
Hampton Roads Transportation Technical Advisory Committee Meeting – September 1, 2010 

AGENDA ITEM #10:  FOR YOUR INFORMATION  
A. TRANSPORTATION AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY ANALYSIS APPROVED Attached are letters from the U.S. Department of Transportation and U.S. Environmental Protection Agency approving the air quality conformity analysis for an amended 2030 Long-Range Transportation Plan and the FY 2009-2012 Transportation Improvement Program.  The 2030 LRTP was amended and subsequently analyzed per Federal air quality conformity requirements in response to HRTPO Board action in December 2009 to amend the Plan.   Attachment 10A 

 
B. HIGH-SPEED AND INTERCITY PASSENGER RAIL: STATUS REPORT The HRTPO consultant, TEMS (Transportation Economics & Management Systems, Inc.), has completed its work under the initial contract, which has been referred to as Phase 1.  The work under Phase 1 resulted in the Hampton Roads High-Speed and Intercity Passenger Rail 

Preliminary Vision Plan final report, and was presented to the HRTPO Board during its meeting on July 21, 2010.  The TEMS presentation can be found on the HRTPO website at http://www.hrtpo.org/MTG_AGNDS/HRTPO/2010/July2010/P8_TPO_TEMS.pdf.  During the meeting, several questions and concerns were expressed by the Board.  TEMS was asked to meet with the Transportation Advisory Committee (TAC) to address the Board’s questions and concerns.  The TAC meeting will be held on September 1, 2010 beginning at noon.    
C. TTAC REQUEST TO RESCIND NEW RSTP TIMEFRAMES NOT APPROVED BY BOARD During its July 7, 2010 meeting, the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee (TTAC) expressed strong concern regarding the ability to carry out RSTP-funded projects within the timeframes prescribed in Item 436 of the Virginia Budget for the 2010-2012 biennium and recommended the HRTPO Board request that the new timeframes be rescinded.  A draft letter from Mr. Dwight Farmer, Executive Director/Secretary, to Secretary of Transportation Sean Connaughton, requesting the rescission of the new timeframes was included with the HRTPO Board agenda packet for the July 21, 2010 meeting.  During discussion on the item at the Board meeting, members questioned how the Secretary could rescind the timeframes since they were included in state law.  The Board decided not to approve the draft letter, but rather referred the issue to the soon-to-be established Virginia Association of Metropolitan Planning Organizations (VAMPO). 

 
D. VDOT DRAFT STATE BICYCLE POLICY PLAN The Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) has developed the State Bicycle Policy Plan to ensure bicyclists are an integral component of Virginia’s multimodal transportation system and to provide bicycle policy recommendations that will guide the planning, design, construction, operation, and maintenance of bicycle accommodations.  The draft plan provides strategies and identifies opportunities for enhancing the implementation of the Commonwealth Transportation Board’s 2004 Policy for Integrating Bicycle and Pedestrian Accommodations, as well as VDOT’s coordination within the agency and with stakeholders across the Commonwealth. 
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The VDOT State Bicycle Policy Plan, including a summary of recommendations, is available for public review and comment beginning Monday, August 16, and concluding Friday, September 17, 2010.  Comments can be submitted via e-mail to vabiking@vdot.virginia.gov until 
Friday, Sept. 17, 2010.  Attached is a summary table of the draft recommendations. A link to the full VDOT Draft State Bicycle Policy Plan can be found at: http://www.virginiadot.org/programs/bicycling_and_walking/bicycle_policy_plan.asp  Attachment 10D 
 

E. HRTO SUBCOMMITTEE MINUTES The minutes from the June 15, 2010 Hampton Roads Transportation Operations (HRTO) Subcommittee are included in the agenda for the August 3, 2010 HRTO meeting, which can be found on the HRTPO website at: http://www.hrtpo.org/MTG_AGNDS/TTAC_Info/2010/HRTO/August/Final_HRTO_081010 _Agenda_with_Attachments.pdf.   
F. HUD SUSTAINABILITY GRANTS PROGRAM: APPLICATION The April 2010 TTAC agenda included an item on the Sustainability Planning Grants Program announced by the Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD).  HRTPO staff reported that staffs of both the HRTPO and HRPDC were working on a project proposal for application to this grant program that would result in a regional development framework.  HRTPO and HRPDC staffs briefed the boards of the HRTPO and HRPDC on the grant proposal during the Commission and Board meetings held on July 21, 2010.  The HRTPO/HRPDC proposal, which was submitted on August 23, 2010, is enclosed. Enclosure 10F  
G. PUBLIC COMMENTS Attachment 10G  



 
U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
 
 

 
 

In Reply Refer To: 
August 18, 2010 

 
 

Joint Federal Highway Administration 
and Federal Transit Administration 
Transportation Conformity Finding for 
the Hampton Roads 8-Hour Ozone 
Maintenance Area 
 

Mr. Gregory A. Whirley  
Acting Commissioner 
Virginia Department of Transportation 
1401 East Broad Street 
Richmond, Virginia  23219-2000 
 
Dear Mr. Whirley: 
 
The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and Federal Transit Administration (FTA) are 
responsible for ensuring that transportation plans, programs and projects meet the requirements of 
the Clean Air Act (CAA).  With passage of the 1990 Clean Air Act Amendments, transportation 
plans, programs and projects developed, funded or proposed under 23 U.S.C. or the Federal Transit 
Act must demonstrate conformity in accordance with Section 176(c) of the CAA as amended.  
 
On June 30, 2010, FHWA transmitted a copy of the final report of the Transportation Conformity 
Analysis for the Amended FY 2009-2012 Transportation Improvement Programs (TIP) and FY 
2030 Constrained Long Range Plan (CLRP) prepared by the Hampton Roads Area Metropolitan 
Planning Organizations (MPO) for the Hampton Roads 8-Hour Ozone Maintenance Area to the 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) for their formal review.  The Transportation Conformity 
Analysis was prepared in accordance with the November 24, 1993, Final Rule of Criteria and 
Procedures for Determining Conformity promulgated by EPA and subsequent rulemakings related 
to ozone dated August 7 and November 14, 1995, August 15, 1997, July 1, 2004, and January 25, 
2008.  In addition, the Transportation Conformity Analysis is consistent with a variety of guidance 
issued by the EPA as well as guidance issued by FHWA and FTA developed to address many 
conformity-related topics.  EPA has completed their formal review and by letter dated August 17, 
2010, EPA informed FHWA and FTA that they concur that the Transportation Conformity 
Analysis demonstrates that the TIP and CLRP prepared for the Hampton Roads 8-Hour Ozone 
Maintenance Area satisfy the requirements of the transportation conformity rule.  Namely, the 
analysis demonstrates that regional emissions in each milestone year will be below the budgets 
established for those years in the area’s approved Maintenance Plan.   

Federal Transit Administration 
Region III 
1760 Market Street,  Suite 500 
Philadelphia, PA  19103 
215-656-7100 
215-656-7260 (fax) 

Federal Highway Administration
VA Division 
400 North 8th Street,  Room 750
Richmond, VA  23240 
804-775-3320 
804-775-3356 (fax) 
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Based on the foregoing, FHWA and FTA find that the Transportation Conformity Analysis final 
report of the Amended FY 2009-2012 TIP and FY 2030 CLRP for the Hampton Roads 8-Hour 
Ozone Maintenance Area demonstrates conformity as prescribed by EPA’s Transportation 
Conformity Rule and subsequent amendments and guidance.  This letter represents that 
transportation conformity finding.  This conformity finding remains valid for a period of four years 
assuming that no regionally significant projects are amended to or removed from the TIP or CLRP 
and assuming that no metropolitan transportation planning deadlines come due before then.   
 
If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact Marisel Lopez-Cruz of 
FHWA at (804) 775-3338 or Donghee Cho of FTA at (215) 656-7001.   
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
_______________________                                                    _________________________ 
Letitia A. Thompson                                                                 Irene Rico 
FTA Regional Administrator                                                    FHWA Division Administrator 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CC:    Mr. Jim Ponticello and Chris Voigt, VDOT (via e-mail) 
           Mr. Dwight Farmer (via e-mail) 
           Martin Kotsch, EPA (via e-mail) 
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~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
HRTPO Public Comment ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
RE: Public Comment Regarding the Southeast High Speed Rail Corridor 
 (Public Comment Follows HRTPO Staff Response) 
 
HRTPO Staff Response  
Mr. Malendoski, 
 
Per your request, a copy of the remarks you delivered during the Southeast High Speed Rail 
Corridor public hearing held in Richmond on July 20, 2010 (below) will be distributed to the 
HRTPO Board within the agenda packet for the Board’s September 2010 meeting.  In addition, 
your comments will be distributed to the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee in its 
September agenda packet. 
 
Thank you for taking the time to share your comments.   
Name:   Christopher Malendoski 
Date:   July 21, 2010 
Subject:   Southeast High Speed Rail Corridor  
Public Comment Input (Via E-mail)  Good evening, my name is Christopher Malendoski.   I am a commercial real estate broker and a musician and I reside in Norfolk, Virginia.     I come here speaking as a private citizen….but I can assure you that my views and sentiments are representative of a large portion of the 1.7 million people who call Hampton roads home.  And we’re not just your old run-of-the-mill 1.7 Million, either.     But a good number of the United State’s fighter pilots, more than half of the world’s US Navy SEALS, scads of helicopter pilots, fully 115,000 Active Duty Military, from all branches of the service, and one of the highest concentration of engineers, physicists, and scientists in the country, not to mention top NATO brass and US Joint Forces Command.  Now, you might surmise, “Wow, what with all that testosterone down there, simmering and ready to boil over, we’d better stay on their good side.”  Exactly.     But it’s not just a matter of staying on the “good side” of those who are called to defend the free world and fight its conflicts. 
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 It is rewarding them with a good, safe, and accessible place to call home.    You wanna wave the flag and say you support the troops?  Then support immediate funding and design of better transportation to and from Hampton Roads, which by the way is the second largest MSA in this two state area, the third largest in the SEHSR corridor, and, the most densely populated directly on the Atlantic, between greater NYC and South Florida.  I am not here to argue about whose negligence it was or is, that we were taken off the High Speed Rail map for a time,   …or that we have been treated like an afterthought in this process,   …or that the number of local hearings over the years for our 1.7 Million vital-to-the-nation population, has been essentially ZERO.  Frankly, that is all for me, water under the railroad trestle.  What I am here to tell you is that we are here to stay and WILL be included in this discussion from here on out.  I can not wait for the day to see high speed rail trains roaring into downtown Richmond and downtown Raleigh, and I can tell you that—eventually—some of those trains will be roaring from downtown Norfolk.  In closing, I would add these words:  It is never, ever appropriate for any federal or state official, to threaten to or actually withhold funding of such a major population center, just because they think the MPO can’t seem to get its act together.  Each project should be funded and advanced in the rank of its merit of potential ridership, and overall contribution to life safety and national defense.  Our area scores high on all counts.  And, to clear some misinformation:  Our MPO has a very difficult job of bringing together a consortium of so many different city governments, to speak as one voice, and they are to be commended.  And they have spoken as one voice on this and the resolution they passed is crystal clear:  Bring true HIGH SPEED RAIL to the densely-populated Virginia coast!  Thank you.  
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~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
HRTPO Public Comment ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
RE: Public Comment Regarding the Hampton Roads Congestion Management  

Process: 2010 Update Draft Report 
 (Public Comment Follows HRTPO Staff Response) 
 
HRTPO Staff Response 
 
Mr. Deitrich, 
 
Thank you for taking the time to flip through the Hampton Roads Congestion Management 
Process document and providing us with your comments.  As you probably know, funding for 
new roadway construction has been scarce in recent years and is expected to become even 
more so in the future.  Widening I-64 between Route 199 south of Williamsburg and Jefferson 
Avenue and constructing a limited-access freeway parallel to Route 460 are both included in 
the 2030 Long Range Transportation Plan for engineering work, albeit not for construction.  
Route 460, however, is a priority for VDOT and they are currently soliciting proposals from 
the private sector and offering incentives to construct the roadway.  
 
If you have any additional questions or comments, please feel free to submit them to us. 
 

Name:   Charles Dietrich 
Date:   August 3, 2010 
Subject:   HR Congestion Management 2010 Update  
Public Comment Input (Via E-mail)  Only just today found the subject document, have not had much time to read through it.  Wanted to comment on CMP CONGESTED CORRIDOR - ARTERIAL #7 Jefferson Avenue, AND I-64 in that vicinity, and beyond.     Came to this area mid-94, active duty then, assigned to Langley AFB, lived in James City County, drive hwy 60 to Ft Eustis Blvd, to I-64, to the Hampton Roads Center pkwy and back every day since.  Endured the improvements to I-64 which began not so long after I arrived.     1. It was crazy to NOT continue the I-64 widening to at LEAST Ft Eustis Blvd. And yes, it needs to be widened on to Williamsburg, that stretch straightened and leveled.     2. Widening/improving hwy 460 is a better alternative to widening I-64 from I-295 to Williamsburg.  The tunnels already can’t handle the existing traffic, bringing more down a wider I-64 will only compound the problem.  If traffic routes to a widened hwy 460, YOU DON’T NEED ANOTHER TUNNEL!    
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  3. I told VDOT someone would get killed at I-64 west exit 255, and they have. If you’ll look at where people live, there are a city full on the James River side of the rail line, there aren’t so many ways for them to cross over the rail line between J Clyde and Ft Eustis Blvd (3: Bland, Denbigh and Oyster Point). Someone needs to get the clue.  Five miles worth of urbanites between exits 250 and 255, they all have to cross the tracks to go anywhere.  This needs to be a factor on your Arterial #7, Probable Causes of Congestion.  It is certainly the reason for the “weave” from the west 255 exit to Bland Ave.     4.  Overall, I suggest a significant contributor to traffic problems on the peninsula are the lack of through roads;   a. Warwick on one side of the tracks, capacity deficient and high in signals per mile b. Jefferson in the middle, capacity deficient and high in signals per mile c. Hwy 17 on the other side, capacity deficient and high in signals per mile d. I-64, where everyone goes to try to get moving, capacity deficient from mile 254 west    5.  And lastly, if you have NOT tried to drive hwy 60 from Williamsburg to Newport News between 4 and 6 pm on a Friday during the summer, you are ignoring the problem noted in #1 above.     Thanks for reading.   Charles Deitrich JCC   
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~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
HRTPO Public Comment ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
RE: Public Comment Regarding the Hampton Roads Congestion Management  

Process: 2010 Update Draft Report 
 (Public Comment Follows HRTPO Staff Response) 
 
HRTPO Staff Response 
 
Mr. Brown, 
 
Thank you for submitting your comment in regards to our Hampton Roads Congestion 
Management Process report.  As part of our CMP, we have analyzed congestion at all of the 
regional tunnels, particularly the HRBT.  Based on the data we have available, each lane of 
the Hampton Roads Bridge-Tunnel can handle at most about 1,600 to 1,700 vehicles per lane 
per hour, which is about 25% lower than a normal lane of Interstate can handle.  This 
reduced capacity is what results in the notorious backups.   
 
There are various causes for this reduction in capacity.  Some of them are physical in nature, 
such as the fact that trucks naturally slow down on the steep upgrade coming out of the 
tunnel.  Others factors are due to human nature.  Many people feel uncomfortable driving 
through tunnels with the closeness of the walls and adjacent traffic, and the lack of sight 
distance between them and the roadway in front of them.  This causes many drivers to either 
slow down or leave more room between them and the vehicle in front of them.  This is 
especially true of those drivers such as tourists that are not familiar with driving through such 
a facility.  
 
In order to increase the capacity of each lane in the tunnels to the same levels as those on 
typical Interstate highways, these human factors would need to be mitigated in some way.  
One possibility is that new and upcoming vehicle technologies (the program is called 
Intellidrive) would allow vehicles to travel much closer to each other, with each vehicle 
communicating with one another to assure that speeds are maintained and crashes will not 
occur.  
 
If you have any additional questions or comments please feel free to ask. 
 

Name:   Roger Brown 
Date:   August 3, 2010 
Subject:   HR Congestion Management 2010 Update  
Public Comment Input (Via E-mail)  Everyone complains that the congestion at the HRBT is so terrible, but has anyone really analyzed WHY it is so congested? I have noticed that when I am sitting in traffic at the HRBT traffic slows on the approach to the tunnel. At first I assumed that there must be an 
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accident, disabled vehicle, or car pulled over by police in the vicinity. But after getting through the tunnel, everyone sped back up to normal speed. So I presume that the cause of the backup is people slamming on their brakes on approach. Another tube through the tunnel will not solve this problem. Has anyone come up with a solution to this?   
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~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
HRTPO Public Comment ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
RE: Public Comment Regarding the Hampton Roads Congestion Management  

Process: 2010 Update Draft Report 
 (Public Comment Follows HRTPO Staff Response) 
 
HRTPO Staff Response 
 
Mr. McDaniel, 
 
Thank you for your comment regarding our Congestion Management Process report.  I believe what 
you are referring to is a Facebook viewer poll that WAVY-10 did yesterday asking viewers what they 
thought the worst traffic bottlenecks were in the region.  According to their poll responses, the 
Hampton Roads Bridge-Tunnel apparently ranked 10th on their list, with I-264 in Virginia Beach 
being the highest ranked. 
 
In our Congestion Management Process report, the Hampton Roads Bridge-Tunnel ranked #1 
as the most congested freeway segment in our region as you expected. 
 

Name:   David McDaniel 
Date:   August 4, 2010 
Subject:   HR Congestion Management 2010 Update  
Public Comment Input (Via E-mail)  Are you kidding me?? HRBT ranked 10th?? How insulting that the absolute WORST traffic nightmare in Virginia is ranked 10th locally! I've said for years only an EXPANSION will solve the HRBT traffic problem. You need 4 lanes MINIMUM each way, but you'll continue to ignore common sense. You'll continue to propose worthless 3rd and 4th crossings and waste our tax money! You'll NEVER do the right thing - EXPAND the TUNNEL!  Dave McDaniel Yorktown    
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~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
HRTPO Public Comment ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
RE: Public Comment Regarding the Hampton Roads Congestion Management  

Process: 2010 Update Draft Report 
 (Public Comment Follows HRTPO Staff Response) 
 
HRTPO Staff Response 
 
Mr. Bohlken, 
 
Thank you for taking the time to send us your comments regarding the bottleneck on I-64 just 
west of Jefferson Avenue.  As you may have noticed this area on I-64 ranked fourth highest on 
our regional list in the Congestion Management Process report, behind the Hampton Roads 
Bridge-Tunnel, Downtown Tunnel, and I-264 in Virginia Beach (in the area where all the 
ramps from I-64 merge together and drops to 4 lanes in each direction).  We've studied this 
location and agree that the bottleneck area where westbound I-64 drops from 4 to 2 lanes 
(and as you mentioned, where the Jefferson Avenue on ramp also merges) is obviously both a 
roadway capacity and a safety problem, and VDOT also recognizes that this area will be a 
major chokepoint during an evacuation.  Plans have been in place through the years to 
continue widening I-64 up the Peninsula to Route 199 just southeast of Williamsburg but have 
been put off due to a lack of funding.  Currently this project is in the 2030 Hampton Roads 
Long-Range Transportation Plan although no funding has been identified for construction. 
 
If you have any additional questions or comments please feel free to forward them to us. 

 
Name:   Gary Bohlken 
Date:   August 4, 2010 
Subject:   HR Congestion Management 2010 Update  
Public Comment Input (Via E-mail)  As a former police officer who now commutes from Williamsburg to Hampton every day I feel I must comment on the lack of concern for the choke point at Jefferson Ave and I-64 westbound.  I have lived on the Peninsula since before the interstate was even built.  I have driven this section of roadway since 1995 and am fully aware of the “improvements” attempted a number of years ago.  Those improvements are what actually created the problem!  I can see by your title that you are an engineer.  The P.E. who signed off and approved the engineering drawings for this current condition should lose his license.  Not just his job, but his license.  If I knew the proper steps I would file the complaint myself.  I can only hope that he has been eliminated from engineering any Virginia highways.   More specifically, to design a road in such a way that 5 lanes merge into 2 lanes in ¼ mile distance is not only ludicrous but dangerous as well.  To have 4 lanes of I-64 merge into 2 would be bad enough but to bring the Jefferson Avenue entrance into play only exacerbates 
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the problem.  For years while driving this section of highway I have just shaken my head at the lack of common sense at this location.     Since no one sees fit to permanently fix this situation I suggest that the HOV lane merge into the 3rd lane before you ever get to Jefferson Avenue.  This should be done by “jersey” walls which people could not drive around.  The 3rd travel lane should than be merged into a two lane configuration prior to the Jefferson Avenue traffic merging into the flow.  Again, this should be done by the slow migration of “jersey” walls.  If this were done over a 2 – 3 mile expanse the flow would improve.    I have heard the excuse that it is tourists not familiar with the roadways.  I don’t buy that.  If they see a concrete wall they are going to merge no matter where they are coming from.  It is more likely the same local drivers who every day try to push the limit and merge at the last possible moment.  If you say you haven’t seen it than I say you haven’t driven through that stretch of roadway.  As long as that roadway is allowed to stay open that is exactly what people will do.  I have even seen tractor trailer drivers force cars to either swerve to avoid a collision or see cars stop completely by the intimidation of these trucks.  I myself have been involved I countless near misses.   For 6 weeks last summer I was required by my job to drive from Williamsburg to the Virginia Beach Town Center area.  Yes, it is a long drive but bar none, the worst traffic situation I saw in that entire trip was the merge at Jefferson Avenue and I-64 westbound coming home from work every day and especially Fridays.  How long is the HRT Planning Organization willing to ignore this traffic hazard?  Does the organization truly believe that in the event of an evacuation order that the biggest problem is not going to be this 1 mile stretch of highway?   I have always voted against any issue to raise taxes to improve roads throughout the Hampton Roads area because most of the listed projects are in the Norfolk/Virginia Beach area.  I will continue to do so.  James City County/Williamsburg is recognized as being one of the fastest growing communities in the state and to ignore the increased traffic flow through the Peninsula is almost arrogant.  Whether the organization sees fit to fix this or pass it on to those who are, is entirely at the discretion of the organization but I say to ignore this issue is to invalidate the whole purpose of this organization.     Sincerely, Gary L. Bohlken   
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~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
HRTPO Public Comment ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
RE: Public Comment Regarding the Hampton Roads Congestion Management  

Process: 2010 Update Draft Report 
 (Public Comment Follows HRTPO Staff Response) 
 
HRTPO Staff Response 
 
Mr. Pycior, 
 
Thank you for providing us with your comment regarding Shore Drive.  Although Shore Drive 
is clearly a congested corridor, it did not make our list of Top Ten congested roadways 
throughout the region that we analyzed in detail.  We will continue to monitor regional 
congested roadways in our future updates to the Congestion Management Process, including 
the Shore Drive corridor. 
 

Name:   John Pycior 
Date:   August 4, 2010 
Subject:   HR Congestion Management 2010 Update  
Public Comment Input (Via E-mail)  The worst traffic spot in Hampton Roads, in my opinion, is Shore Drive due to the recent reduction in the speed limit. It was bad enough before due to the pedestrians who consistently break the law by jaywalking and ignoring the walk/don't walk signals.    
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~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
HRTPO Public Comment ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
RE: Public Comment Regarding the Hampton Roads Congestion Management  

Process: 2010 Update Draft Report 
 (Public Comment Follows HRTPO Staff Response) 
 
HRTPO Staff Response 
 
Karin, 
 
Thank you for taking the time to provide us with your comments regarding traffic signal 
synchronization.  The City of Virginia Beach is currently in the process of retiming and 
synchronizing traffic signals in various corridors as part of their Traffic Management System 
and Center that they have been constructing over the last few years.  I've included a copy of 
their most recent newsletter that mentions a little about the system and the intersections that 
have recently had their signals retimed.     
 
If you want to contact Virginia Beach officials regarding any specific intersections you think 
should be retimed or better synchronized, you can send them a comment through their Roads 
and Traffic website.  The name of their website is a little long, but it's 
http://www.vbgov.com/vgn.aspx?vgnextchannel=db9ffd67f3ad9010VgnVCM100000870b640
aRCRD&vgnextparchannel=6e5ffd67f3ad9010VgnVCM100000870b640aRCRD. 
 
If you have any additional comments regarding transportation in Hampton Roads, please feel 
free to submit them to us. 

 
Name:   Karin 
Date:   August 4, 2010 
Subject:   HR Congestion Management 2010 Update  
Public Comment Input (Via E-mail)  Can someone explain to me why the traffic lights in the Hampton Roads region are not synchronized? Don't waste our money on surveys and studies. Synchronizing makes sense. For instance, look at Independence Blvd in VA Beach. Cars get stuck in the intersections because either the traffic light they are at changes too quickly, or the traffic light ahead is red or changes late. The same thing goes for Indian River Road in Virginia Beach. If you want to do a study, look at what traffic lights have a lot of traffic at them and which ones do not. If there are many cars, the either it doesn't change quick enough or the one before it changes too often. Here is an example. Independence and Jeanne Street. The traffic light there changes 2-3 times more often than the one at Virginia Beach Blvd. I know this same issue occurs on some of the major streets in Hampton and Newport News as well. Thank you.  
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~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
HRTPO Public Comment ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
RE: Public Comment Regarding the Hampton Roads Congestion Management  

Process: 2010 Update Draft Report 
 (Public Comment Follows HRTPO Staff Response) 
 
HRTPO Staff Response 
 
Mr. Throupe, 
 
Thank you for taking the time to provide us with your comments regarding travel speeds in 
Hampton Roads.  You may or may not know this but there are laws in place in Virginia 
regarding minimum speeds and speed limits, although it's vague in that it only mentions that 
"No person shall drive a motor vehicle at such a slow speed as to impede the normal and 
reasonable movement of traffic." 
 
Regarding your comment about trucks, all trucks are currently restricted from the left-most 
lane of interstates with three or more lanes in each direction when the speed limit is 65 mph 
or higher.  Trucks may also not travel in the left lane of interstates with two lanes in each 
direction when their speed is below the posted speed limit. 
 
If you have any additional questions or comments, please feel free to submit them to us. 

 
Name:   Ken Throupe 
Date:   August 4, 2010 
Subject:   HR Congestion Management 2010 Update  
Public Comment Input (Via E-mail)  I've read the report and commend your efforts. Traffic flow in Hamptom Roads is a problem. In my travels I have observed the main cause of congestion to be drivers unwillingness to use the excellerator and yield to faster moving traffic. Rt 64 is a good example. The speed limit ranges from 60-65MPH. Cars and trucks travel 45-75MPH in all lanes. Congestion results because numerous pockets of traffic are stuck behind the slowest moving vehicles. I suggest implementing a few new traffic rules that a time study may prove keep traffic flowing. First, ban all trucks and haulers from the left lanes. Second, change "Speed Limit" to "Required Speed" and enforce it allowing a 5MPH leeway to those exceeding it.This plan also works for secondary roads with one additional rule. Require the use of hazard lights and pull over/yeild when not able to maintain the required speed.   
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~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
HRTPO Public Comment ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
RE: Public Comment Regarding the Hampton Roads Congestion Management  

Process: 2010 Update Draft Report 
 (Public Comment Follows HRTPO Staff Response) 
 
HRTPO Staff Response 
 
Mr. Pons, 
 
Thank you for taking the time to send us your comments regarding I-64.  Plans have been in 
place through the years to continue widening I-64 up the Peninsula to the Route 199 
interchange just southeast of Williamsburg but have been delayed due to a lack of funding.  
This project is currently in the 2030 Hampton Roads Long-Range Transportation Plan but at 
this point no funding has been identified for construction. 

 
Name:   Philip E. Pons 
Date:   August 4, 2010 
Subject:   HR Congestion Management 2010 Update  
Public Comment Input (Via E-mail)  Please do something about I64 East & West bound particularly between Jefferson Ave and Williamsburg. Also, do something about the speeding trucks on that same stretch! 
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~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
HRTPO Public Comment ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
RE: Public Comment Regarding the Hampton Roads Congestion Management  

Process: 2010 Update Draft Report 
 (Public Comment Follows HRTPO Staff Response) 
 
HRTPO Staff Response 
 
Mr. Brown, 
 
Just to give you a little information on the differences between the HRBT and the MMMBT, the 
HRBT currently handles about 92,000 vehicles each weekday while the MMMBT is much 
lower, around 60,000 vehicles each weekday.  The differences between the two facilities 
during the afternoon rush hour is much smaller, with the MMMBT only handling about 12% 
fewer vehicles during rush hour.  Volumes at the MMMBT are also growing much faster 
(about 5% per year historically) than they are at the HRBT (about 1% per year).  It's possible 
that the MMMBT will one day carry more vehicles during rush hour than the HRBT since the 
facility has slightly wider lanes, higher vertical clearances, the tunnel itself is shorter, etc. 
 

Name:   Roger Brown 
Date:   August 3, 2010 
Subject:   HR Congestion Management 2010 Update  
Public Comment Input (Via E-mail)  Thank you very much for your response!  When I first moved to this area in 1993, the (admittedly lighter) traffic flowed through the MMBT at highway speed. Is the MMBT tunnel wider than the HRBT? Or is the greater number of cars at the HRBT to blame? I do understand that the trucks will naturally slow coming out of the tunnel, but not to the 20 mph speeds that are common there. As well, that should only be the right lane anyway. And I think part of the main problem with traffic in this area is the tendency for cars to follow one another too closely. If there were more space between cars, one frightened motorist applying the brakes on approach to the tunnel would have little effect. But with current conditions, when one person slams on the brakes it creates a chain reaction that seems to last the whole rush hour.  Part of the cause of the tendency to follow too close is that many people don't want to let other cars merge, when the very act of not letting cars merge is what causes many backups in the first place!  Keep up the great work! You are in a tough spot with transportation in this region.  Take care, Roger Brown  
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~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
HRTPO Public Comment ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
RE: Public Comment Regarding the Hampton Roads Congestion Management  

Process: 2010 Update Draft Report 
 (Public Comment Follows HRTPO Staff Response) 
 
HRTPO Staff Response 
 
Mr. Jenkins, 
 
Thanks for the comment and the update.  Changes have been made to the CMP report per your 
recommendation. 
 

Name:   Tom Jenkins 
Date:   August 4, 2010 
Subject:   HR Congestion Management 2010 Update  
Public Comment Input (Via E-mail)  I was reviewing the draft Hampton Roads Congestion Management Process when I noticed the description of The Former Jordan Bridge on Page 7.  The second paragraph reads:  "Plans are in place for a private developer to build a replacement bridge at this site, although financing issues have delayed the project."  You may not be aware, but we have been working on the demolition of the Jordan Bridge since April 12 and we have recently completed our geotechnical investigations for the new bridge.  We plan on beginning to drive test piles for the new bridge in about a month and the bridge will be open to traffic by the end of 2011.  Our efforts are highlighted on the City of Chesapeake's website at: http://www.chesapeake.va.us/services/depart/pub-wrks/bridges-jordan-faqs.shtml  Based upon the above, we suggest that the sentence be changed to more accurately reflect the project status and our current work on-site:  "Plans are in place for a private developer to build a replacement bridge at this site and the bridge is scheduled to be complete by the end of 2011."  We appreciate the opportunity to review the draft document and provide our comments to the TPO.  Thanks, Tom   
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~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
HRTPO Public Comment ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
RE: Public Comment Regarding the Hampton Roads Congestion Management  

Process: 2010 Update Draft Report 
 (Public Comment Follows HRTPO Staff Response) 
 
HRTPO Staff Response 
 
Mr. Eley, 
 
Thank you for providing us with your comments regarding I-64 widening and speed limits.  
Plans have been in place through the years to widen I-64 on the Peninsula from where it 
currently narrows near Jefferson Avenue to the Route 199 interchange just southeast of 
Williamsburg.  These plans, however, have been delayed due to a lack of funding.  This project 
is currently in the 2030 Hampton Roads Long-Range Transportation Plan but at this point no 
funding has been identified for construction. 
 
Regarding your comment about speed limits, VDOT has a process in place for determining 
speed limits for each individual roadway.  If you would like more information, VDOT 
maintains a website that discusses this process at http://www.virginiadot.org/info/faq-
speedlimits.asp. 
 
If you have any additional questions or comments about transportation in Hampton Roads, 
please feel free to submit them to us. 
 

Name:   Chris Eley 
Date:   August 5, 2010 
Subject:   HR Congestion Management 2010 Update  
Public Comment Input (Via E-mail)  If I-64 west bound beyond exit 255 could be expanded to 3 lanes to I-295 that would help alleviate traffic. Speed limits also have a significant impact on traffic flow particularly along I-64, 264, 664. Each morning I travel I-64 East bound from Lee Hall to the Shipyard's downtown exit at 35th street. I encounter a significant amount of traffic as well as two speed changes going from 65mph to 60mph to 55mph. When drivers travel at 70mph or greater there is less congestion. It is unfortunate that in 2010 we are relegated to a speed limit of 55mph on a significant amount of our VA interstates. A speed limit set by the Nixon administration.   Tunnel traffic is congested because drivers do not maintain the speed limit when entering and while driving through the tunnel. I find that you can sit in a 5 mile backup and come out the HRBT and there was no accident just drivers driving under the speed limit.   
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~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
HRTPO Public Comment ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
RE: Public Comment Regarding the Hampton Roads Congestion Management  

Process: 2010 Update Draft Report 
 (Public Comment Follows HRTPO Staff Response) 
 
HRTPO Staff Response 
 
Mr. Quail, 
 
Thank you for taking the time to read the Congestion Management Process report and 
providing your comments to us.  All of the comments we receive (including yours) are 
provided to both our Transportation Technical Advisory Committee, which is primarily 
comprised of transportation planners and engineers from all of the Hampton Roads cities and 
counties as well as VDOT, and the Hampton Roads Transportation Planning Organization, 
which is primarily comprised of regional mayors, city council persons, and state legislators. 
 
If you have any questions or concerns in the future about transportation in Hampton Roads, 
please feel free to submit them to us. 
 

Name:   Jim Quail 
Date:   August 5, 2010 
Subject:   HR Congestion Management 2010 Update  
Public Comment Input (Via E-mail)  I just scanned over the report on line and must say what a thorough and concise report.  I have lived in the tidewater area my entire life and have seen most of the road facilities built starting with the Coleman Bridge in 1952.  We have a problem which goes back to the legislature.  If the rural areas of this state had the same quality of transportation as the urban areas, there would be no "rural voting block" on highway funding.  The urban areas have funded the highways in the rural areas for years.  If we could spend the fuel tax dollars in a fairly distributed method then we would all have the same number of potholes.   I feel there are many small initiatives we could implement which would help solve some of the problems at the HRBT.      1. At the HRBT we used to have tunnel employees inside waiving motorist on to keep the speed up.    2. there used to be lighted signs saying keep the speed up.   
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 3. We could have police patrols in the tunnels to enforce the minimum speed limits.  I travel through the HRBT weekly and have never seen any type of police car drive through, there is no enforcement of any laws.  They are only there to work accidents.      4. The "Tunnel-phobics" are a major part of the problem, many times we go through the tunnel in heavy traffic and see the car behind us at least a quarter mile back, sometimes out of sight.  These people need to be made aware of the importance of keeping up the speed by info signs and enforcement.    5. The reckless driver and the tailgaters are causing accidents.    6. Last week we went through the HRBT at 9:00pm, they are installing lights and had one lane blocked, it took over an hour to travel from Mallory St to the tunnel, the entrance ramp just before the tunnel was open and there was a steady stream of cars coming from behind us and going through downtown Hampton and back on the interstate combined with the merge left it created a large back up.  A little planning by VDOT by shutting down the ramp would help smooth the flow.   We drive the CBBT weekly also and it is a pleasure to transverse, well maintained, laws are enforced regularly and much less reckless driving but they do not enforce the tunnel phobics violations either.   The Rt 460 connector or new interstate is a great idea, much of the traffic between Richmond and Southside uses I-64, it would help reduce traffic.  I-64 is at a point of no return, any construction between Newport News and Richmond would create gridlock.   Any fuel taxes collected should be spent on highways, the general assembly has stolen this money for the past 30 years for other projects, what a bunch of fools.  Now they act like it is our fault we are reaching gridlock.  We sit in traffic burning our fuel, the potholes are causing damage to the vehicle's suspension, which we have to pay for, last month I hit a pothole and it split the side of my tire.  We cannot go to doctors, shopping or entertainment on the southside because we do not know if it will take one, two or three hours to get there.   Mass transportation is a joke, what do you do when you get to the end? I cannot walk 2 miles, The Tide and the HRT are a start but there has to be a way to connect to your destination.  HRT's routes on the peninsula are a mess.  I tried to ride one from Jefferson and Harpersville to Patrick Henry Mall, a straight line distance of 4 miles, it took hours and a transfer.  HRT needs to use routes like Manhattan: cross town, uptown downtown routes that intersect, the Peninsula is perfect for it.   Driving in tidewater is comparable to entering combat, If you do not drive 15 to 20 miles per hour over the limit the cars are on your bumper, cutting you off, pulling out in front of you, giving you the bird, etc, no wonder road rage is gripping people.  We expect a little help from our governments and what do we get, nothing.   
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The southside is a dead end cul-de-sac with no possibility of evacuation for a category 5 hurricane, hurricane gates, ha!  All they will do is keep people on the parking lot that is I-64, four laned or not, no gas stations, no rest rooms, no medical emergency access, now there's a disaster waiting to happen.  What genius in VDOT thought of that and spent millions.  The southside cannot even move the daily rush hour traffic much less a hurricane evacuation.    Thank God we have a new governor who is trying to do something for us, the last idiot didn't have a clue.     We need to set priorities, number 1, build an expressway through Norfolk to Petersburg to relieve some of the congestion on I-64 in the HRBT and to Richmond.  Number 2, build another tunnel across Hampton Roads.  Then the smaller projects can be dealt with.   Number 3, improve mass transit to serve more of the population, buses are modern day trolleys but who knows how they run? or when.   Thanks for asking for input and thanks for your efforts, I know you have little control over the issues I brought up but you can pass my concerns on to higher ups, the people making poor decisions and wasting my tax dollars need to be held accountable.   Jim Quail 
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~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
HRTPO Public Comment ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
RE: Public Comment Regarding the Hampton Roads Congestion Management  

Process: 2010 Update Draft Report 
 (Public Comment Follows HRTPO Staff Response) 
 
HRTPO Staff Response 
 
Mr. Brandon, 
 
Thank you for taking the time to read the Congestion Management Process report and 
providing us with your insightful comments.   
 
In regards to your first specific comment, we agree that the eastbound tube should have a 
higher capacity than the westbound tube for the reasons you described.  However, the fact 
that the eastbound tube carries fewer vehicles during the afternoon peak period (and in fact 
even fewer than the westbound direction does) is what led us to conclude that the higher 
number of commuters using the facility during the morning rush hour is what primarily 
contributed to the additional number of vehicles that could pass though the tube during 
congested conditions. 
 
Regarding your second specific comment, we were a little surprised by the step-by-step 
increase in backups at the HRBT throughout the week as well.  However, comparing this to 
the average traffic volumes by day of week at the HRBT in 2009 (88,500-Monday, 90,300-
Tuesday, 91,500-Wednesday, 93,300-Thursday, and 96,200-Friday), it would make sense that 
the backups should increase from day to day as well.   
 
Your general comment has also been noted and will be provided to VDOT since they handle 
operations at the tunnels.  All of the public comments for this report are provided to 
transportation engineers and planners from around the region, including officials from VDOT. 
 
If you have any additional questions or concerns regarding transportation in Hampton Roads 
in the future, please feel free to submit them to us. 
 

Name:   Joseph Brandon 
Date:   August 5, 2010 
Subject:   HR Congestion Management 2010 Update  
Public Comment Input (Via E-mail)  Thank you for the opportunity to have input into this report.  My comments are a result of having lived in the Hampton Roads area since 1969, and commuting from my home in Hampton to my office in Norfolk through the Hampton Roads 
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Bridge-Tunnel (HRBT) five days a week from June 1974 through October 1988, and nine out of ten days from November 1988 through May 2007.    
SOME SPECIFIC COMMENTS:  1. The last paragraph on page 12 states as follows:  

It should be noted that although the eastbound Hampton Roads Bridge-Tunnel is 
congested during both the morning and afternoon peak travel periods, the eastbound 
tunnel carries a higher vehicular volume during the morning peak period.  The 
eastbound tunnel maxes out at about 870 vehicles per 15-minute period between 6:00 
am and 7:30 am, which is 10% higher than the traffic flow carried during the 
afternoon peak travel period. This is likely due to a higher concentration of commuter 
traffic during the morning, and these commuters are more familiar and more 
comfortable driving through the tunnel than non-commuters.   COMMENT:  The conclusion seems to ignore the likelihood that the newer, wider, brighter EB tube facilitates a higher throughput.  I’m not suggesting that your conclusion is wrong; maybe only incomplete.  2. Figure 10 on page 15 shows a noticeable, steady rise in HRBT WB backups from Monday to Friday.  The lower Monday backup is somewhat explainable by the large number of government, and possibly other, employees choosing to take Monday as their regular day off in nine day work period.  Friday should have about the same decrease in traffic backup due to the same phenomenon of employees choosing to take Friday as their regular day off, except that a large number of out of town workers and locals tend to leave town for the weekend through the HRBT on Friday.     COMMENT:  The steady rise from Tuesday through Thursday, amounting to about 25%, is not a change that I ever recall noticing, and while it does not seem to affect the extremes that would be used for planning purposes, this makes me question all of the data presented.  The rise tends to say that even commuters need to become acquainted with driving the HRBT on a weekly basis, and while it's possible, I have to believe that I would have noticed it.   

GENERAL COMMENT:  I could question at least a few areas of traffic counts and backups at the HRBT, but it appears that you have captured the extreme conditions fairly well, and a long as you keep those conditions in mind in planning for future changes, my concerns will be satisfied.    
SUGGESTION:  I have a suggestion that amounts to mostly operational changes for the purpose of lowering driver tensions at the HRBT, and possibly many other places.  This suggestion involves changing the way that traffic control is performed when one lane is closed, either for maintenance or for breakdowns/incidents.  While numerous states use a “merge point” scheme to converge two lanes of traffic into one temporarily, Virginia does 
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not seem to use this method at all.  The resulting conditions tend to create two sets of driving rules on the road, with those intending to follow the rules moving into the "open" lane and others driving in the "closed" lane, typically passing many people in the "open" lane.  This creates high levels of unnecessary tension, and I've seen fist fights, wrecks, and a lot of hollering and name-calling as a result.    This problem is most evident at the HRBT in the WB lanes, as there are numerous signal lights available for use (misuse) by traffic controllers.  It should have been evident many years ago that displaying a red light for a lane closure a mile before the constriction does not incentivize good driver behavior without appropriate policing.     Since May 2007, I have not commuted regularly across the HRBT and I even find myself reducing visits to the Southside because of the HRBT.  I have also turned down consulting work that would have required some commuting.  I have reduced regular involvement in organizations that require travel through the HRBT, and I've almost completely given up any involvement in the Southside that requires travel WB on the HRBT after about 2100 hours so as to avoid the inevitable crunch of two lanes to converge to one for maintenance work.     On a recent trip to Hampton from Norfolk after the beginning of maintenance work one evening, I decided to follow the traffic signals precisely, and to count the number of vehicles that passed me in the "closed" lane.  I was initially stopped at the first WB traffic signal (at the inspection station), in the right lane with a green light, and the left lane had a red light.  If a defined merge point had been defined, both lanes should have moved approximately equally, but by the time I got to the required merge point, over 200 vehicles had passed me in the left lane.  I stopped counting at 200 because it was just too depressing to realize that the people intending to drive legally were being so unfairly burdened.  Is it any wonder that nerves are frayed, and that people do some strange things?  How does society get away with incentivizing such unfair, and ostensibly unlawful, behavior?   There are many discussions on the internet about this type of situation, and the ensuing behaviors, and while the situation that I described is likely not what the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) intended, it is what happens, and has been happening since the late 1970s when the tolls were removed from the HRBT.  Please! Please! Please!  Let's address this issue immediately as a major "tension reliever," as the backups at the HRBT are a long way from being relieved.     I volunteer to share my experiences, to research and analyze solutions, and to help develop traffic control procedures to make use of current infrastructure in a more efficient manner.  At worst, I can see the need for some additional signage to help acquaint drivers with changes, but the most significant changes would likely be to operational procedures.     Sincerely,  Joseph H. Brandon Hampton, VA 
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~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
HRTPO Public Comment ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
RE: Public Comment Regarding the Midtown Tunnel 
 (Public Comment Follows HRTPO Staff Response) 
 
HRTPO Staff Response 
 
Ms. Sotherland, 
 
Good afternoon. Thank you for your phone inquiry pertaining to the Midtown Tunnel. As a 
review, you inquired the following: 
 

• Does the Midtown Tunnel carry 40,000 vehicles a day? 
• Is the Midtown Tunnel the most heavily traveled road east of the Mississippi? Nation? 

 
Per the Draft 2009 Congestion Management Process (to be approved in September 2010), the 
average traffic on a given weekday on the Midtown Tunnel is 41,115 vehicles (Page 66). The 
value you provided in your inquiry is within range by rounding. As to your second question, 
the Hampton Roads Transportation Planning Organization cannot verify whether the 
Midtown Tunnel is the most heavily traveled road east of the Mississippi or the nation. We can 
verify that the Midtown Tunnel is the most heavily traveled two lane facility in the State of 
Virginia (Page 7). If you have any further inquiries on the Midtown Tunnel or other 
transportation facility, please do not hesitate to contact our Congestion Management Process 
Team for further assistance. 
 
Have a pleasant day. 
 

Name:   Tara Sotherland 
Date:   August 6, 2010 
Subject:   Midtown Tunnel Inquiry  
Public Comment Input (Via Phone)  Does the Midtown Tunnel carry 40,000 vehicles per day? Is the Midtown Tunnel the most heavily traveled road east of the Mississippi River? Is the Midtown Tunnel the most heavily traveled road in the Nation? 
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