
 
 
 
 

 

 
 

Piedmont Triad Regional Council, Lead Planning Agency 
1398 Carrolton Crossing Drive  Kernersville, NC 27284-3480  ptrpo@ptrc.org  Phone (336) 904-0300  Fax (336) 904-0309 

 

Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) &  
Technical Coordinating Committee (TCC) Meeting 

 

1:15 pm 
Wednesday, June 19, 2024 

Location: PTRC Offices & Zoom 
 

 

Welcome 
1. Welcome & Conflict of Interest Statement   Alvin Foster 
2. Public Comment Period     Alvin Foster 

 
Action Items 

3. April 17, 2024 Meeting Minutes    Alvin Foster 
               
Discussion Items 

4. Local Input Methodology Review    Dawn Vallieres 
5. Division 8 Project Review                                                   Bryan Kluchar  
6. Division 7 Project Review          Nishant Shah 
7. Local Input Points Assignment     Dawn Vallieres 

 

Other Business 
8. NCDOT Board of Transportation (BOT) Update  BOT Member 
9. Division Updates      Division Engineers 
10. Transportation Planning Division (TPD) Update  Marty Sangwoo 
11. Integrated Mobility Division     Alex Rotenberry 
12. Transit System Updates     Transit Staff 
13. Local Jurisdiction Updates     TCC Members 
14. RPO Update       Dawn Vallieres 
15. New Business       Alvin Foster 
16. Adjourn       Alvin Foster 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Next Meeting 
August 21, 2024, at 1:15 pm 
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Piedmont Triad Regional Council, Lead Planning Agency 
1398 Carrolton Crossing Drive  Kernersville, NC 27284-3480  ptrpo@ptrc.org  Phone (336) 904-0300  Fax (336) 904-0309 

A g e n d a  I t e m

Agenda Item 3 
April 17, 2024, Meeting Minutes 

Background 
The minutes are presented for your review and approval. 

Attachment(s) 
Meeting minutes. 

Action Requested 
Approval 
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PIEDMONT TRIAD RURAL PLANNING ORGANIZATION 
 

 
 

 
Piedmont Triad Regional Council Lead Planning Agency 

1398 Carrollton Crossing Drive, Kernersville, NC 27284 l (336) 904-0300 

 

MINUTES 
 

Joint Meeting of the Technical Coordinating Committee (TCC) and  
Transportation Advisory Committee (TAC) 

 
April 17, 2024 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Meeting Attendees 
 

TAC Members & Alternates      TCC Members & Alternates  

Alvin Foster Town of Yanceyville     Hiram Marziano Rockingham County 

Filmore York Town of Liberty   Kelly Stultz City of Eden 

Mark Richardson Rockingham County    Marti Sung NCDOT TPD 

Tommy Underwood City of Eden     Kyle Laird PART 

Angela Upchurch Town of Milton    Tim Magnum Randolph County 

Lisa Mathis BOT   Andy Bailey NCDOT TPD 

Walker Moffit City of Asheboro   Bryan Kluchar NCDOT Division 8 

John Shaw Montgomery County   Janie Phelps Town of Liberty 

Hope Haywood Randolph County   Jason Hardin City of Reidsville 

      Michael Burroughs Montgomery County 

PTRC Staff      Tonya Caddle Randolph County 

Dawn Vallieres Regional Planning     

Carter Spradling Regional Planning     

Jesse Day PTRC       

        

Guests      
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The meeting began at 1:17 pm.  
  

Welcome  
  

1. Welcome & Conflict of Interest Statement. Mr. Alvin Foster welcomed those in 
attendance, reviewed the agenda, opened the meeting, and read the conflict of interest 
statement. No one indicated any conflict(s) of interest.  
  

2. Public Comment. Mr. Foster asked for public comment, but no comments were 
offered.   

 
Presentation 
There was no presentation at this meeting.  
 
Action Items  
  

3. February 17, 2024, Meeting Minutes. Mr. Foster shared the meeting minutes with 
the group. There were no corrections. 
 

4. FY 22-23 Planning Work Program. Ms. Dawn Vallieres presented the proposed 
Planning Work Program (PWP) for the upcoming fiscal year. Several categories in 
the PWP allow for local technical assistance to support customized transportation 
planning needs. The only item changed from the draft PWP was an addition of a SPR 
grant of $50,000 for trail guides. 

 
A roll call vote for the TCC was taken to recommend approval of the PWP for FY24-25 by the 
TAC, Kelly Stultz made a motion to recommend approval. Hiram Marziano seconded. The vote 
was unanimous. 
 
A roll call vote for the TAC was taken on these 3 items. Mr. Mark Richardson made a motion to 
approve, Mr. Tommy Underwood seconded. The motion was passed unanimously by a roll call 
vote by the TAC members and alternates in attendance. 
 
 
Discussion Items  
 
There were no discussion items on the agenda.  
 

 
Other Business  
  

5. NCDOT Board of Transportation (BOT) Update. Ms. Lisa Mathis gave an update.  
 

6. Division Updates  
 

 Division 7 –Division 7 was attending the NCAMPO annual conference.  Mr. Jesse 
Day showed the submitted project list and asked if there were any questions. 
 Division 8 – Mr. Bryan Kluchar gave an update on projects.  
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7. Transportation Planning Division (TPD) Update.  Mr. Marty Sung gave an update.   
 

8. Transit System Updates. Mr. Kyle Laird with PART gave an update on the Transit 
to Trails, the Community Viz modeling project, and a buddy ride to the NC Zoo to 
get college/university students familiar with using transit.  

 
9. Local Jurisdiction Updates. No local updates were provided.   

 
10. RPO Update.  Ms. Dawn Vallieres gave an update of P7 and the local points  would 

be assigned at the June meeting.  
 

11. New Business.  There was no new business.  
 

12. Adjourn. Mr. Foster adjourned the meeting at 1:39 pm.  
  
 
 
____________________________  _______________  
Alvin Foster, TAC Chair             Date  

   
 

____________________________ _______________  
Dawn Vallieres, TAC Secretary   Date  
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 A g e n d a  I t e m
 

Agenda Item 4 
Local Input Points Assignment Methodology Review 
 
Background 
The TAC/ TCC has the opportunity to assign Local Input Points to projects that have been submitted for 
potential STIP funding.  Last year the TAC/TCC adopted a methodology for determining which projects 
to assign points to.   
 
Attachment(s) 
Local Input Points Assignment Methodology 

Action Requested 
For informational purposes 
 

 
  



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Page Intentionally Left Blank 



 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 
 
 

 
 

Prioritization 7.0  
Local Input Points Methodology 
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Introduction 
Background 
The original Transportation Reform was initiated under Executive Order No. 2 in 2009. 
It mandates a professional approval process for project selection. In response, 
NCDOT created the Strategic Prioritization Process. Prioritization Process 1.0, 2.0, and 
3.0 were used to develop Transportation Improvement Programs (TIP) between FY 
2012 and FY 2025. Significant changes were made to the process driven by House Bill 
817 also known as Strategic Transportation Investments (STI). The bill established 
funding tiers (Statewide, Regional, and Division) and allocations across all modes.  
 
Prioritization 7.0 will be used for the 2026-2035 STIP development. Projects may be 
submitted to NCDOT beginning in July 2023. Projects in the first five years, classified 
as “Scheduled for Delivery”, are considered committed while the projects in years 
2031-2035 are scheduled for preliminary engineering only and will have to go 
through the next round of prioritization. Prioritization 7.0 continues to be a multi-
modal process.  Highway, public transportation, bicycle, pedestrian, aviation, and rail 
project needs will be evaluated.  Prioritization 7.0 will cover newly submitted project 
needs as well as projects categorized as Carryover from previous Prioritization 
rounds but which were unfunded or not committed. 
 
NCDOT’s Data Driven Quantitative Scoring of Project Need 

Prioritization Scoring involves three (3) components: 1) a data driven, quantitatively 
scored estimate of project need, 2) PTRPO local input, and 3) NCDOT Division priority 
score. The first step of Prioritization is the identification of projects for evaluation and 
scoring by NCDOT’s Strategic Prioritization Office of Transportation (SPOT). 
 
Project Eligibility by Funding Category 

The following provides an overview of which types of projects can be submitted to 
each of the three (3) funding categories established by the STI legislation. 

• Statewide Mobility Projects: Highway projects (Interstate, US, NC routes), and 
rail projects involving freight or safety improvements. Final rank determined by 
quantitative score.  

• Regional Impact Projects: All highway projects on US and NC Routes, any rail 
passenger service project that is not a station improvement, and unfunded 
statewide projects that have cascaded down. 
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• Division Needs Projects: All projects on routes considered but not funded at 
the regional level and projects involving SR routes, bicycle and pedestrian, 
aviation projects, and passenger rail stations. Note that any projects that are 
funded at the regional level will be removed from the process before the 
PTRPO assigns final local input points.   

STI Funding Categories 

 
 

About this Policy 
The policy is made up of four (4) parts: 

• Part I – Project Submittals: The first part of this document describes the three 
(3) different types of projects found in the pre-submittal database and how 
many total projects per mode the Piedmont Triad Rural Planning Organization 
(PTRPO) can submit for Prioritization 7.0 (P7.0). 

• Part II – Identification of Projects: The second part of this document describes 
how projects are selected locally for consideration by NCDOT. 

• Part III – Local Points Assignment: The third part of this document describes 
how projects are ranked and scored locally by the PTRPO. 
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• Part IV – Public Involvement: The fourth part of this document describes how 
the PTRPO will involve the public and how input is gathered, during the 
Prioritization process. 

Part I – Project Submittals 
NCDOT has streamlined the listing of projects in the database. The database 
currently includes projects which have been categorized as either Committed or 
Carryover. The definition of each of these categories is as follows: 

•  Committed projects are defined as projects that are programmed for 
Right‐of‐Way or Construction in the first five (5) years in the current STIP. 
Committed projects will continue to move forward toward construction and 
are not subject to re‐evaluation in P7.0. This is the same approach used in 
P5.0. 

• Carryover projects are defined as projects that automatically carry over 
from P5.0/P6.0 for evaluation in P7.0. 

• Holding Tank projects must be resubmitted to be considered for funding. 
  

 

Part II – Identification of Projects  
The Statewide Mobility category is 100% data driven. The remaining Regional Impact 
and Division Needs categories can involve up to three scoring components: 
 

1. A data driven, quantitatively scored estimate of project need; 
2. RPO local point assignments; and 
3. NCDOT Division Engineer point assignments. 

 

The first step of Prioritization is the Identification of Projects (Part II) for evaluation 
and data driven scoring by NCDOT’s Strategic Planning Office of Transportation 
(SPOT). The project submittal is guided by the following constraints:  
 
Aviation, Bike/Ped, Highway, Rail, and Public Transportation  
The PTRPO can submit up to 25 projects for each mode. These projects can be either 
new or from the Holding Tank (submitted during a previous Prioritization but did not 
score high enough to receive funding).  
 
PTRPO staff will begin identification of projects for evaluation, by compiling a list of 
candidate projects from previous submissions and recent planning efforts. Staff will 
coordinate with potential implementing sponsor agencies (including member 

Vollert, Kathy M
Should be 25 - see P7 submittal allotments v4 on SPOT website
https://connect.ncdot.gov/projects/planning/Prioritization%20Data/Prioritization%207.0/Submittal%20and%20Local%20Input%20Point%20Allotments/P7%20Submittal%20Allotments%20-%20DRAFT%202-20-23.pdf
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governments, airport authorities, public transportation providers and other 
stakeholders). 
 
PTRPO staff will then screen the candidate project list to narrow it to not exceed the 
maximum number of new project submittals. The PTRPO staff will also consult the 
County Prioritization Committee, consisting of TCC and TAC members from each 
County. The TAC will review and take action on the recommended list of new project 
submittals before the submittal window opens. NCDOT intends to return the PTRPO’s 
scored projects according to the schedule released by the SPOT Office. The 
screening process will consider a range of factors including: 

• Eligibility requirements (e.g.; safety, in an adopted plan, etc.). 
• Relative need. 
• Competitiveness based on the NCDOT ranking process and criteria. 
• Realistic potential for funding and implementation for the STIP years. 

 

Once the scores are returned, the PTRPO will be able to apply local points according 
to criteria outlined in Part III – Local Points Assignment.  The results of the PTRPO 
ranking methodology will be compared to the results of the NCDOT’s scoring of 
project need.  Other factors like project readiness, available funding, and RPO 
priorities will also be discussed. A final decision on how to allocate PTRPO priority 
points will then be made before the Local Input Point window closes for point 
assignments.   
 
Proposed Methodology: Identification of Projects for Evaluation 
Demonstration of project need is key to a project’s competitiveness under NCDOT’s 
project selection process. The selection criteria material is provided in the following 
order: highway, public transportation, bicycle and pedestrian projects, aviation and 
rail.  
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Highway Projects 

Project Types 
Roadway Mobility (Prioritized) 
Roadway mobility projects increase roadway capacity to meet traffic demand and move traffic more 
efficiently.  Such projects should be identified in a Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CTP) or other 
adopted plan to be eligible. Examples include: 

• Widen roadway. 
• Construction of a new roadway (including relocation of existing roadway sections). 
• Intersection improvements. 
• Interchange construction or reconstruction. 
• Access management improvements. 
• Widen roadway lane and/or shoulder width. 
• Adding turn lanes. 
• Upgrading to current design standards (including interstate standards). 

 
Project Eligibility Requirements  
For consideration as a new project submittal, the project should meet as many of the following criteria as 
possible: 

• Part of locally adopted plan or a Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CTP), or have a local 
resolution of support. 

• Exhibit high crash rates. 
• Support access to existing employment centers. 
• Address road capacity issues or congestion. 
• Include facilities for bicycles (except on fully controlled access highways where bicycles are 

prohibited), pedestrian and/or public transportation (except Interstate facilities). 
• Involve collaboration between jurisdictions (where applicable). 

Submission, Scoring, and Point Allocation Process   
• The PTRPO may submit up to twenty-five (25) highway projects for Prioritization.  
• NCDOT’s SPOT Office will generate a quantitative score for each project based on a pre-

determined set of criteria. 
• PTRPO Staff will apply the scoring methodology outlined in Part III of this document to all eligible 

projects resulting with each project receiving a final ranking from highest to lowest. 
• Each respective County Prioritization Committee will meet to discuss project rankings and 

determine local priority projects as needed. 
• In absence of a County Prioritization Committee rank, the PTRPO TCC/TAC may use the data 

driven criteria to determine what projects rank highest in each County. 
• The final ranking for each project will determine how many local input points it will receive. 
• The PTRPO TCC will discuss the results of the quantitative scoring and local input points and make 

a recommendation regarding the final point allocations to the TAC. 
• The PTRPO TAC will discuss and approve the final point allocations and apply Flex Points to select 

projects at their discretion. 
• Final project points will be submitted by PTRPO Staff to NCDOT through SPOT Online. 

  



- 6 -  

Public Transportation Projects 

Project Types 
 
NCDOT requires only submitting projects in which a local funding source has been identified. 
 
Mobility 
These project types are focused on increasing efficiency. Example projects include: 

• Route‐specific vehicles (for new or expanded service). 
• Fixed guideway (Light Rail, Commuter Rail). 
• Bus Rapid Transit (BRT). 
• Bus‐on‐shoulder‐system (BOSS)/Busway. 

 
Demand Response 
Example projects include: 

• Vehicles. 
 
Facilities 
These project types are focused on replacing, improving, or constructing new public transportation-related 
facilities. Examples of projects include: 

• Passenger stations. 
• Stops/shelters. 
• Park and rides lots. 
• Administration/Maintenance buildings. 

 
Project Eligibility Requirements  
Only Capital (expansion and facilities) projects will be scored and ranked.  

Submission, Scoring, and Point Allocation Process   
• The PTRPO may submit up to twenty- five (25) public transportation for Prioritization.  
• NCDOT’s SPOT Office will generate a quantitative score for each project based on a pre-

determined set of criteria. 
• PTRPO Staff will rank public transportation based on NCDOT’s quantitative score. 
• The final ranking for each project will determine how many local input points it will receive. 
• The PTRPO TCC will discuss the results of the quantitative scoring and make a recommendation 

regarding the final point allocations to the TAC. 
• The PTRPO TAC will discuss and approve the final point allocations and apply Flex Points to select 

projects at their discretion. 
• Final project points will be submitted by PTRPO Staff to NCDOT through SPOT Online. 
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Bicycle and Pedestrian Projects 

Project Types 
 
Bicycle Projects (stand-alone projects for design and/or construction) 
Bicycle projects include on-road bike facilities (shoulders, bike lanes, wide outside lanes, sidepaths) and 
shared-use paths (greenways).   
Pedestrian Projects (stand-alone projects for design and/or construction) 
These projects may include sidewalks and intersection improvements. Examples may include curb ramps 
and pedestrian bridges. 
 
Project Funding Requirements 
 
NCDOT requires submitting bicycle and pedestrian projects with a minimum cost of $100,000 and 
recommends not exceeding $500,000. Local governments are responsible for providing the necessary non-
federal match (usually 20% of the project’s total cost). NCDOT may reimburse for costs associated with 
right-of way acquisition, alongside other eligible costs such as preliminary engineering and construction, 
which may be reimbursed subject to federal guidelines and the municipal agreement. 
 
Project Eligibility Requirements  
For consideration on the List of New Project Submittals: 
• In a locally adopted plan. Adopted bicycle plans, greenway plans, pedestrian plans, Safe Routes to 

School action plans, comprehensive transportation plans (CTPs) and long range transportation plans 
that identify the specific project of interest are an acceptable type of plan. 

• Preliminary Evaluation/Study Completed (statement of need, public input and constraints). 
• Projects should address as many of the following criteria to be considered for submittals: 

 Evidence of bicycle/pedestrian crashes on adjacent road facilities or nearby intersections. 
 On or directly adjacent to High AADT roads (>3000 AADT). 
 Connect to existing bicycle and pedestrian facilities. 
 Within ½ mile of schools or parks. 
 Connects to shopping center or high employment center. 
 In an adopted bicycle, pedestrian, greenway or CTP. 
 Right of way in process, owned publicly or demonstrated support by private landowners. 
 Involves collaboration between two or more jurisdictions. 

Submission, Scoring, and Point Allocation Process  
• The PTRPO may submit up to twenty- five (25) bicycle/pedestrian projects for Prioritization.  
• NCDOT’s SPOT Office will generate a quantitative score for each project based on a pre-

determined set of criteria. 
• PTRPO Staff will apply the scoring methodology outlined in Part III of this document to all eligible 

projects resulting with each project receiving a final ranking from highest to lowest. 
• Each respective County Prioritization Committee will meet to discuss project rankings and 

determine local priority projects as needed. 
• In absence of a County Prioritization Committee rank, the PTRPO TCC/TAC may use the data 

driven criteria to determine what projects rank highest in each County. 
• The final ranking for each project will determine how many local input points it will receive. 
• The PTRPO TCC will discuss the results of the quantitative scoring and local input points and make 

a recommendation regarding the final point allocations to the TAC. 
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• The PTRPO TAC will discuss and approve the final point allocations and apply Flex Points to select 
projects at their discretion. 

• Final project points will be submitted by PTRPO Staff to NCDOT through SPOT Online. 

Aviation Projects 

Project Types 
Aviation projects include capital improvements such as Pavement Expansions that increases capacity – i.e. a 
runway extension, a new taxiway, an aircraft parking apron expansion, Pavement Strengthening, Land 
Acquisition, Terminal Building Expansions, New Buildings – i.e. New Terminal buildings, hangars, New 
Navigational Aid Equipment – i.e. Glideslope, Localizer, and other equipment to improve capacity, and 
New Lighting Systems – i.e. Runway and Taxiway edge lighting. Typically, the improvements are included 
in an Airport Layout Plan or in a capital improvement program. 

Project Eligibility Requirements  
For consideration on the List of New Project Submittals: In an adopted Airport Layout Plan or similar plan 
adopted and submitted by the airport authority.   
 
Submission, Scoring, Point Allocation Process  

• The PTRPO may submit up to twenty- five (25) aviation projects for Prioritization.  
• NCDOT’s SPOT Office will generate a quantitative score for each project based on a pre-

determined set of criteria. 
• PTRPO Staff will apply the scoring methodology outlined in Part III of this document to all eligible 

projects resulting with each project receiving a final ranking from highest to lowest. 
• Each respective County Prioritization Committee will meet to discuss project rankings and 

determine local priority projects as needed. 
• In absence of a County Prioritization Committee rank, the PTRPO TCC/TAC may use the data 

driven criteria to determine what projects rank highest in each County. 
• The final ranking for each project will determine how many local input points it will receive. 
• The PTRPO TCC will discuss the results of the quantitative scoring and local input points and make 

a recommendation regarding the final point allocations to the TAC. 
• The PTRPO TAC will discuss and approve the final point allocations and apply Flex Points to select 

projects at their discretion. 
• Final project points will be submitted by PTRPO Staff to NCDOT through SPOT Online. 
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Rail Projects 

Project Types 
 
Track, structures, intermodal facility and stations improvements can be funded to support freight or 
passenger service. Passenger rail service spanning two or more counties is eligible for project selection in 
the Regional Impact category and other passenger rail service inside a County can be funded through the 
Division Needs category.   
 
Project Eligibility Requirements  
 
For consideration on the List of New Project Submittals: Identified projects will be shared with the NCDOT 
Rail Division and approved based on inclusion into Statewide or Regional rail plans or other adopted 
transportation plans. 
 
Submission, Scoring, Point Allocation Process   

• The PTRPO may submit up to twenty- five (25) rail projects for Prioritization.  
• NCDOT’s SPOT Office will generate a quantitative score for each project based on a pre-

determined set of criteria. 
• PTRPO Staff will rank rail projects based on NCDOT’s quantitative score. 
• The final ranking for each project will determine how many local input points it will receive. 
• The PTRPO TCC will discuss the results of the quantitative scoring and make a recommendation 

regarding the final point allocations to the TAC. 
• The PTRPO TAC will discuss and approve the final point allocations and apply flex points to select 

projects at their discretion. 
• Final project points will be submitted by PTRPO Staff to NCDOT through SPOT Online. 
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PART III – Local Points Assignment 
The PTRPO has a pool of points to award to 1) Regional and 2) Division level projects; 1600 points are 
available in each category of projects. The maximum number of points that can be applied to a project at 
each level is 100.  Some projects will be eligible for Local Input Points in both levels, while some will only 
be eligible at the Division level. The RPO intends to assign the maximum allowed points (100) in Regional 
and Division levels based on rankings described below.   
 

Local Input Point Assignment Procedures 
 

1. Calculating Rankings 
Piedmont Triad RPO staff will score all projects according to the PTRPO approved criteria. 
 

2. Rankings List Preparation and Distribution 
Once all projects in each mode have been scored according to the qualitative and quantitative 
criteria for that mode, PTRPO staff will develop a ranked list of projects as a whole based on the 
outcome of the scoring.  This ranked list of all projects in all modes will be used to develop the 
recommended point assignments. 
 

3. Local Input Point Flexing Policy 
The PTRPO has the option to apply the Local Input Point Flexing Policy. This means that up to 
500 Local Input Points can be transferred from one category to the other. If the organization 
chooses to flex Local Input Points, the PTRPO will provide written documentation to the SPOT 
Office prior to assigning Regional Impact Local Input Points. 
 

4. Preliminary Distribution of SPOT Points Allowance   
• Regional Level (1600 Points Total) 

o Highway: Top 12 scoring highway projects will receive 100 points each. 
o Public Transportation: Top scoring Regional Impact public transportation project will 

receive 100 points. 
o Rail: Top scoring Regional Impact rail project will receive 100 points. 
o If there are no public transportation or rail projects to score, the next highest ranking 

highway projects will receive 100 points each until 1600 points is reached. 
• Division Level (1100 Points Total) 

o Highway: Top five (5) Scoring projects will receive 100 points each. 
o Public Transportation: Top scoring Division Needs public transportation project will 

receive 100 points. 
o Aviation: Top Scoring Projects for each of the three (3) airports will receive 100 points 

each. 
o Bike/Ped: Two (2) of the top five (5) Scoring Projects will receive 100 points each with 

at least one in NCDOT Division 7 and 8 respectively. 
o Any remaining points not allocated for non-highway projects will be converted into Flex 

Points (see below). 
• Division Level Flex Points (500 Points Total) 

500 points are designated as Flex Points to recognize projects that demonstrate significant 
need, yet did not receive local input points in other categories. Flex Points assignment varies 
according to need and circumstances. Rationale associated with point adjustments using Flex 
Points will be placed on the PTRPO website. The following list describes some of the 
circumstances in which Flex Points may be utilized: 

o Inter-jurisdictional projects that require coordination and negotiation with adjacent 
MPOs, RPOs, and NCDOT Divisions; 
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o Projects which rank outside of the limits described for Highway, Bicycle & Pedestrian, 
and Aviation projects, yet demonstrate significant need and remain high priorities for 
local jurisdictions; 

o Projects which are determined feasible through discussions with local jurisdictions and 
NCDOT Division, yet their project feasibility is not easily quantified in the scoring 
process. 

 
5. Final Points Assignment 

The final point assignments will be made by the TAC after review and recommendation by the 
TCC and after a public review period. Any rationale for point assignments made by the TAC or 
via public input which deviate from this local methodology will be placed on the PTRPO website. 

 
 

Highway Points  
The following has been determined to be important in the selection of highway projects for prioritization 
within the RPO: Congestion, Accessibility, Freight, Economic Development, Environmental Justice, Safety and 
Local Qualitative Score. 
 

• Congestion: A project will receive points with higher volume to capacity ratio.  
• Project Time in STIP: A project will receive points if unfunded in previous STIP. 
• Freight: A project will receive points if it improves access to airports, freight distribution facilities, 

or major commercial/industrial districts OR access and/or enhances freight movement to regional 
and national economic centers. Source: Staff determination and NCDOT data.  

• Economic Development: A project will receive points if it improves access to existing employment 
centers or opens access to land zoned, or identified in development guides, for future employment. 
Source: Staff determination and local jurisdictions. 

• Environmental Justice: A project will receive points if it benefits Minority and Low-Income (MLI) 
populations. Source: Environmental Justice maps. 

• Safety: A project with higher SPOT safety points will receive higher local points. The SPOT online 
tool creates the safety score based on safety benefits, crash rates, severity, and density. Source: 
NCDOT SPOT Office. 

• Project Costs (Division Needs): A project will receive higher points if it cost lower than $10 
million. 

• Local Priority - 30 Points Maximum: Five (5) highway projects from each County are eligible to 
receive 30 points (in Regional Impact) or 20 points (in Division Needs) each based upon their overall 
priority to local jurisdictions. The factors for project selection include perceived safety, congestion, 
connectivity, economic development, and community impact. The points are assigned as a lump sum 
of 30 or 20 points to each project.  
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Qualitative and Quantitative Criteria – Highway 

Regional Impact 
Points 0 points 5 points 10 points 15 points 20 points 

Congestion 
(15 Max) 

Volume to capacity less 
than 0.5. 

Volume to capacity btw 
0.51 and 0.75. 

 
Volume to 
capacity btw 
0.751 and 
greater. 

 

Project Status 
(5 Max) 

New submission for 
Prioritization. 

Resubmitted project or was 
in previous STIP as 
unfunded. 

   

Freight*  
(10 Max) 

Does not improve access 
to airports, freight 
distribution facilities, or 
major 
commercial/industrial 
districts OR access and/or 
enhances freight 
movement to regional 
and national economic 
centers. 

Improves access to airports, 
freight distribution facilities, 
or major 
commercial/industrial 
districts OR improves access 
and/or enhances freight 
movement to regional and 
national economic centers. 

Improves access to 
airports, freight 
distribution facilities, 
or major 
commercial/industrial 
districts AND improves 
access and/or 
enhances freight 
movement to regional 
and national economic 
centers. 

  

Economic 
Development** 
(10 Max) 

Does not Improve access 
to existing employment 
centers or opens access to 
land zoned, or identified 
in development guides, 
for future employment. 

  

Improves access to 
existing employment 
centers or opens 
access to land zoned, 
or identified in 
development guides, 
for future employment. 

  

Environmental 
Justice***  
(10 Max) 

Project is not a benefit to 
Minority and Low-Income 
(MLI) populations or has 
possible negative impacts 
on existing community. 

Project is a benefit to 
Minority and Low-Income 
(MLI) populations and has 
little or no impact to 
existing community. 

Project is a significant 
benefit to Minority 
and Low-Income (MLI) 
populations and has 
no impact to existing 
community. 

  

Safety  
(20 Max) 

SPOT safety points less 
than 30. 

 SPOT safety points 
btw 31-50. 

SPOT safety 
points btw 51-
65. 

SPOT 
safety 
points 66 
and 
greater. 

Local Priority 
(30 Max) 

Five highway projects from each County are eligible to receive 30 points each based upon their 
overall priority to local jurisdictions. The factors for project selection include perceived safety, 
congestion, connectivity, economic development, and community impact. The points are assigned as a 
lump sum of 30 points to each project.  

 

 
* Freight – determined using existing freight rail lines and existing truck network. 
**Economic Development – determined using employment center files created during Piedmont Together and GIS file of land zoned for 
industrial development. 
***Environmental Justice – determined using Piedmont Triad Environmental Justice report for census tracts above County average for minority 
or poverty levels using ACS census tract data. Impacts may involve any change to a community’s health, wellness, natural environment, or built 
environment. Staff will determine impacts of a potential project using the best available data. 
 
Total possible points are 100.  If two projects are tied with local PTRPO scores, then the following considerations will 
be made to break the tie. The ‘cost of the project’ (lower cost is better) the first additional consideration and 
‘comprehensive (or related) transportation plan consistency’ is the second additional consideration. Bottom third of 
Regional Impact NCDOT Quantitative Scores will not be considered for local scoring, since the initial quantitative 
score is so low and not competitive with other projects for funding. 
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Qualitative and Quantitative Criteria – Highway 
Division Needs 

Points* 0 points 5 points 10 points 15 points 

Congestion (15 
Max) 

Volume to capacity less 
than 0.5 

Volume to capacity btw 
0.51 and 0.75 

 Volume to capacity btw 
0.751 and greater. 

Project Status 
(5 Max) 

New submission for 
Prioritization. 

Resubmitted project or 
was in previous STIP as 
unfunded. 

  

Freight*  
(10 Max) 

Does not improve access 
to airports, freight 
distribution facilities, or 
major 
commercial/industrial 
districts OR access and/or 
enhances freight 
movement to regional and 
national economic centers. 

Improves access to 
airports, freight 
distribution facilities, or 
major 
commercial/industrial 
districts OR Improves 
access and/or enhances 
freight movement to 
regional and national 
economic centers. 

Improves access to airports, 
freight distribution facilities, 
or major 
commercial/industrial districts 
AND Improves access and/or 
enhances freight movement to 
regional and national 
economic centers. 

 

Economic 
Development** 
(10 Max) 

Does not improve access 
to existing employment 
centers or opens access to 
land zoned, or identified 
in development guides, for 
future employment. 

  

Improves access to existing 
employment centers or opens 
access to land zoned, or 
identified in development 
guides, for future 
employment. 

 

Environmental 
Justice***  
(10 Max) 

Project is not a benefit to 
Minority and Low-Income 
(MLI) populations or has 
possible negative impacts 
on existing community. 

Project is a benefit to 
Minority and Low-
Income (MLI) 
populations and has 
little or no impact to 
existing community. 

Project is a significant benefit 
to Minority and Low-Income 
(MLI) populations and has no 
impact to existing community. 

 

Safety  
(20 Max) 

SPOT safety points less 
than 30. 

SPOT safety points btw 
31-50. 

SPOT safety points btw 51-
65. 

SPOT safety points 66  
and greater. 

Project Cost 
(10 Max) Cost is over $10M. Cost is between $5M 

and $10M. Cost is less than $5M.  

Local Priority 
(20 Max) 

Five highway projects from each County are eligible to receive 20 points each based upon their overall priority to 
local jurisdictions. The factors for project selection include perceived safety, congestion, connectivity, economic 
development, and community impact. The points are assigned as a lump sum of 20 points to each project. 

 
* Freight – determined using existing freight rail lines and existing truck network. 
**Economic Development – determined using employment center files created during Piedmont Together and GIS file of land zoned for 
industrial development. 
***Environmental Justice – determined using Piedmont Triad Environmental Justice report for census tracts above County average for minority 
or poverty levels using ACS 2006-2010 census tract data. Impacts may involve any change to a community’s health, wellness, natural 
environment, or built environment. Staff will determine impacts of a potential project using the best available data. 
 
Total possible points are 100. If two projects are tied with local PTRPO scores, then the following considerations will 
be made to break the tie. The ‘cost of the project’ (lower cost is better) the first additional consideration and 
‘comprehensive (or related) transportation plan consistency’ is the second additional consideration. Bottom 20% of 
Division Needs NCDOT Quantitative Scores will not be considered for local scoring, since the initial quantitative score 
is so low and not competitive with other projects for funding.   
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Bicycle and Pedestrian Quantitative Points  
The following has been determined to be important in the selection of bicycle and pedestrian projects for 
prioritization within the RPO: safety, connectivity, plan consistency, and jurisdictional collaboration. These 
criteria are described in more detail below.  
 
Safety/Crash Exposure – 25 points maximum  

• See table on Page 21 for more information.  
 
Connectivity – 25 points maximum  

• Projects that connect two previously disconnected (or inconveniently connected) sections of bicycle 
or pedestrian infrastructure (missing links) – 25 points  

• Projects that connect neighborhoods with schools and/or colleges – 25 points  
• Projects that are located in or provide a connection to a central business district, shopping center, 

park, hospital, major employment center, or significant public institution – 15 points  
• All other projects – 0 points  

 
Project Viability – 25 points maximum  

• More than 50% of the ROW is publicly owned or available for the project and no major 
environmental constraints – 15 points 

• More than 25% of the ROW is publicly owned or available for the project and no major 
environmental constraints – 10 points 

• None of the ROW is publicly owned and has many environmental constraints – 0 points 
 

Project Costs – 15 points maximum 
• Project costing between $150,000 and $250,000 – 15 points 
• Project costing between $250,001 and $500,000 – 10 points 
• Project more than $500,000 or less than $150,000 – 0 points 

 
Jurisdictional Collaboration – 25 points maximum  

• Project involves funding participation from two or more local jurisdictions – 25 points  
• Project involves planning or administrative cooperation between two or more local jurisdictions – 

15 points  
• Project involves planning or administrative cooperation with a foundation, other grant sources or 

organizations – 15 points 
• All other projects – 0 points  
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Qualitative and Quantitative Criteria - Bicycle and Pedestrian 
Points* 0 points 10 points 15 points 25 points 

Safety/Crash 
Exposure 
(25 Max) 

Choose Only 
One Row 

No pedestrian or 
bike related crashes.   

Pedestrian or bike related 
crash in the last 5 years on 
roadway or parallel 
roadway. 

Adds a project on a 
Roadway with 0-
2,500 AADT. 

Roadway with 2501-
5,000 AADT.  

Roadway with 5,001-
10,000 AADT. 

Roadway with 10,000+ 
AADT 25 points. 

All other projects. Off-road greenway or 
sidepath. 

Off-road greenway 
physically separated from 
roadway with no parallel 
roadway. 

 

Connectivity 
(25 Max) All other projects.   

Projects that are located in 
or provide a connection to a 
central business district, 
shopping center, park, 
hospital, major employment 
center or significant public 
institution. 

Projects that connect two 
previously disconnected (or 
inconveniently connected) 
sections of bicycle or 
pedestrian infrastructure 
(missing links) OR  
Projects that connect 
neighborhoods with schools 
and/or colleges. 

Project Viability 
(15 Max) 

None of the ROW is 
publicly owned and 
has many 
environmental 
constraints. 

More than 25% of the 
ROW is publicly owned 
or available for the 
project and no major 
environmental constraints. 

More than 50% of the 
ROW is publicly owned or 
available for the project 
and no major environmental 
constraints. 

 

Project Cost  
(10 Max) All other projects. $150,000 to $500,000.   

Jurisdictional 
Collaboration 

(25 Max) 
All other projects.   

 Project involves planning or 
administrative cooperation 
between two or more local 
jurisdictions –  
OR with a foundation, other 
grant sources or 
organizations.  

Project involves funding from 
two or more local 
jurisdictions. 

 

Total possible points are 100. If two projects are tied with local PTRPO scores, the SPOT Bicycle and Pedestrian 
Score will be used to break the tie as necessary in the distribution of Local Points Assignment. 
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Aviation Quantitative Points  
The following has been determined to be important in the selection of aviation projects for prioritization 
within the RPO: economic development, safety, cost of project and local support.  These criteria are 
described in more detail below.  
 
Economic Development - 20 points maximum 

• Does not improve aircraft size capacity or space availability for based aircraft – 0 points 
• Increases capacity for heavier aircraft and or increases space available for new based aircraft – 

15 points* 
• Creates capacity for larger aircraft and or creates employment – 20 points* 

 
* Capacity and employment are usually gained through runway lengthening, runway strengthening, or 
hanger and/or terminal projects.  
 
Safety - 20 points maximum 

• No safety improvements – 0 points 
• Improves safety requirements outside of the runway and taxiway areas - 10 points 
• Improves taxiway/taxilane safety area grades and obstacle free zones – 15 points 
• Improves required runway safety area grades and runway approach obstruction clearing – 20 

points 
 
Cost of Project - 15 points maximum 

• Total Project Costs is greater than $7 Million – 0 points 
• Total Project Costs is less than $7 Million – 15 points 

 
Local Support - 5 points maximum 

• Local Community supports the project impacts and construction costs (local match exceeding 
minimum by at least 25% of total project cost) – 5 points 

 
Aviation Qualitative Points 
PTRPO Qualitative Score - 40 Points Maximum  
Each local jurisdiction may recommend assigning 40 points to the PTRPO TAC. This can be assigned by TAC 
representatives or a letter from the lead administrative official from each jurisdiction. 
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Qualitative and Quantitative Criteria - Aviation 

Points 0 points 5 points 10 points 15 points 20 points 

Economic 
Development 

(20 Max) 

Does not improve 
aircraft size capacity 
or space availability 
for based aircraft. 

  

Increases capacity 
for heavier aircraft 

and or increases 
space available for 
new based aircraft. 

Creates capacity 
for larger aircraft 

and or creates 
employment. 

Safety 
(20 Max) 

No safety 
improvements.  

Improves safety 
requirements outside 
of the runway and 
taxiway areas. 

Improves 
taxiway/taxilane 
safety area grades 
and obstacle free 
zones. 

Improves required 
runway safety 
area grades and 
runway approach 
obstruction 
clearing. 

Cost of Project 
(15 Max) 

Total Project Costs is 
greater than $7 
Million. 

  Total Project Costs is 
less than $7 Million. 

 

Local Support 
(5 Max) All other projects. 

Local match exceeds 
the minimum 
requirement by at 
least 25% of project 
cost. 

  

 

Local Priority 
Score 

(40 Max) 

Five aviation projects from each County are eligible to receive 40 points each based upon their overall priority to 
local jurisdictions. The factors for project selection include perceived safety, connectivity, economic development, and 
community impact. The points are assigned as a lump sum of 40 points to each project. 

 
Total possible points are 100.  If two projects are tied with local PTRPO scores, the NCDOT quantitative score will be 
used to break the tie as necessary in the distribution of Local Points Assignment. 

 

Public Transportation and Rail Quantitative Points 

Staff determination and the Prioritization 7.0 scores released by NCDOT’s SPOT Office will be used to 
decide the top Public Transportation and Rail projects. 
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PART IV – Public Involvement 
The PTRPO will take the following steps to insure the public will have multiple opportunities for involvement 
during the Prioritization process. 

Before approval by the TAC, the PTRPO will release the adopted P7.0 Local Input Points Methodology for 
a seven (7) day public review period. Prior to local points being considered for projects, the public will 
have a fourteen (14) day opportunity to comment on Regional Impact and Division Needs projects.  

All information relating to methodology deviation, public involvement opportunities, Prioritization in 
general, and other relevant information will be found at the following web address: 
https://www.ptrc.org/ptrpo. All public input opportunities will be announced by press release to PTRPO 
members, municipal representatives, local news outlet, and listed on the PTRPO’s webpage 
(http://www.ptrc.org/ptrpo). Public input in the form of comments received during input opportunities will 
be documented and shared with the Prioritization Policy Committee and if deemed necessary, the PTRPO 
TCC/TAC, before changes are made to the Policy. 

 Prioritization Process Timeline:  2022-2025* 

 

Identify Candidate Projects 

Action Date(s) Participate(s) 

County Meetings to Identify Projects Oct 2022 – March 2023 PTRPO Staff & TCC/TAC 

TCC & TAC Approval of Project Submittal List June 2023 PTRPO Staff & TCC/TAC 

Submission of Final Project List to NCDOT July 2023- Sept 2023 PTRPO Staff 

Assign Points & Final Rankings 
Action Date(s) Participate(s) 

Release of Draft Prioritization Policy for P7.0 June 2023 PTRPO Staff 

PTRPO Approval of Prioritization Policy Fall 2023 TCC/TAC 

Quantitative scores for all projects released  Spring 2024 NCDOT SPOT Office 

Draft list of funded Statewide Mobility projects released  Spring 2024 NCDOT SPOT Office 
Regional Impact Local Input Point assignment window 
(including public comment)  Summer 2024 PTRPO Staff & TCC/TAC 

Draft list of funded Regional Impact projects released Summer 2024 NCDOT SPOT Office 
Division Needs Local Input Point assignment window 
(including public comment) Fall 2024 PTRPO Staff & TCC/TAC 

Release of STIP and Final Approval 
Action Date(s) Participate(s) 

Draft 2026-2035 STIP released Winter 2025 NCDOT STIP Unit 

Draft STIP public comment period Winter 2025 General Public 

2026-2035 STIP approved TBD  NCDOT Board of Transportation 
 

* Future dates are preliminary and subject to change. 

https://www.ptrc.org/ptrpo
http://www.ptrc.org/ptrpo
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Piedmont Triad Regional Council, Lead Planning Agency 
1398 Carrolton Crossing Drive  Kernersville, NC 27284-3480  ptrpo@ptrc.org  Phone (336) 904-0300  Fax (336) 904-0309 

 

 

 A g e n d a  I t e m
 

Agenda Item 5 
Division 8 Project Review 
 
Background 
For Prioritization 7, Division 8 and the PTRPO submitted projects. This is a quick review of projects 
submitted in the Statewide Mobility and the Regional Impact Categories.  
 
Attachment(s) 
None 

Action Requested 
For informational purposes 
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 A g e n d a  I t e m
 

Agenda Item 6 
Division 7 Project Review 
 
Background 
For Prioritization 7, Division 7 and the PTRPO submitted projects. This is a quick review of projects 
submitted in the Statewide Mobility and the Regional Impact Categories.  
  
Attachment(s) 
None. 

Action Requested 
For informational purposes 
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 A g e n d a  I t e m
 

Agenda Item 7 
Preliminary Local Input Points Assignment 
 
Background 
Local Input Points will be preliminarily assigned to regional impact projects per the adopted LIP 
methodology.  Then a 30 day public comment period will be scheduled.  A final determination of local 
input points will happen at the August 2024 TAC/TCC meeting.  
 
Attachment(s) 
PTRPO regional impact project lists with SPOT office scores 

Action Requested 
Discussion and assignment of Preliminary Local Input Points  
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SPOT ID
Mod

e
TIP

Project 
Category

Route
From / Cross 

Street
To Description

Specific 
Improvement 

Type
 Cost to NCDOT 

Statewide 
Mobility 

Quantitativ
e Score

(Out of 100)

Regional 
Impact 

Quantitativ
e Score

(Out of 70)

Division 
Needs 

Quantitativ
e Score

(Out of 50)

RPO 
Qualitative 

Scores

Fund
ing 

Regi
on(s)

Divisi
on(s)

MPO(s)/
RPO(s)

County(s)
LOCAL INPUT 

POINTS

H184153
High
way

Statewide 
Mobility

US 64

SR 2237 
(East 
Salisbury 
Street)

N/A

Conversion of the intersection of 
E. Salisbury St. and US 64 into a 
traditional 3-way signalized 
intersection.

10 - Improve 
Intersection

 $           3,100,000 74.86 53.46 39.33 80.00 E 08
Piedmont 

Triad 
RPO

Randolph Recommend

H141530
High
way

U-5893
Regional 
Impact

NC 14 
(South 
Van Buren 
Road)

Kings 
Highway

N/A
Upgrade at-grade intersection to 
diamond interchange

7 - Upgrade At-
grade 

Intersection to 
Interchange or 

Grade Separation

 $         14,559,000 N/A 49.76 33.62 n/a D 07
Piedmont 

Triad 
RPO

Rockingha
m

SWAPPED

H170583
High
way

R-5926
Regional 
Impact

NC 86, US 
158

SR 1572 
(County 
Home Road)

SR 1734 
(Fuquay 
Road)

Construct 2+1 passing lanes to 
increase mobility and safety along 
corridor.

1 - Widen 
Existing Roadway

 $           7,000,000 N/A 43.03 31.78 70.00 D 07
Piedmont 

Triad 
RPO

Caswell
SWAPPED(Plng 

& Design to 
start soon)

H170633
High
way

Regional 
Impact

NC 86
SR 1500 (Old 
NC 86)

N/A

Improve intersection of NC 86 / 
US 158 and SR 1500 (Old NC 86)  
and East Main/ NC 62 to improve 
sight distance.

10 - Improve 
Intersection

 $           6,000,000 N/A 40.71 26.15 65.00 D 07
Piedmont 

Triad 
RPO

Caswell Recommend

H191434
High
way

Regional 
Impact

US 29 
Business

SR 2435 
(Water 
Works Rd)

N/A
Construct right and left-turn lanes 
on to Water Works Road from US 
29 Business.

10 - Improve 
Intersection

 $           2,800,000 N/A 39.16 26.39 70.00 D 07
Piedmont 

Triad 
RPO

Rockingha
m

Recommend

H090061-
C

High
way

R-2220C
Statewide 
Mobility

US 64 NC 109
SR 1409 (Lake 
Park Road)

Widen to Multi-Lanes.
1 - Widen 

Existing Roadway
 $       148,500,000 53.03 36.19 26.38 80.00 E, D 08, 09

PTRPO, 
HP  MPO

Randolph, 
Davidson

Recommend

H230673
High
way

Regional 
Impact

US 311 
(Harringto
n 
Highway)

SR 2039 
Bethlehem 
Church Road

N/A

Construct a one lane roundabout 
at the intersection of  US 311 
(Harrington Highway)and SR 2039 
Bethlehem Church Road.

10 - Improve 
Intersection

 $           5,000,000 N/A 35.63 24.68 65.00 D 07
Piedmont 

Triad 
RPO

Rockingha
m

Recommend

H171031
High
way

R-5957
Regional 
Impact

NC 42 
(East 
Salisbury 
Street)

SR 2189 
(Martin 
Luther King 
Jr Dr) / N 
Randolph 
Ave

SR 2237 (East 
Salisbury 
Street) in 
Asheboro

Improve Corridor.
1 - Widen 

Existing Roadway
 $         11,900,000 N/A 35.52 29.31 80.00 E 08

Piedmont 
Triad 
RPO

Randolph Recommend

H142083
High
way

Statewide 
Mobility

US 220 NC 68 NC 135
Upgrade US 220 expressway to 
interstate standards.

3 - Upgrade 
Expressway to 

Freeway
 $       367,000,000 62.40 35.06 19.76 75.00 D 07

Piedmont 
Triad 
RPO

Rockingha
m

Recommend



H090120-
B

High
way

R-5931
Statewide 
Mobility

NC 49

SR 1174 
(Waynick 
Meadow 
Road)

South of  SR 
1193 (Old NC 
49)

Widen to Multi-lanes.
1 - Widen 

Existing Roadway
 $       147,400,000 50.04 34.85 25.47 80.00 E 08

Piedmont 
Triad 
RPO

Randolph Recommend

H090147-
A

High
way

Regional 
Impact

US 158 US 220

US 29 
Business 
(Freeway 
Drive)

Widen existing roadway lane 
widths (to new standards)

16 - Modernize 
Roadway

 $       168,700,000 N/A 34.43 22.04 60.00 D 07
PTRPO 

Greensbo
ro  MPO

Rockingha
m, 

Guilford
Recommend

H231470
High
way

Statewide 
Mobility

US 220 
Business

US 220 
Alternate

N/A
Convert at grade intersection at 
US 220 Bus and US 220 Alt into a 
roundabout

10 - Improve 
Intersection

 $           4,580,000 43.54 33.54 24.38 65.00 E 08
Piedmont 

Triad 
RPO

Randolph Recommend

H230155
High
way

Statewide 
Mobility

US 29 US 158
Virginia State 
Line

Upgrade US 29 corridor  to 
interstate standards with full 
control of access from US 158 / 
NC 14 interchange near Reidsville 
to VA State line.

3 - Upgrade 
Expressway to 

Freeway
 $       545,700,000 59.59 33.09 19.74 75.00 D 07

Piedmont 
Triad 
RPO

Rockingha
m, 

Caswell
Recommend

H170719-
B

High
way

R-5889B
Statewide 
Mobility

I-785, US 
29

NC 150
US 158 / NC 
14

Upgrade to Interstate Standards
3 - Upgrade 

Expressway to 
Freeway

 $       291,200,000 49.78 32.80 21.58 75.00 D 07

Piedmont 
Triad 
RPO, 

Greensbo
ro Urban 

Rockingha
m, 

Guilford
Recommend

H141540
High
way

Statewide 
Mobility

US 220
US 311, NC 
704

N/A
Reconfigure interchange. Exit 
redesign for safety/ Sharp Curve 
needs removal

8 - Improve 
Interchange

 $         22,400,000 51.70 32.42 18.17 40.00 D 07
Piedmont 

Triad 
RPO

Rockingha
m

Recommend

H184152
High
way

Regional 
Impact

NC 159
Pine Grove 
Drive

N/A

Installation of a left turn lane on 
southbound NC 159 and 
deceleration lane on northbound 
NC 159 for movement onto Pine 
Grove Drive

10 - Improve 
Intersection

 $           3,604,000 N/A 31.39 24.33 40.00 E 08
Piedmont 

Triad 
RPO

Randolph Recommend

H171794
High
way

R-5956A
Regional 
Impact

US 220 
Business 
(North 
Fayettevill
e St)

SR 2269 
(Vision 
Drive)

SR 2149 (Hub 
Morris Road)

Widen to a multilane facility
1 - Widen 

Existing Roadway
 $         59,900,000 N/A 31.17 27.73 40.00 E 08

Piedmont 
Triad 
RPO

Randolph

H151065
High
way

Statewide 
Mobility

US 220 NC 135
Virginia State 
Line

Upgrade US 220 expressway to 
freeway standards.

3 - Upgrade 
Expressway to 

Freeway
 $       233,600,000 51.73 28.15 15.03 45.00 D 07

Piedmont 
Triad 
RPO

Rockingha
m

Recommend



H192030
High
way

Regional 
Impact

NC 22

SR 2445 
(Benny 
Lineberry 
Road)

Guilford 
County line

Modernize Roadway by improving  
to current design standards 
primarily by increasing the lane 
and/or shoulder width and adding 
turning lanes at intersections to 
improve mobility on NC 22.

16 - Modernize 
Roadway

 $         59,400,000 N/A 27.79 22.37 40.00 E 08
Piedmont 

Triad 
RPO

Randolph

H171279
High
way

R-5956B
Regional 
Impact

US 220 
(North 
Fayettevill
e St)

SR 2149 
(Hub Morris 
Road)

SR 2123 
(Caudle Road)

Widen to multi-lanes.
1 - Widen 

Existing Roadway
 $         31,900,000 N/A 26.76 25.00 45.00 E 08

Piedmont 
Triad 
RPO

Randolph

H190037
High
way

Statewide 
Mobility

US 158
SR 2565 (Lick 
Fork Creek 
Road)

N/A

This project will be the 
realignment of side street 
approaches to bring into US 158 
at a better angle (closer to 90 
degrees).  This project would also 
add left turn lanes on the 
approaches on US 158.

10 - Improve 
Intersection

 $         10,500,000 33.52 25.70 18.13 15.00 D 07
Piedmont 

Triad 
RPO

Rockingha
m

H191436
High
way

Regional 
Impact

NC 24 
(West 
Main St), 
NC 27 
(West 
Main St)

SR 1503 (Mill 
Street)

SR 1337 
(Lambert 
Road)

Remove median and widen 
roadway along NC 24, NC 27 near 
Mill St (SR 1503).

1 - Widen 
Existing Roadway

 $           4,160,000 N/A 25.54 16.71 60.00 E 08
Piedmont 

Triad 
RPO

Montgom
ery

Reccomennded

H230189
High
way

Regional 
Impact

NC 35 (NC 
35)

2nd Avenue N/A
Improve grade, especially to 
facilitate left turn movements of 
large vehicles.

10 - Improve 
Intersection

 $           4,700,000 N/A 21.49 13.46 15.00 D 07
Piedmont 

Triad 
RPO

Rockingha
m

H090598-
A

High
way

R-5826A
Regional 
Impact

NC 109
NC 73 (Main 
Street) IN 
MT. GILEAD

SR 1127 
(Hearne Farm 
Road)

Widen Existing; Add Shoulders; 
install Turn Lanes at Traffic 
Generators and Signalization.

16 - Modernize 
Roadway

 $         28,300,000 N/A 20.42 14.77 n/a E 08
Piedmont 

Triad 
RPO

Montgom
ery

n/a

H150359
High
way

Regional 
Impact

US 311 
(East 
Meadow 
Road), NC 
770

West of SR 
1774 (North 
Hundley 
Drive)

SR 1743 
(Gant Road)

The project scope is widen to 
multi-lanes US 311/NC 770 (E. 
Meadow Rd.) from West of SR 
1774 (N. Hundley Dr.) to SR 1743 
(Gant Rd.), to accommodate 
increased traffic. The existing 1.87 
mile, 2-lane road, is proposed to 
become 3-lanes with the addition 
of a center turn lane.

1 - Widen 
Existing Roadway

 $         27,800,000 N/A 19.30 13.48 n/a D 07
Piedmont 

Triad 
RPO

Rockingha
m

n/a



H090598-
C

High
way

Regional 
Impact

NC 109
SR 1174 (Pee 
Dee Road)

NC 24/27
Widen Existing; Add Shoulders; 
install Turn Lanes at Traffic 
Generators and Signalization.

16 - Modernize 
Roadway

 $         23,900,000 N/A 18.62 13.06 n/a E 08
Piedmont 

Triad 
RPO

Montgom
ery

n/a

H191431
High
way

Regional 
Impact

NC 42
US 64 (Dixie 
Drive)

Asheboro 
Bypass

Widen Roadway
1 - Widen 

Existing Roadway
 $         34,369,000 N/A 17.84 14.00 n/a E 08

Piedmont 
Triad 
RPO

Randolph n/a

H090229
High
way

Regional 
Impact

NC 86

US 158, SR 
1572 
(County 
Home Road)

Virginia State 
Line

Construct a roundabout at the 
intersection of NC 86 and SR 1500 
(Old NC 86), improve intersection 
by realignment at NC 86 and Old 
NC 86/Park Springs Road and 
realignment at the intersection of 
NC 86 and SR 1500 (Old NC 86)

1 - Widen 
Existing Roadway

 $       225,900,000 N/A 16.85 10.04 n/a D 07
Piedmont 

Triad 
RPO

Caswell n/a

H191401
High
way

Regional 
Impact

NC 86 US 158 East NC 49
Construct 2+1 passing lanes to 
increase mobility and safety along 
the corridor.

1 - Widen 
Existing Roadway

 $       165,500,000 N/A 15.87 7.44 n/a D 07
Piedmont 

Triad 
RPO

Caswell n/a

H230168
High
way

Statewide 
Mobility

US 220 
Business

Martinsville 
Loop Rd 
South

N/A
Improve intersection to grade 
separated intersection

7 - Upgrade At-
grade 

Intersection to 
Interchange or 

Grade Separation

 $         40,500,000 10.71 9.75 3.09 n/a D 07
Piedmont 

Triad 
RPO

Rockingha
m

n/a1
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