	+" *��	*��!��	
� �/ ?C <B FF 139
���������!	*�������� 0�����	
� +!������2�	+��'	"��� +�� B9 << F9 138

����	F=	
�������� $���	������	*���	 0����	+��'	+" 88 FB << ?C 135
/�#	��������	
���1	�!���	> +!������2�	�%�' ��!������	
� +�� BG <F ?G 134
.'�!�	+���2	
���	L	*����� +��������	�!�����	*��� ��H�����	+" �/ A= <? 9= 124
+����	
��� (�3�������	�� *����������	*��� +�� C= <F >B 121
0#	+�'��	/�����	*���	D
����	>AE -7F? 4��2	+" 88 A? <A >9 114
���	8��2	
��� �������	
� ���2������	
� 6* FA ?A = 114
�������	
��� 
�������	
� -�����������	*��� 6* AF <C >= 114
"��2��	
��� 
���3���	
� ������	�� 6* 9C >A BG 114
���	8��2	
��� ���2������	
� "�����	*�����	
� 6* FC ?> = 109
-�����	
����	
��� "'��!����	�2 ' ��3� 	
� 6* ?= >A B< 109
(�2�����	*��������	�!���	> .�� ��2	*���	D
��	F=E 0��������	(�� 88 B9 << 9< 107
6�������	*���!	*��� ,������2	
� 8� �� �	
� 8�
 FB <? >B 104
-�����	
����	
��� +����������	
��2 $������	�2 ' 6* A< << >= 104
/�#	��������	
���1	�!���	< ��!������	
� +����������	
��2 +�� F< <F >B 103
$����	+�������	
� ���	��������	�2 ' 6(	*���!	*��� 6* FB <C >= 103
�'����	�����	
��� 0��������	(�� .�� ��2	*���	D
��	F=E 88 A9 <C = 101
*���3�����	(�� /���� �	
����� -7<F? 8�
 FA <F A 100
"��2��	
��� ������	�� 9=�!&9>��	�� 6* ?F >A 9A 100
8� �� �	
��� *�2��	
� 6�������	*���!	*��� 6* AF <? = 100

INTERSTATE

PRIMARY

URBAN

SECONDARY

��������	3'	�

��	�����

Highway Projects
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Project�Name From To Jurisdiction Project�Utility Economic�
Vitality Project�Viability Total�Project�

Score

0��������	(�����	D
����	>?9E ,����	,����	"��� $���	������	*���	D
����	>=BE 88 FB <> >9 99
�������	*��� <>��	�� 9C�!	�� 8�
 BA 9> >= 98
��3� 	
�&���	8��2	
� -�����	
����	
� ��������	(���	
��� 6* ?> << 9B 98
.���	8��2	�2 '	�%�@� ��3� 	
� 8���!	"������	
� 6* F> <A >= 98
"�����	+���2	
��� 
��� ����	�� �!���	�� 8�
 BB <9 >G 97
6�����'	*��� .'�!�	+���2	
� 4��2	+" ��P FB << >= 97
+����������	
��2 )���������	
� -�����	
����	
� 6* F= <A >= 97

�������	
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� 6* BC <C >= 96
����!	-�����������	*��� �������	
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���� 6* A= <F = 96
-�����������	*��� ��'����	
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��������	(���	
��� ����������	
� �����	
� 6* A> <9 = 94
����������	
��� )���������	
� ��������	(���	
� 6* BF <F >= 92
+����������	
��2 +!������2�	+" )���������	
� 6* B? <F >= 90
���	8��2	
��� ��������	(���	
� �������	
� 6* FA <9 = 90

"�3���'	���2 �'	D������2	����'	�����E �'����	�����	
� $������	.�' 88 9< <A 9= 89

�!���	����� 8�����2	+" �������	�������	
� 6* F= <C = 88
-�����������	*��� ���3��!	*���	D
����	>A9E $���	������	*���	D
����	>=BE 88 ?A <= <= 87

�������	
��� *��2���	*��� "'��!����	�2 ' 6* BG <C = 87
8� �� �	
��� 6�������	*���!	*��� +���� 	�� 8�
 BA <? B 86
,������	*���!	*��� ������	*��� ���	8��2	
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-���3����	
���	D
�#	F>BE 
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��� "���!���	+�������� .*, ?G << >B 86
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� 6* B< << >= 84
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��� 6�������	*���!	*��� .��������	
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� 6* ?< >A >= 69
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�	D
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�����	
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.���	8��2	�2 '	�%�@� 8���!	"������	
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����	
� 6* 9= <A >= 67
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��� )���������	
� +����������	
��2 +�� ?? >A B 66
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��� ���	8��2	
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� 6* ?? << = 66
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����	>AE �� '���	/���	
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���� +�� <G <> >B 65
0�����	������ +�����������	�� -�����������	*��� 6* 9C >A >= 65
.�����	
���	�!���	< ���	6������	
� 0�!���� �	
� +�� ?F >< B 63
8���!	"'��!����	
��� )����	,����	
� 6�������	*���!	*��� 6* ?F >A = 63
������	����� 
�������	
� ����!	"'��!���	
� 6* ?F >A = 63
.�����2�	�����	�%������ .�����2�	�� *����������	*��� +�� 9F <= F 62
����!	"'��!����	
��� 6�������	*���!	*��� "'��!����	�2 ' 6* ?? >A = 61
(������	(�����	
��� .���	
� ��������	*���	D:�	>A	����!E +�� <G <B B 59
*������2	
��� -7<F? 6�������	*���!	*��� 6* ?< >A = 59
+��������	������ .���!���2	
��� +���������	(�� 6* ?< >A = 59
��������	(���	
��� ����3�����	
� -�����	
����	
� 6* 9? << = 56
������������	
��� .�� ��2	*���	D
��	F=E 0��������	(�� 88 99 << = 55
-�����	
����	
��� ��3� 	
� 8���!	"������	
� 6* <C >A >= 55
.�����	
���	�!���	> .��!������	�� ���	6������	
� +�� 99 >< B 50
-�����	
����	
��� .���	8��2	
� 8���!	"������	
� 6* <C <= = 48
�����	
��� ��3� 	
� 8���!	"������	
� 6* 9= >A = 47
���3����	
��� ��������	(���	
�	D8���!E ��������	(���	
�	D����!E 6* <G >A = 46

URBAN

��������	3'	�

��	�����

Highway Projects
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Project Name From To Jurisdiction Project Utility Economic 
Vitality Project Viability Total Project 

Score

-7F?&8����� 	(��	-�����!���� -���������	F?	����3���� 8����� 	(�����	����3����&.���3���� 8�
 FA 9< GA 196
-7<F?&.���!���2	-�����!���� 8( 8( 6* G< F9 9A 192
-7<F?	�*	
���	����	-7F?	.* +���� 	�� .���!���2	
� /���� A? F? ?> 179
-7F?	-�����!����	O	"������	(����� -���������	F?	.���3���� "������	(����� �/ FF 9? A= 170
-7<F?&-�����������	*���	-�����!���� 8( 8( 6* G= FA >> 168
-7F?&?F?	-�����!���� -���������	F?	����3���� -���������	?F?	8���!3���� +�� AB B? <B 154
-7BF?	O	+!��3���	$����	D(��	
�������	-�����!����E 8( 8( 8�
 A? B9 <9 150
-7F?	O	$�#	������	*��� 8( 8( 88 CB ?G >B 149
-7<F?&"'��!����	-�����!����	�!���	--	 8( 8( 6* A> B> <9 145
-7F?	-�����!����	O	*����	*���&���3��!	*��� 8( 8( 88 AB B< >? 141
-7F?&+��'	"���	-�����!����	���	(������� -7F? +����������	
��2 /���� BB 9C <> 114
-7F?	O	/������'	� ' /������'	���! �'	8���!3���� -7F?	����3���� 8�
 ?9 9< B 80
-7FF?&
�������	(�����	-�����!���� -7FF?	��	
�������	-�����!���� 0��������	(��	���	><�!	��# 88 ?> <? = 65

Chesapeake Expressway Interchange @ Mt. Pleasant Road NA NA CHE 61 26 15 102

Northampton Blvd/Shore Dr Interchange NA NA VB 58 31 10 99

INTERSTATE

URBAN

PRIMARY

��������	3'	�

��	�����

Highway Interchange Projects
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Bridge and Tunnel Projects
Project Name From To Jurisdiction Project Utility Economic 

Vitality Project Viability Total Project 
Score

HRBT/I-64 (8-lane) I-64 / I-664 Coliseum Junction I-64 / I-564 Junction Multi 75 95 38 208Third Crossing: Craney Island Connector and Eastern E-W Tunnel Connector VA 164 I-564 Multi 69 100 34 203Third Crossing: Complete Implementation Peninsula Southside Multi 71 100 30 201Third Crossing: East-West Bridge-Tunnel Connector & Craney Island Connector I-564 VA 164 & I-664 Multi 68 90 32 190Third Crossing: East-West Bridge-Tunnel Connector I-564 I-664 Multi 68 90 29 187Third Crossing: I-664 Widening I-64 / I-664 Coliseum Junction I-64 / I-664 Bowers Hill Junction Multi 65 82 32 179

INTERSTATE

Third Crossing: I-664 Widening I-64 / I-664 Coliseum Junction I-64 / I-664 Bowers Hill Junction Multi 65 82 32 179HRBT/I-64 (6-lane) Settler’s Landing Rd I-64 / I-564 Junction Multi 68 95 8 171I-64 Southside Widening (includes High-Rise Bridge replacement) I-64 / I-464 Junction I-64 / I-664 Bowers Hill Junction CHE 75 85 0 160

Midtown Tunnel / MLK Freeway extension Hampton Blvd I-264 Multi 74 82 86 242Dominion Boulevard Oak Grove Connector Cedar Road CHE 95 45 81 221MLK Freeway extension to I-464 I-464 I-264/MLK Fwy North POR 86 90 0 176

Route 60 John Lesner Bridge (Shore Drive) East Stratford Rd Vista Circle VB 66 52 55 173Fort Eustis Boulevard Bridge Replacements over Lee Hall Warwick Blvd I-64 NN 58 28 80 166

PRIMARY

URBAN

Resevoir Warwick Blvd I-64 NN 58 28 80 166Route 17 (Bridge Rd) Crittenden Rd Bennets Pasture Rd SUF 64 36 50 150Kings Highway Bridge Governors Wharf Lighthouse Dr SUF 60 29 50 139Warwick Blvd Bridge Replacement over Lake Maury Gatewood Rd J. Clyde Morris Blvd NN 68 17 50 135High Street (Churchland Bridge) Shenadoah St High Point Dr POR 64 23 45 132Washington Avenue Bridge Replacement over Northrop Grumman Railroad Spur 39th St 41st St NN 56 2 53 111Bridge Street Bridge Rudd Ln Marrow St HM 49 0 53 102

Prepared by HRTPO Staff Hampton Roads Transportation Planning Organization | Prioritization of Transportation Projects: Project Evaluation and Scoring | Page 33 



Project�Name From To Jurisdiction Project�Utility Economic�
Vitality Project�Viability Total�Project�

Score

6*	$�%��	,���� �'	
������	�������
8�����2	+"	O	"

	��������	

D8� �� �	
�E	
���������� 6* CA G? <9 204

8����	�������	8�����2	$�%��	,���� �'	
������	�������
8�����2	+"	O	"

	��������	

D8� �� �	
�E	
8����	�������	8�����2 8�
 CG CC >= 187

���������	$�%��	,���� �'	
������	�������	D(9	(��������E	 +!������!��	8� ����	:��������' ����������	������ 88 F9 ?= >= 113

���������	$�%��	,���� �'	
������	�������	D(>	(��������E	 8� ����	8� �	+��'	���� ���3��!	*���	 88 B? BA = 111

$���	$���'	������� 8� ����	8� � 8����	�������	8�����2	���	8�����2	.�������� /���� F9 FA = 130


��!����	��	�������	
����	���������	
���	������� 
��!���� �������	
���� /���� 8&( 8&( 8&( N/A

Fixed�Guideway

Maritime�Transit

Passenger�Rail

��������	3'	�

��	�����

Multimodal Passenger Transportation Projects
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Project�Name From To Jurisdiction Project�
Utility

Economic�
Vitality Project�Viability Total�Project�

Score

+����'	-�����	(�����	
��� 6(	>F?	���	/�����	
���
+����'	-�����	/�����	
�������	 ��!	-�����!����	���	

+���������	��	�����3��!	
����	+�������
��
 AB F= B? 189

$����'	(��	$�'���� ������	�� 
����	>9&99A	�	.��!������	�� �:$ A? B= >B 139

�������	*���	D
����	99AE	-�����!����	7	-��@�	
�������	*���	,���	-���������� 
��������	(��&������	�� �������	*��� 8�
 F= BB = 115

URBAN

��������	3'	�

��	�����

Intermodal Transportation Projects
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�������	
����	
�������������	��������	������������	�	��������������	��	
�������������	���������	�������	����������	���	�������	�	����	9F		

Appendix B:  Regional Transportation Project Dot Maps 
 
-�	 �!�	 ����� ���	�����1	�	����������	��	���	����	 ���	��������	�������	 ��	 �!��	 ������	 ��	 ��������#	 	
!�	���	����	�����	 ����	����	 �!��	
 ����	���	�!�	�������1	���	!��!���!�	�!�	�����	��	�!�	��������	�������	 ��!��	�!�	������#	
	
��������	 ��!	���	����	�������	�!�	����� ����	
	

• �������	
����	*�����7
�����	DC	�����E	

• 
!���	+��������	+�������	-�������������	

• /���� �	
�����	&	/�����	"#	)���	$��� �'	�%�������	&	�� ��� �	
�����	

• ��������	*��������	

• -7F?	����!����	.�������	

• -7F?	���������	.�������	

• :�	
����	?F=	

• ����!�������	���2 �'	���	,����3���	
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H
am

pton Roads Bridge-Tunnel (8 lanes) 
 1 D

ot = 100 Trip Ends 
There are two trip ends for each trip, one at the place of origin and on at the destination. 
 Estimate is for the year 2034. 

   
 

 

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!
!

!
! !! !! !!!!! !! !!! ! !
! !!! !! ! !! !!! !! !! !!
!

!!!
!
!!

!
!!!!
!!! !
! !

!
!

!

!!!!
!
!
!

!
! !!!

!

!!!
!! ! !

! !
!!

!!!
!

! ! !!!! !! !!!
! ! !!!

!
! !
!

! !! !!! ! !! !

!! ! !
!

! !
!! !! !!

! !
! !

!
!
! !
!
!

!
!

!

! !
!
!

! !!
!

!

!
! !

! !!! ! ! !
!

!!! ! !!!

!
!

!
! !

! !
!! !!! !! ! !! ! !!! ! !!!

!!!
!! !!! !

! ! ! !
!

!

!! ! ! !

!!!
!

!!
!

!! ! !

!! ! ! ! !! ! !! !!! ! !!!! ! !!! !! !! !! ! ! !!
! !! !!! ! !! ! !! !! ! !!!! !!!! !!!! !! !!! !!! !!! !! !! !! ! !!

! ! !!! ! !
!

!!
!! !

!
! ! !!

!
!! !!! !! ! !!! !! !! ! !! !

!! !

!!
! !

! !
!! !

!!
!

!
!!!! ! !!
!
!

!
!

!
!

!! !! !! !
!!!
! !!!

!
!

!!
!

!
!

!!!
!!

!
!

!!

!

!! !!! !
!
! !

!! ! !
!
!
!!!!

!

!!
!

!
!

!!

!

! !!!

!
!
!
!
!

!
!

!!
!

!
!
! !

!
!! ! !

!! ! !!
!!

!
!
!

!!
!!

! !
! !
!

!
!

!!
!
! ! !!
! !
! ! !! !

!
!!!

!
!
! !!

!!
!

!!
!!
!
! !

!!
!

!
!

!
!
!

! !
!

!
! !!

! !
!

!

!!

!

!

!
!!!

!

! !!
!!

!

!
!

!
! !

! !!
! ! !
!
!
!! !!!

!!

!
!!
!
!

! !!

!!

!
!!

! !! !
!! !
!! !

!

!
!
!

!!!
!
!!
!

!
! !!

!
!!

!!
!!

! !
!

! !
!!

!!

!
!

!
! ! !

!

!!
!

! !! !!
!
!

!!
!

! !
!

!
!

! ! ! !!!

!!!!
! !!!

!!!!
! !

!! !!
!
!

! !!!! !!! !
!

!
!

!

!

!

!
!!

! ! !
!!
!

! !!
!! !
!!

! ! !!
! !!

!
! !
!!

! !

! !

!
!!

!!
!

!
!

! !

!
!

! !
!

!! !

!
!

!!

!!

! !

!

!!
!

!
!
!

!
!
!

!
!

!

!

!!!!!

!
!

! !

!

!

!!

!

!
!
!

!
!! !

!
!

!

!! !

!

!

!
!! !

!!! !!

!

!
!

!

!

!
!! !

!

!
!

!
!

! !
!

!
!

! !
!

!
!

!

!

!!
! !
!!

!!

!
!!

!
!

!

!

!

!

!

!!!
!

! !
!
!!!!
!!

!
!
!
!! !

!
!

!

!
!
!

!

!

!
!

!
!

!

!
!

! !
!

!
!

!
!

!

!! !
!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!
!

!

!
!

!

!!
!

! !
!

!
!

!
!

!!

!

!
!!

!

!
!

!

!

!
!

!!
!!
!!

!
!!

!

!! ! !! !
! !!
! !! !

!

!

! !!

!
!
!

!

!!
! !
!

!!! !!

!

!
!

!
!!

! !
!!

!

!
!

!!
!

!

!
!

!
!

!

!

!

!

!!

!
!

!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!
!

!!
!!

!
!

!

!
!

!
!!

!

!

!

!

!

!

! !

!

!

!

!!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

! !

! !
!

!

!
!

!

!

!
!

! !
!

!!
!

! !

!
!
! !
!! ! ! !! ! !

!
!

!

!! !
!

!
!

!!
! !!

! !
!

!
!

! !
!

!

! ! ! !
! !

! !!

!
!

!

!

!

! !
!

! !

!!
!
!
!
!

!
!

!
!
!

!
!

!

!
!

! !
!

!!
!
!

!

!

!
!

!
!

!

!
!

!

!
!

!

!

!!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!
!

!

!

!

!

!

!
!

!

!

!
!!!

!

!
!

!
!

! !

!! !
!

!

!

!

!

!

!! !! !!

!

!

!

!
!! ! !

!

!
!

!

!

!

!
!

!

!

!
!!!

!

!
!

!
! !
! !!

!
!

!
!
!!

!! ! !

!

!

!
!

!

!! !

!
!

!

!
!

!
!

! !
!

!

!

!

!

!
!!

!

!

!

!
! !

!!! !

!
!

!! !!!! !! !!

!! ! !! !
!

! !!
! ! !! ! !
!

!! ! !

!! !

! !
!
!!

!
!!
!
!

!

!
! !!

!
!
!
!

!

! !!

!

!!
!! !!

! !!!

!
!!

!
!! !

! ! !
!!
!
!
!
! !! !
! !!!! !! !

!
!

!!

! !!

! ! !
!!! ! ! !!! !

!! !!

!! !

! !
!! ! ! !

!! !!

!
!

!
!

!

!
! ! !!

! !
!

!
!!!!! !

! !
!

!! !

!
!! !!

! !
!

!
!
!
!

!! !! ! ! ! ! !
!

!

!
!!
!!

! !
!

!! ! !! ! ! !
!
!

! !
! ! !! ! !!

!

!
! !

! !
!
! !! ! !!

! !
! !! ! !
! !! !

!
!! !!! !!! ! ! ! !

!
! !!! !!

!!! !!
!!
! !

!
!! !! !!

! !!
!! !

!!
! ! !! !!

!!

!
!
!

!

!

!! !
!

!
!

!
!

!!

!!
!

!! !

!
!

!
!

!

!

!! !
!

!
!
!

!

!
!

!

!!
!

! !

!

!
!!! !! !

!

!

!
!

!
!!!

!!! !

! !

!

!

!

! !

!!

!

! !!

!!
!
!!
!

! ! !!

! !!
! !

!

!!
!

!
! !
!
!

!!
!

!
!!

!
! !

!
! ! ! !

!

!

!

!!!

!
!

!

! !!

!

!
!!

! !
!!

!

! !!!
!

! !

! !

! ! !!
!

!

! !
!
!!

!

!!

!!

!
!!
!!

!
!!!! !!! !

!
!

!
!

!
! !
!

!

!
!!

!
!
!!

! !!
! !

! !!
!!

!!
! !

!
!

!
!!

!!
!
!

!
!! !

!!!

!
!!!

!
!! !

!! !!! ! ! !!!! ! !

!! !!

!

!
!!
!!

! !

!!!
! !
!

! !
!

!
!

!

!

!

! !

!
!

!
!

!
!!

! !
!
!

!

!

!

! !

! !!

!
! !

!

!

!
!!

! !
!!
! !

!

!

!

! !
!

!
!

!
! !

!
!

!
!

!

!! !!
!
!

!

!

!

!

!
!!

!
!

!

!

!

!!
!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!
!
! !

!

!
!

!

!

!

!
!

!!

!

!

!

!
!

!
! !

!

!

!

!

!!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!
!!

!

! !!
!

!

!
!!

!

!
!

!

!

!

!
!!

! !!

!

! ! !

!!! !

!

!! ! !
!

!
! ! !!

!

!

!
!

!

!!

!
!

!
!

!

!

!
! !

!

!
!

!
!
!

!!

!

!

! !!

!
!

!!! !

!
!

!
!

!

!

!

!
!

!!

!

!

!
!

!

!

!
!

!

!

!
!

!
!

! !

!
!

!
!

! !
!!!

!

!

!

!

!

!!

!!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

!

§̈¦ 6 4

§̈¦ 5 64

§̈¦ 26 4
§̈¦ 46 4

§̈¦ 6 4

§̈¦ 2 64

§̈¦ 6 64

tu 6 0
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tu 1 7
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tu 58
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OP 16 8
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Third Crossing: Com
plete Im
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entation 

 1 D
ot = 100 Trip Ends 
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ot = 100 Trip Ends 
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Appendix C:  Evaluation Criterion 
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Appendix C1: Evaluation Criterion 
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 “H
ighw

ays” W
eighting Factors 

Criteria and Subcriteria
	

Total Points	
# of Criteria 

 PRO
JECT U

TILITY 
 Congestion Level:	

30
	

3 
 System

 Continuity and Connectivity 
25

	
1 

 Safety and Security:	
15

	
2 

 Cost Effectiveness (Cost/VM
T) 	

15
	

1 
 Land U

se/Future D
evelopm

ent Com
patibility 	

10
	

1 
 M

odal Enhancem
ents:	

5
	

2 
 PRO

JECT U
TILITY TO

TAL  
100 

10 
 ECO

N
O

M
IC VITALITY 

 Total Reduction in Travel Tim
e 

30 
1 

 Labor M
arket Access: 

20 
2 

 Addresses the N
eeds of Basic Sector Industries:

30 
4 

 Increases O
pportunity: 

20 
2 

 ECO
N

O
M

IC VITALITY TO
TAL 

100 
9 

 PRO
JECT VIABILITY 

 Funding 
50 

1 
 Process/Project Readiness 

50 
6 

 PRO
JECT VIABILITY TO

TAL 
100 

7 
 TO

TAL 
300 

26 
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“Interchange” W
eighting Factors 

Criteria and Subcriteria
	

W
eighting

	
# of Criteria 

 PRO
JECT U

TILITY 
 Congestion Level:	

30
	

3 
 System

 Continuity and Connectivity 
25

	
1 

 Safety and Security:	
15

	
2 

 Cost Effectiveness (Cost/VM
T) 	

15
	

1 
 Land U

se/Future D
evelopm

ent Com
patibility 	

10
	

1 
 M

odal Enhancem
ents:	

5
	

2 
 PRO

JECT U
TILITY TO

TAL  
100 

10 
 ECO

N
O

M
IC VITALITY 

 Total Reduction in Travel Tim
e 

30 
1 

 Labor M
arket Access: 

20 
2 

 Addresses the N
eeds of Basic Sector Industries:

30 
4 

 Increases O
pportunity: 

20 
2 

 ECO
N

O
M

IC VITALITY TO
TAL 

100 
9 

 PRO
JECT VIABILITY 

 Funding 
50 

1 
 Process/Project Readiness 

50 
6 

 PRO
JECT VIABILITY TO

TAL 
100 

7 
TO

TAL 
300 

26 
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“Interm
odal” W

eighting Factors 
Criteria and Subcriteria

	
W

eighting
	

# of Criteria
 PRO

JECT U
TILITY 

 Better Accom
m

odates Interm
odal M

ovem
ents 

30 
1 

 Im
proves Vehicular Access  

30 
1 

 Cost Effectiveness 
25 

1 
 Enhances Access to O

ther M
odes 

15 
1 

 PRO
JECT U

TILITY TO
TAL 	

100
	

4 
 ECO

N
O

M
IC VITALITY 

 Total Reduction in Travel Tim
e 

20 
1 

 Labor M
arket Access: 

20 
2 

 Im
pact on Truck M

ovem
ent 

15 
1 

 Im
proves Interaction betw

een M
odes of Travel:

15 
3 

 Increased O
pportunity: 

30 
2 

 ECO
N

O
M

IC VITALITY TO
TAL 

100 
9 

 PRO
JECT VIABILITY 

 Funding 
50 

1 
 Process/Project Readiness 

50 
6 

 PRO
JECT VIABILITY TO

TAL 
100 

7 
TO

TAL 
300 

20 
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“Bridge and Tunnel” W
eighting Factors 

Criteria and Subcriteria
	

W
eighting

	
# of Criteria 

 PRO
JECT U

TILITY 
 Congestion Level:	

30
	

3
 Infrastructure Condition (Bridge Sufficiency, Tunnel Condition, 
O

bsolescence)	
20

	
 

     Bridges 
1

     Tunnels 
3

 System
 Continuity and Connectivity

	
10

	
1

 Safety and Security:	
10

	
3

 Cost Effectiveness (Cost/VM
T) 	

15
	

1
 Land U

se/Future D
evelopm

ent Com
patibility 

10
	

1
 M

odal Enhancem
ents:	

5
	

3
 PRO

JECT U
TILITY TO

TAL 	
100 

16 
ECO

N
O

M
IC VITALITY 

 Total Reduction in Travel Tim
e 

30 
1 

 Labor M
arket Access: 

20 
2 

 Addresses the N
eeds of Basic Sector Industries:

30 
4 

 Increases O
pportunity: 

20 
2 

 ECO
N

O
M

IC VITALITY TO
TAL 

100 
9 

PRO
JECT VIABILITY 

 Funding 
50 

1 
 Process/Project Readiness 

50 
6 

 PRO
JECT VIABILITY TO

TAL 
100 

7 
TO

TAL 
300 

32 
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“Transit” W
eighting Factors 

Criteria and Subcriteria
	

W
eighting

	
# of Criteria

 PRO
JECT U

TILITY 
 Existing U

sage/Ridership, Coverage Area/Population 
20 

1 
 System

 Continuity and Connectivity: 
20 

2 
 U

ser Benefit (Annual Travel Tim
e Savings per Rider)  

15 
2 

 Land U
se/Future D

evelopm
ent Com

patibility  
15 

1 
 Air Q

uality/Em
issions Reduction 

10 
1 

 Cost Effectiveness (Annualized Costs/Annual Riders) 
15  

1 
 Enhances O

ther Categories  
5 

1 
 PRO

JECT U
TILITY TO

TAL 	
100

	
9 

 ECO
N

O
M

IC VITALITY 
 Labor M

arket Access: 
45 

4 
 Addresses the N

eeds of Basic Sector Industries:
20 

2 
 Increases O

pportunity: 
20 

2 
 Econom

ic D
istress Factors: 

15 
2 

 ECO
N

O
M

IC VITALITY TO
TAL 

100 
10 

 PRO
JECT VIABILITY 

 Funding 
50 

1 
 Process/Project Readiness 

50 
6 

 PRO
JECT VIABILITY TO

TAL 
100 

7 
TO

TAL 
300 

26 
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“H
ighw

ays” W
eighting Factors	

Criteria and Subcriteria
	

W
eighting

	

 PRO
JECT U

TILITY 
 Congestion Level:	

30
	

      %
 Reduction in Existing and Future V/C Ratios 	

10
	

      Existing V/C Ratio 	
10

	

      Im
pact to N

earby Roadw
ays 	

10
	

 System
 Continuity and Connectivity 

     Degree of Regional Im
pact 

25
	

 Safety and Security:	
15

	

     Critical Crash Ratio 	
8

	

     Im
provem

ents to Incident M
anagem

ent or Evacuation Routes 	
7

	

 Cost Effectiveness (Cost/VM
T) 	

15
	

 Land U
se/Future D

evelopm
ent Com

patibility 	
10

	

 M
odal Enhancem

ents:	
5

	

     Enhances Other Categories 	
3

	

     Im
proves Vehicular Access 	

2
	

 PRO
JECT U

TILITY TO
TAL 	

100
	

 ECO
N

O
M

IC VITALITY 
 Total Reduction in Travel Tim

e 
30 

 Labor M
arket Access: 

20 
     Increases Travel Tim

e Reliability 
10 

     Increases Access for M
ajor Em

ploym
ent Centers

10 
 Addresses the N

eeds of Basic Sector Industries:
30 

     Increases Access to Tourist Destinations 
10 

     Increases Access for Defense Installations 
6 

     Increase Access for Defense Installations – STRAH
N

ET 
4 

     Increases Access to Port Facilities 
10 

 Increases O
pportunity: 

20 
     Provides N

ew
 or Increased Access 

10 

     Supports Plans for Future Grow
th 

10 

 ECO
N

O
M

IC VITALITY TO
TAL 

100 
 PRO

JECT VIABILITY
	

 Funding 
50 

     Percentage of Funding Com
m

itted  
50 

 Process/Project Readiness 
50 

     Prior Com
m

itm
ent  (is project in LRTP) 

10 

     Percentage of Project Design Com
plete 

10 
     Environm

ental Docum
ents Com

plete 
15 

     Environm
ental Decisions Obtained 

5 

     ROW
 Obtained and Utilities Coordinated 

5 
     Additional Environm

ental Perm
its Obtained 

5 

 PRO
JECT VIABILITY TO

TAL 
100 
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“Interchange” W
eighting Factors	

Criteria and Subcriteria
	

W
eighting

	

 PRO
JECT U

TILITY 
 Congestion Level:	

30
	

      Interchange Im
provem

ents 	
10

	

      Existing Queuing
	

10
	

      N
um

ber of M
ovem

ents Im
proved 	

10
	

 System
 Continuity and Connectivity

	
25

	

 Safety and Security:	
15

	

     Critical Crash Ratio 	
8

	

     Im
provem

ents to Incident M
anagem

ent or Evacuation Routes 	
7

	

 Cost Effectiveness (Cost/VM
T) 	

15
	

 Land U
se/Future D

evelopm
ent Com

patibility 	
10

	

 M
odal Enhancem

ents:	
5

	

     Enhances Other Categories 	
3

	

     Im
proves Vehicular Access 	

2
	

 PRO
JECT U

TILITY TO
TAL 	

100
	

 ECO
N

O
M

IC VITALITY 
 Total Reduction in Travel Tim

e 
30 

 Labor M
arket Access: 

20 
     Increases Travel Tim

e Reliability 
10 

     Increases Access for M
ajor Em

ploym
ent Centers 

10 

 Addresses the N
eeds of Basic Sector Industries:

30 
     Increases Access to Tourist Destinations 

10 
     Increases Access for Defense Installations 

6 
     Increase Access for Defense Installations – STRAH

N
ET 

4 

     Increases Access to Port Facilities 
10 

 Increases O
pportunity: 

20 
     Provides N

ew
 or Increased Access 

10 

     Supports Plans for Future Grow
th 

10 

 ECO
N

O
M

IC VITALITY TO
TAL 

100 
 PRO

JECT VIABILITY
	

 Funding 
50 

     Percentage of Funding Com
m

itted  
50 

 Process/Project Readiness 
50 

     Prior Com
m

itm
ent  (is project in LRTP) 

10 
     Percentage of Project Design Com

plete 
10 

     Environm
ental Docum

ents Com
plete 

15 

     Environm
ental Decisions Obtained 

5 
     ROW

 Obtained and Utilities Coordinated 
5 

     Additional Environm
ental Perm

its Obtained 
5 

 PRO
JECT VIABILITY TO

TAL 
100 
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 “Interm
odal” W

eighting Factors	
Criteria and Subcriteria

	
W

eighting
	

 PRO
JECT U

TILITY 
 Better Accom

m
odates Interm

odal M
ovem

ents 
30 

 Im
proves Vehicular Access  

30 
 Cost Effectiveness 

25 
 Enhances Access to O

ther M
odes 

15 
 PRO

JECT U
TILITY TO

TAL 	
100

	

 ECO
N

O
M

IC VITALITY 
 Total Reduction in Travel Tim

e 
20 

 Labor M
arket Access: 

20 
     Increases Travel Tim

e Reliability 
15 

     Increases Access for M
ajor Em

ploym
ent Centers 

5 

 Im
pact on Truck M

ovem
ent 

15 
 Im

proves Interaction betw
een M

odes of Travel:
15 

     Increases Access to the Port 
5 

     Im
proves Freight M

ovem
ent by Rail 

5 
     Increases Access to Airports 

5 

 Increased O
pportunity: 

30 
     Provides N

ew
 or Increased Access 

20 
     Supports Plans for Future Grow

th 
10 

 ECO
N

O
M

IC VITALITY TO
TAL 

100 
 PRO

JECT VIABILITY
	

 Funding 
50 

     Percentage of Funding Com
m

itted  
50 

 Process/Project Readiness 
50 

     Prior Com
m

itm
ent  (is project in LRTP) 

10 
     Percentage of Project Design Com

plete 
10 

     Environm
ental Docum

ents Com
plete 

15 
     Environm

ental Decisions Obtained 
5 

     ROW
 Obtained and Utilities Coordinated 

5 

     Additional Environm
ental Perm

its Obtained 
5 

 PRO
JECT VIABILITY TO

TAL 
100 
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“Bridge and Tunnel” W
eighting Factors	

Criteria and Subcriteria
	

W
eighting

	

 PRO
JECT U

TILITY 
 Congestion Level:	

30
	

      %
 Reduction in Existing and Future V/C Ratios 	

10
	

      Existing V/C Ratio 	
10

	

      Im
pact to N

earby Roadw
ays 	

10
	

 Infrastructure Condition (Bridge Sufficiency, Tunnel Condition, 
20

	
      H

ow
 Old is the Tunnel in the H

orizon Year (Tunnels Only)	
6.5

	

      Age of last m
ajor repair in the H

orizon Year (Tunnels Only)	
6.75

	

      Cost for N
ecessary Repairs (Tunnels Only)	

6.75
	

 System
 Continuity and Connectivity

	
10

	
 Safety and Security:	

10
	

     Critical Crash Ratio 	
4.5

	

     Im
provem

ents to Incident M
anagem

ent or Evacuation Routes 	
3

	

     Failure Im
pact (Im

pact of Detour to Alternate Crossing) 
2.5 

 Cost Effectiveness (Cost/VM
T) 	

15
	

 Land U
se/Future D

evelopm
ent Com

patibility 	
10

	
 M

odal Enhancem
ents:	

5
	

     Enhances Other Categories 	
1.5

	

     Im
proves Vehicular Access 	

2
	

     Provides Continuous M
aritim

e Crossing 
1.5 

 PRO
JECT U

TILITY TO
TAL 	

100
	

 ECO
N

O
M

IC VITALITY 
 Total Reduction in Travel Tim

e 
30 

 Labor M
arket Access: 

20 
     Increases Travel Tim

e Reliability 
10 

     Increases Access for M
ajor Em

ploym
ent Centers 

10 
 Addresses the N

eeds of Basic Sector Industries:
30 

     Increases Access to Tourist Destinations 
10 

     Increases Access for Defense Installations 
6 

     Increases Access for Defense Installations – STRAH
N

ET 
4 

     Increases Access to Port Facilities 
10 

 Increases O
pportunity: 

20 
     Provides N

ew
 or Increased Access 

10 
     Supports Plans for Future Grow

th 
10 

 ECO
N

O
M

IC VITALITY TO
TAL 

100 
 PRO

JECT VIABILITY
	

 Funding 
50 

     Percentage of Funding Com
m

itted  
50 

 Process/Project Readiness 
50 

     Prior Com
m

itm
ent  (is project in LRTP) 

10 

     Percentage of Project Design Com
plete 

10 
     Environm

ental Docum
ents Com

plete 
15 

     Environm
ental Decisions Obtained 

5 

     ROW
 Obtained and Utilities Coordinated 

5 
     Additional Environm

ental Perm
its Obtained 

5 

 PRO
JECT VIABILITY TO

TAL 
100 



	

�
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�
�
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�
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�
�
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�
�
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	�
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�
�
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���

�
	�	�

���
������

���
�

	�
�	


��
�

��
�

���
���

�
	�

��
��

���	�	�
�

�
�

	B
B

		

“Transit” W
eighting Factors	

Criteria and Subcriteria
	

W
eighting

	

 PRO
JECT U

TILITY 
 Existing U

sage/Ridership, Coverage Area/Population 
20 

 System
 Continuity and Connectivity: 

20 
     Regional Significance  

9  
     Im

proves access to em
ploym

ent and population centers  
11  

 U
ser Benefit (Annual Travel Tim

e Savings per Rider)  
15  

 Land U
se/Future D

evelopm
ent Com

patibility  
15  

 Air Q
uality/Em

issions Reduction 
10  

 Cost Effectiveness (Annualized Costs/Annual Riders) 
15 

 Enhances O
ther Categories  

5 
 PRO

JECT U
TILITY TO

TAL 	
100

	

 ECO
N

O
M

IC VITALITY 
 Labor M

arket Access: 
45 

     Increases Access for M
ajor Em

ploym
ent Centers 

20 
     Increases Travel Tim

e Reliability 
10 

     Increases Frequency of Service 
10 

     Provides Access to Institutions of H
igher Education 

5 

 Addresses the N
eeds of Basic Sector Industries:

20 
     Provides or Im

proves Access for Defense Installations 
10 

     Increases Access to Tourist Destinations 
10 

 Increases O
pportunity:

20 
     Provides N

ew
 Access to the N

etw
ork 

5 

     Supported by Plans for Increased Density and Econom
ic Activity 

15 

 Econom
ic D

istress Factors: 
15 

     Provides Access to Areas w
ith H

igh Unem
ploym

ent 
5 

     Provides Access to Low
 Incom

e Areas 
10 

 ECO
N

O
M

IC VITALITY TO
TAL 

100 
 PRO

JECT VIABILITY
	

 Funding 
50 

     Percentage of Funding Com
m

itted  
50 

 Process/Project Readiness 
50 

     Prior Com
m

itm
ent  (is project in LRTP) 

10 
     Percentage of Project Design Com

plete 
10 

     Environm
ental Docum

ents Com
plete 

15 
     Environm

ental Decisions Obtained 
5 

     ROW
 Obtained and Utilities Coordinated 

5 

     Additional Environm
ental Perm

its Obtained 
5 

 PRO
JECT VIABILITY TO

TAL 
100 
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�������	
����	
�������������	��������	������������	�	��������������	��	
�������������	���������	�������	����������	���	�������	�	����	BF		

Appendix C2: Glossary of Evaluation Criterion 
Project Summary 

Input Data Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 

Project Length �

��	
���������	��	�������	

"����!�	����	+/�	��	,�����	
����!	

	 "����!	��	�������	+�������	

Existing Lanes �

��	&	+/�	 	 	 	

Proposed Lanes "������'	 	 	 	

Parallel Facility �

��	 	 	

�������������	�%������	
��� �'	

�������	�������	������	

2034 VMT �

��	 �������	"����!	b	$�����	(�
	 	
6�!����	/����	
�������	�����	�������	

��	<=9?	

Existing V/C  �

��	
�%������	(�
	&	�%������	����'	

+������'	
	 �%������	"����	��	�������	
����	

Forecast V/C �

��	
$�����	(�
	&	$�����	����'	

+������'	
	 $�����	"����	��	�������	
����	

Existing Capacity �

��	&	+/�	 	 	
/�%����	�%������	������	3�����	

���� �'	�������	�����	

Future Capacity �

��	&	+/�	 	 	
/�%����	������	������	3�����	���� �'	

�������	�����	

Existing ADT �

��	&	+/�	
.���!���	�������	(�
	3'	

��������	
	 �%������	� �7 �'	������	

Future ADT �

��	
.���!���	�������	(�
	3'	

��������	
	 $�������	� �7 �'	������	

Total Crashes MVMT 
Past 3 Years �

��	&	+/�	

D
����	�������	+�������	
+���!��&
����	�������	+�������	

6/
E	b	>%>=F

	

����	+���!��	���	/������	6�!����	/����	


�������	D/6/
E	

Jurisdiction Average 
Crash Rate �

��	&	+/�	

D
����	0�����������	+���!��&
����	
0�����������	6/
E	b	>%>=F	

��������	������������	���	
����������	���	���7

����������	���� �'�#		

(������	0�����������	+���!��	���	/������	
6�!����	/����	
�������	D/6/
E	

Statewide Roadway 
System Classification �

��	 	 	

6��
	
��� �'	�'����	+�������������		
D$��	$������E	

Estimated Cost of the 
Project 

6��
	&	�

��	&	
"���������	

	 	
���������	
����	+���	��	�������	��		

4��	�������	

 
Cost Effectiveness 

Data Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 

Total Cost ($) / VMT �

��	 ���������	+���	&	<=9?	6/
	 	 +���	���	��������	��!����	����	��������	



���! �'	�������	:�����'	����	8����	

�������	
����	
�������������	��������	������������	�	��������������	��	
�������������	���������	�������	����������	���	�������	�	����	BA		

	

Congestion Level 
Data Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 

% Reduction in 
Existing and 

Future V/C Ratios 
�

��	

D�%������	6&+	7	$�������	6&+E	
&	�%������	6&+	

	

��������	��	����������	��	�	������		

��	�!�	�������	

Existing V/C 
Ratio �

��	 �%������	6&+	 	 �%������	"����	��	�������	
����	

Impact to Nearby 
Roadway �

��	 $�����	(�
	7	�%������	(�
	 	

6�����	���������	����	��!��	���� �'�	��	
�������	����	������������	

	

System 
Continuity and 

Connectivity Data 
Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 

Degree of 
Regional Impact �

��	

• $�����	(�
	kB=2	q	
�������	

• $�����	(�
	xB=2	q	"����	

• +������	<	�������������	L	$�����	
(�
	xB=2	q	/����7��������������	

	
������	�������	�������	��������	

��������������	�'����	

 
Land Use 

Compatibility Data Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 

Compatible with 
Existing Land Use 

Patterns and Future 
Plans/Development? 

�

��	

���� 	��	"����	

+�����!������	�����	
	

�������	����������'	��	"����	
+�����!������	����	

 
Safety and Security 

Data 
Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 

Critical Crash Ratio �

��	 
����	+���!��	
/6/
&0�����������	(������	

+���!	
���	

	 $��H����'	����� ��	�������	��������	
����!��	��	������������	����!��	

Improvement to 
Incident 

Management or 
Evacuation Routes 

6��
	&	"������' &
�

��	

	 �������	��������	��������	����������
��	����������	������	



���! �'	�������	:�����'	����	8����	

�������	
����	
�������������	��������	������������	�	��������������	��	
�������������	���������	�������	����������	���	�������	�	����	BC		

	

Modal 
Enhancements Data Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 

Vehicular Access to 
Port/Military/Major 

Employment or 
Population Centers 

�

��	 	 	 (�����	��	�����	��������	�������	����������

Additional 
Dedicated modal 

facilities with 
project 

"������'	 	 	
(���������	���������	����������	�������'	
D��61	3�2�	����1	���� ��21	��������	�����E	
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�������	
����	
�������������	��������	������������	�	��������������	��	
�������������	���������	�������	����������	���	�������	�	����	BG		

Project Summary 
Input Data Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 

Project Length �

��	
���������	��	�������	

"����!�	����	+/�	��	,�����	
����!	

	 "����!	��	�������	+�������	

Existing Lanes �

��	&	+/�	 	 	 	

Proposed Lanes "������'	 	 	 	

Parallel Facility �

��	 	 	

�������������	�%������	
��� �'	

�������	�������	������	

2034 VMT �

��	 �������	"����!	b	$�����	(�
	

6/
	����������	>&<	����	
����	����������	�������!��M	
>&?	����	��	���7����������	

�������!��	

6�!����	/����	
�������	�����	�������		
��	<=9?	

Total Crashes MVMT 
Past 3 Years �

��	&	+/�	

D
����	�������	+�������	
+���!��&
����	�������	+�������	

6/
E	b	>%>=F

	

����	+���!��	���	/������	6�!����	/����	


�������	D/6/
E	

Jurisdiction Average 
Crash Rate �

��	&	+/�	

D
����	0�����������	+���!��&
����	
0�����������	6/
E	b	>%>=F	

��������	������������	���	
����������	���	���7
����������	���� �'�	

(������	0�����������	+���!��	���	/������	
6�!����	/����	
�������	D/6/
E	

Statewide Roadway 
System Classification �

��	 	 	

6��
	
��� �'	�'����	+�������������		
D$��	$������E	

Estimated Cost of the 
Project 

6��
	&	"���������	&	
�

��	

	 	
���������	
����	+���	��	�������	��		

4��	�������	

 
Land Use 

Compatibility Data Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 

Compatible with 
Existing Land Use 

Patterns and Future 
Plans/Development? 

�

��	

���� 	��	"����	

+�����!������	�����	
	

�������	����������'	��	"����	
+�����!������	����	

 
Cost Effectiveness 

Data Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 

Total Cost ($) / VMT �

��	 ���������	+���	&	<=9?	6/
	 	 +���	���	��������	��!����	����	��������	

  



���! �'	-�����!����	�������	:�����'	����	8����	

�������	
����	
�������������	��������	������������	�	��������������	��	
�������������	���������	�������	����������	���	�������	�	����	F=		

System Continuity 
and Connectivity 

Data 
Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 

Degree of Regional 
Impact �

��	

• $�����	(�
	kB=2	q	
�������	

• $�����	(�
	xB=2	q	"����	

• +������	<	�������������	L	$�����	
(�
	xB=2	q	/����7��������������	

	
������	�������	�������	��������	

��������������	�'����	

	

Congestion Level 
Data Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 

Queuing Interstate 
Approaches �

��	&	+/�	 	 	

8��3��	��	����������	�������!��		
 ��!	H�����	

Queuing Arterial 
Approaches �

��	&	+/�	 	 	

8��3��	��	��������	�������!��		
 ��!	H�����	

Queue 
Improvements 

Interstate 
Approaches 

�

��	&	+/�	 	 	
8��3��	��	����������	�������!��		

 ��!	H����	������������	

Queue 
Improvements 

Arterial Approaches 
�

��	&	+/�	 	 	

8��3��	��	��������	�������!��		
 ��!	H����	������������	

Number of 
Movements added 

or improved 
�

��	&	+/�	 	 	

8��3��	��	���������	�����	��	
��������	��	������!����	

 
Safety and Security 

Data Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 

Critical Crash Ratio �

��	

����	+���!��	

/6/
&0�����������	(������	
+���!	
���	

	
$��H����'	�����	��	�������	��������	

����!��	��	������������	����!��	

Improvement to 
Incident 

Management or 
Evacuation Routes 

6��
	&	"������'	&	
�

��	

	 	
�������	��������	��������	����������		

��	����������	������	
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�������	
����	
�������������	��������	������������	�	��������������	��	
�������������	���������	�������	����������	���	�������	�	����	F>		

Modal 
Enhancements Data 

Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 

Vehicular Access to 
Port/Military/Major 

Employment or 
Population Centers 

�

��	 	 (�����	��	�����	��������	�������	����������

Additional 
Dedicated modal 

facilities with 
project 

"������'	 	 (���������	���������	����������	�������'	
D��61	3�2�	����1	���� ��21	��������	�����E	
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����	
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Project Summary 
Input Data Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 

Project Length �

��	
���������	��	�������	

"����!�	����	+/�	��	,�����	
����!	

	 �������	+�������	"����!	

Detour Length �

��	&	+/�	 	 	
�!������	������	����	�����	(	��	�������	

��������	��	�����	*	

Existing Lanes �

��	&	+/�	 	 	 	

Proposed Lanes "������'	 	 	 	

Parallel Facility �

��	 	 	

�������������	�%������	
��� �'	

�������	�������	������	

Existing Detour Route 
VMT �

��	&	+/�	

������	
����	�%������	6/
	
D"����!	b�%������	(�
E	

	
�%������	��!����	�����	��������	�����	

�������	������	�����	

2034 VMT �

��	 �������	"����!	b	$�����	(�
	 	
6�!����	/����	
�������	�����	�������	

��	<=9?	

Existing V/C  �

��	
�%������	(�
	&	�%������	����'	

+������'	
	 �%������	"����	��	�������	
����	

Forecast V/C �

��	
$�����	(�
	&	$�����	����'	

+������'	
	 $�����	"����	��	�������	
����	

Existing Capacity �

��	&	+/�	 	 	
/�%����	�%������	������	3�����	

���� �'	�������	�����	

Future Capacity �

��	&	+/�	 	 	
/�%����	������	������	3�����	���� �'	

�������	�����	

Existing ADT �

��	&	+/�	
.���!���	�������	(�
	3'	

��������	
	 �%������	� �7 �'	������	

Future ADT �

��	
.���!���	�������	(�
	3'	

��������	
	 $�������	� �7 �'	������	

Total Crashes MVMT 
Past 3 Years �

��	&	+/�	

D
����	�������	+�������	
+���!��&
����	�������	+�������	

6/
E	b	>%>=F

	

����	+���!��	���	/������	6�!����	/����	


�������	D/6/
E	

Jurisdiction Average 
Crash Rate �

��	&	+/�	

D
����	0�����������	+���!��&
����	
0�����������	6/
E	b	>%>=F	

��������	������������	���	
����������	���	���7
����������	���� �'�	

(������	0�����������	+���!��	���	/������	
6�!����	/����	
�������	D/6/
E	

Statewide Roadway 
System Classification �

��	 	 	

6��
	
��� �'	�'����	+�������������		
D$��	$������E	

Estimated Cost of the 
Project 

6��
	&	"���������	&	
�

��	

	 	
���������	
����	+���	��	�������	��		

4��	�������	
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�������	
����	
�������������	��������	������������	�	��������������	��	
�������������	���������	�������	����������	���	�������	�	����	F9		

Congestion Level 
Data Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 

% Reduction in 
Existing and Future 

V/C Ratios 
�

��	

D�%������	6&+	7	$�������	6&+E	
&	�%������	6&+	

	

��������	��	����������	��	�	������	��	�!�	

�������	

Existing V/C Ratio �

��	 �%������	6&+	 	 �%������	"����	��	�������	
����	

Impact to Nearby 
Roadway �

��	 $�����	(�
	7	�%������	(�
	 	

6�����	���������	����	��!��	���� �'�	��	
�������	����	������������	

 
Infrastructure 
Condition Data Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 

Bridge Sufficiency 
Rating �

��	&	+/�	 	 	 ����������	*�����	������	����	=7>==	

Tunnel Age in 
Horizon Year �

��	

�������	4���	7	�������	����	
��	
�����	

	 	

Age since last major 
tunnel repair �

��	

�������	4���	7	����	��	����	
�����	������	������	

	 4����	�����	����	�����	DkNB	�������E	������	

Cost for Necessary 
Repairs 6��
	 	 	

+����	���	�������	&	��������	��	��������	
�%������	�������'	

	

System Continuity 
and Connectivity 

Data 
Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 

Degree of Regional 
Impact �

��	

• $�����	(�
	kB=2	q	
�������	

• $�����	(�
	xB=2	q	"����	

• +������	<	�������������	L	$�����	
(�
	xB=2	q	/����7��������������	

	
������	�������	�������	��������	
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Compatibility Data Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 
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Data Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 
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Cost Effectiveness 
Data Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 

Total Cost ($) / VMT �
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Modal 

Enhancements Data Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 

Vehicular Access to 
Port/Military/Major 

Employment or 
Population Centers 
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Additional 
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project 
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Project Summary 
Input Data Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 

Project Length �
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Estimated Capital Cost 
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Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 
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System Continuity 
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Data 
Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 

Degree of Regional 
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Land Use 
Compatibility Data Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 
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Patterns and Future 
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User Benefit Data Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 

Annual Travel Time 
Savings per Rider �
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Modal 

Enhancements Data Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 

Additional 
Dedicated modal 

facilities with 
project 
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Air Quality Data Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 
Annual Emission 

Reduction �
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Project Summary 
Input Data Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 
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Cost Effectiveness 
Data Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 

Total Cost ($) / VMT �
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Modal 

Enhancements Data Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 

Multimodal Access �
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Rail/Vehicular 

Access Data Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 

Vehicular Access to 
Port/Military/Major 

Employment or 
Population Centers 
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Intermodal 

Movements Data Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 
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Intermodal 
Movements 
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Project Viability 

Data Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 
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Economic Vitality 
Data Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 
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Economic Vitality 
Data Source Calculation Method Treatment of Project Definitions 
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