Commonwealth Transportation Board

W. Sheppard Miller, I1T 1401 East Broad Street (804) 482-5818
Chairperson Richmond, Virginia 23219 Fax: (804) 786-2940
MEETING OF THE COMMONWEALTH TRANSPORTATION BOARD
AGENDA

VDOT Central Office Auditorium
1221 East Broad Street
Richmond, Virginia 23219
July 16, 2024
12:00 p.m. or upon adjournment of the July 16, 2024, Workshop meeting.

Public Comments:

Approval of Minutes:
June 18, 2024
OFFICE OF LAND USE: Presenting: Robert Hofrichter
Division Director
1. Action on Discontinuance, Primary System of State Highways

Portion of Route 58 in Washington County Located with the Bristol District.

2. Action on Addition to the Primary System of State Highways
Route 288 in Powhatan County Located within the Richmond District.

MAINTENANCE DIVISION: Presenting: Robbie Prezioso
State Maintenance Engineer

3. Action on Commemorative Naming, at the Request of Halifax and Charlotte Counties, of the
bridges on east- and west-bound U.S. Route 360, James D. Hagood Highway in Halifax County
and Kings Highway in Charlotte County, over the Staunton River, Located withing the Lynchburg
District between Halifax and Charlotte Counties, as the “Joseph D. Barkley, II Memorial Bridge”.

LOCAL ASSISTANCE DIVISION: Presenting: Russell Dudley
Division Director

4. Action on Economic Development Access for New Kent City Center
Project ECON-063-063, Located within the Richmond District.
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5. Action on Economic Development Access for New London Business & Technology Center
Project ECON-009-911, Bedford County Located within the Salem District.

INFRASTRUCTURE INVESTMENT DIVISION: Presenting: Kimberly Pryor
Division Director
6. Action on Approval of the State of Good Repair Prioritization Process.
7. Action on FY2025-2030 Six-Year Improvement Program Transfers for
May 18, 2024, through June 14, 2024.

8. Action on Addition of Projects to the Six-Year Improvement Program for
Fiscal Years 2025 — 2030.

LOCATION AND DESIGN:
Presenting: Emmett Heltzel
State Location & Design Engineer
9. Action on Limited Access Control Changes for the Widening of Route 28 (Centreville Road)

from 0.1 mile south of Compton Road (Route 665) to 0.2 mile south of Route 29 Fairfax County
Located within the Northern Virginia District.

HAMPTON ROADS DISTRICT:

Presenting: Cathy McGhee
Deputy Commissioner

10. Action on Authorization for the Commissioner of Highways to Enter into a Standard Project
Agreement between the Virginia Department of Transportation and the Hampton Roads
Transportation Accountability Commission for the Interstate 64/Interstate 264 Interchange
(Interchange) Phase IIIA Improvement Project and future Standard Project Agreements with
HRTAC related to the Interchange.

GOVERNANCE AND LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS:

Presenting: Jo Anne Maxwell
Director

11. Action on Approval of Notices of Intended Regulatory Action in Conjunction with Periodic
Regulatory Review.
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RIGHT OF WAY AND UTILITIES DIVISION:

Presenting: Lori Snider
Division Administrator

12. Action on Limited Access Control Change Related to Route 60, Henrico County Located Within
the Richmond District.

13.  Action on Limited Access Control Change Related to Interstate 495, Fairfax County Located
Within the Northern Virginia District.

FINANCIAL PLANNING DIVISION:

Presenting: Laura Farmer
Chief Financial Officer

14. Action on Authorizing the Issuance and Sale of Commonwealth of Virginia Federal
Transportation Grant Anticipation Revenue Notes, Series 2024.

OFFICE OF INTERMODAL PLANNING AND INVESTMENT:

Presenting: Margie Ray
Performance Management Manager

15. Action on Approval of Federal Safety Performance Targets for Calendar Year 2025.

VIRGINIA PASSENGER RAIL AUTHORITY:

Presenting: DJ Stadtler
Executive Director

16. Action on Amendments to VPRA FY25 Capital Budget and Consent to Sale of Virginian Ling.

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION:

Presenting: TBD

17. Action on Transportation Partnership Opportunity Fund Project Allocation.

SCHEDULING AND CONTRACT:

Presenting: Ben Coaker
Assistant State Construction Engineer

18. Bids
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NEW BUSINESS:

ADJOURNMENT:

HHt#



COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA

Commonwealth Transportation Board

W. Sheppard Miller, I1I 1401 East Broad Street (804) 482-5818
Chairperson Richmond, Virginia 23219 Fax: (804) 786-2940

Agenda item # 1

RESOLUTION
OF THE
COMMONWEALTH TRANSPORTATION BOARD
July 16, 2024
MOTION

Made By: Seconded By:

Action:

Title: Discontinuance — Primary Svstem of State Highways
Route 58 in Washington County

WHEREAS, Project 0058-095-108, C501 constructed a new alignment resulting in a
relocation of Route 58 in Washington County; and

WHEREAS, a segment of Route 58, located in Washington County, measuring
approximately 0.10 of a mile, is no longer necessary for the uses of the Primary state highway
system, and therefore no longer provides a public convenience that warrants maintenance at
public expense, rendering it eligible for discontinuance; and

WHEREAS, the Washington County Board of Supervisors has approved a resolution
dated May 28, 2024, attached hereto as Exhibit A, supporting the discontinuance of a portion of
Route 58, described as Segment Q — R, and measuring approximately 0.10 mile, as seen in the
map attached hereto as Exhibit B; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to § 33.2-901 of the Code of Virginia, a section of highway may
be discontinued from the Primary state highway system by the Commissioner of Highways, with
the approval of the Commonwealth Transportation Board, if the highway is deemed to be no
longer necessary for the uses of the primary state highway system when a part of the highway
has been or is straightened or the location of a part of it is altered; and
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Commonwealth Transportation
Board approves the discontinuance of the roadway segment identified below and as depicted on
Exhibit B attached hereto, as part of the primary system of state highways, pursuant to §33.2-
901, Code of Virginia, as the roadway is no longer necessary for the uses of the Primary state
highway system and is no longer providing sufficient public convenience to warrant maintenance
at public expense.

Primary System of State Hichways

Discontinuance

Bristol District

Washington County
e Route 58 0.10 M.
Total Mileage Discontinued from the Primary System: 0.10 Mi.

Hith#H



CTB Decision Brief

Discontinuance — Primary System of State Highways
Portion of Route 58 in Washington County

Issue: The Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT), with the support of the Washington
County Board of Supervisors, proposes to discontinue of a portion of Route 58 in Washington
County, totaling 0.10 of a mile in length. This proposed discontinuance is a result of VDOT
Project 0058-095-108, C501. Pursuant to §33.2-901 of the Code of Virginia, said discontinuance
must be approved by the Commonwealth Transportation Board (Board).

Facts: VDOT Project 0058-095-108, C501 includes the relocation of Route 58. Upon review of
the area, VDOT staff determined that a portion of Route 58 should be discontinued as a part of
the Primary System of State Highways, pursuant to § 33.2-901 of the Code of Virginia, as the
portion of Route 58 is no longer necessary for the uses of the Primary state highway system, and
therefore no longer provide a public convenience that warrants maintenance at public expense
due to the construction and realignment of Route 58. This discontinuance is being requested by
VDOT to preserve access to two properties.

The Washington County Board of Supervisors approved a resolution on May 28, 2024 (Exhibit
A, attached), supporting the Board’s discontinuance of the segment of Route 58 (the road
segment noted in a dashed “Yellow” as Segment Q — R on Exhibit B, attached), which is located
in Washington County.

Recommendation: VDOT recommends the Board approve the discontinuance of the segment of
Route 58 referenced above.

Action Required by CTB: The Code of Virginia requires a majority of the Board’s members to
approve the proposed discontinuance. A draft resolution and an exhibit describing the proposed
road segments to be discontinued is provided for the Board’s consideration.

Result if Approved: If approved, VDOT will suspend all its maintenance activity on the
roadway segments.

Options: Approve, Deny or Defer

Public Comments/Reaction: Section 33.2-901 does not include a public notification
requirement, but information regarding proposed changes to the highway system inventories was
made publicly available during the planning and construction phases of VDOT Project 0058-
095-108, C501. This discontinuance is being requested by VDOT to provide vehicular access to
properties which do not meet the agency’s public service requirements. The Department has
received no objections regarding the proposed discontinuance.
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Washington County Board of Supervisors' Resolution
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WHEREAS, THE VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION HAS CONSTRUCTED ROUTE 58, JEB STUART
HIGHWAY, ON A NEW ALIGNMENT UNDER PROJECT 0058-095-108, C501, AND

WHEREAS, THE PROJECT SKETCH AND VDOT FORM(S) AM4.3, ATTACHED AND INCORPORATED HEREIN AS A
PART OF THIS RESOLUTION, DEFINE ADJUSTMENTS REQUIRED IN THE PRIMARY AND SECONDARY SYSTEMS OF STATE
HIGHWAYS AS A RESULT OF THAT CONSTRUCTION, AND

WHEREAS, THE NEW ROAD SERVES THE SAME CITIZENS AS SERVED BY THOSE PORTIONS OF OLD ROAD IDENTIFIED
ON THE PROJECT SKETCH AND VDOT Form($) AM4.3 TO BE ABANDONED, WHICH PORTIONS NO LONGER SERVE A
PURBLIC NEED, AND

WHEREAS, THE PORTION(5) OF OLD ROAD IDENTIFIED TO BE DISCONTINUED ARE DEEMED BY THE VIRGINIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION TO NO LONGER PROVIDE SUFFICIENT PUBLIC CONVENIENCE TO WARRANT
MAINTENANCE AT PUBLIC EXPENSE AS PART OF THE PRIMARY AND SECONDARY SYSTEMS OF STATE HIGHWAYS, AND

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, THIS BOARD REQUESTS THE VIRGINIA DEPARIMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION TO ABANDON SEGMENT(S) K-L, U-¥, AND W-5 FROM THE SECONDARY SYSTEM OF STATE
HIGHWAYS, PURSUANT TO §33.2-212 OF THE CODE OF VIRGINIA, AND

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, THE WASHINGTON COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS REQUESTS THE VIRGINIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION T0 ADD SEGMENT(S) B-L, D-X, Q-E, AnD E-V TO THE SECONDARY SYSTEM OF
STATE HIGHWAYS, PURSUANT TO §33.2-705 OF THE CODE OF VIRGINIA, FOR WHICH SECTIONS THE VIRGINIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION HAS ACQUIRED THE NECESSARY RIGHT OF WAY AND EASEMENTS FOR CUTS,
FILLS, AND DRAINAGE;, RECORDS OF WHICH ARE ON FILE WITH THE CIRCUIT COURT CLERK OF WASHINGTON
COUNTY; AND

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, THIS BOARD CONCURS WITH AND SUPPORTS THE ACTION OF THE
CoMMONWEALTH TRANSPORTATION BOARD TO DISCONTINUE SEGMENT(S) T-U A% A PART OF THE SECONDARY
SYSTEM OF STATE HIGHWAYS, PURSUANT TO $33.2-008 oF THE CODE OF VIRGINLA, AND

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, THIS BOARD REQUESTS THAT SECTION(S) T-P BE ACCORDINGLY RE-NUMBERED
AS PART OF THE SECONDARY SYSTEM OF STATE HIGHWAYS, AND

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, THIS BOARD REQUESTS THAT SEGMENT(S) N-0O AND P-() BE TRANSFERRED FROM
THE PRIMARY SYSTEM OF STATE HIGHWAYS TO THE SECONDARY SYSTEM OF STATE HIGHWAYS AND ACCORDINGLY
RE-NUMBERED AS A PART OF THE SECONDARY SYSTEM OF STATE HIGHWAYS, PURSUANT T0O §33.2-315 OF THE CODE
OF VIRGINIA, AND




COUNTY OF WASHINGTON, VIRGINIA
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, THIS BOARD CONCURS WITH AND SUPPORTS THE COMMONWEALTH
TRANSPORTATION BOARD'S ABANDONMENT OF SEGMENT(S) C-N, O-P, R-8, AND S-F FROM THE PRIMARY SYSTEM
OF STATE HIGHWAYS, AS IDENTIFIED ON THE PROJECT SKETCH, PURSUANT T §33.2-906 OF THE CODE OF VIRGINIA,
AND

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, THIS BOARD CONCURS WITH AND SUPPORTS THE COMMONWEALTH
TRANSPORTATION BOARD'S ADDITION OF SEGMENT(S) C-D, D-E, anD E-F TO THE PRIMARY SYSTEM OF STATE
HIGHWAYS, AS IDENTIFIED ON THE PROJECT SKEETCH, PURSUANT TO §33.2-310 0F THE CODE OF VIRGINIA, AND

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, THIS BOARD CONCURS WITH AND SUPPORTS THE COMMONWEALTH
TRANSPORTATION BOARD'S DISCONTINUANCE OF SEGMENT(S) Q-R FROM THE PRIMARY SYSTEM OF STATE
HIGHWAYS, AS IDENTIFIED ON THE PROJECT SKETCH, PURSUANT TO §33.2-901 OF THE CODE OF VIRGINLA, AND

BEIT FINALLY RESOLVED, THE WASHINGTON COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS ORDERS THAT A CERTIFIED
COPY OF THIS RESOLUTION BE FORWARDED TO THE RESIDENT ENGINEER FOR THE VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION,

DONE THIS THE 28™ DAY OF MaY, 2024,
THE FOREGONG RESOLUTION WaS DULY ADOPTED BY THE FOLLOWING VOTE:

MR. MCCALL: AYE

MR. PENNINGTON:  AYE

M. HARGIS: AYE

MR. STEVENS: AYE x.
MER.: RUsH: AYE

Mr. HERNANDEZ:  AYE Jason N. BERRY

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR

MR. BALL: AYE




Exhibit B

inued

t

1scon

Proposed Road Segment to be Di

ing

Sketch Includ

dashed Yellow

mn

noted

Route 58, Segment Q — R,

SEONVHD WAISAS AYMHOIH 40 NOILYINGYI ¥ #04 ¥ 30¥d &35 |

(S60) AINNOD NOLONIHSWM
[ZBE€9T DdN] TOSO “B80T-S60-8500 IDELOJYd IOdA
AMH I¥VQLS d3C ‘8§ AMH °"sS°'Qn

yiie3 2jboac)

ETL @M § IH-BT 0) O]



COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA

Commonwealth Transportation Board

W. Sheppard Miller, I1I 1401 East Broad Street (804) 482-5818
Chairperson Richmond, Virginia 23219 Fax: (804) 786-2940

Agenda item # 2

RESOLUTION
OF THE
COMMONWEALTH TRANSPORTATION BOARD
July 16, 2024
MOTION

Made By: Seconded By:

Action:

Title: Addition — Primary System of State Higchways
Route 288 in Powhatan County

WHEREAS, 3.28 miles of new Primary roadway were constructed in Powhatan County
under VDOT Project 0288-072-PPTA, C-501, Section A; and

WHEREAS, § 33.2-314 of the Code of Virginia allows the Commonwealth
Transportation Board to add new highways to the Primary System of State Highways; and

WHEREAS, the Powhatan County Administrator has notified the Department of the
County’s support for the addition of the new highway, identified as Route 288, to the Primary
System of State Highways through a letter of support, attached hereto as Exhibit A, requesting
the addition depicted on the sketch attached hereto as Exhibit B; and

NOW THERFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the roadway segment identified below, is
hereby ordered added to the Primary System of State Highways, pursuant to subsection A of §
33.2-314 of the Code of Virginia.
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Primary System of State Hichways

Addition

RichmdRavidistaicCounty
e Route 288

Total Mileage Added to the Primary System:

Hith#

3.28 Mi.

3.28 Mi.



CTB Decision Brief

Addition — Primary System of State Highways in Powhatan County

Issue: VDOT Project 0288-072-PPTA, C-501, Section A resulted in the construction of Route
288 in Powhatan County. The Virginia Department of Transportation, with support of Powhatan
County, seeks Commonwealth Transportation Board (Board) approval of the addition of the new
roadway segment to the Primary System of State Highways.

Facts: Route 288 in Powhatan County, a total distance of 3.28 miles, was constructed as part of
VDOT Project 0288-072-PPTA, C-501, Section A.

Upon review of the Project, VDOT staff determined that the 3.28 miles of newly constructed
roadway comprised of Route 288 in Powhatan should be added to the Primary System of State
Highways, pursuant to § 33.2-314 of the Code of Virginia.

The Powhatan County Administrator submitted a letter of support dated June 13, 2024 (Exhibit
A, attached), indicating support of the addition of the 3.28 miles of newly constructed roadway
comprised of Route 288 to the Primary System of State Highways; said segment is identified
with endpoints A and B in “Red” on the Project sketch identified as Exhibit B, attached.

Recommendations: VDOT recommends the Commonwealth Transportation Board approve the
addition to the Primary System of State Highways of the 3.28 miles of roadway comprised of
Route 288 constructed as part of VDOT Project 0288-072-PPTA, C-501, Section A referenced
above.

Action Required by CTB: The Code of Virginia requires a majority of the Board’s members to
approve the addition proposed in this brief. The resolution describing the proposed segment to
be added is provided for the Board’s consideration.

Result if Approved: If approved, VDOT will add the segment referenced above to the Primary
System of State Highways.

Options: Approve or Deny



Exhibit A
Powhatan County Board of Supervisors Letter of Support dated June 13, 2024

Board of Supervisors
Williain A. Donati Jr.
Steve W. McClung, Chairman
Robert W. Powers
Mark A Kinney
Denise L. Morrissette, Vice-Clair

County Adininistrater
Rrat Schardain

The County of
Powhatan

Letter of Support
Powhatan County

6/13/24

Ms. Rebecca Worley, PE

VDOT Chesterfield Residency Engineer
3301 Speeks Drive

Midlothian, VA 23112

RE: Powhatan County — Project No. 0288-072-PPTA, C501, Section A
Dear Ms. Worley:

In my capacity as Powhatan County Administrator, and on behalf of the
County of Powhatan, Virginia, the County of Powhatan supports the
highway system changes related to the construction of Route 288, Project
No. 0288-072-PPTA, C501, Section A, located in Powhatan County. These
highway changes include (see project sketch for specific changes):

s 33.2-314 A - Additions to a Primary State Highway System
« §33.2-705 — Addition of a Secondary Route

If you have any questions related to this project, do not hesitate to contact
me.

But S

Bret Schardein, County Administrator
Pownhatan, Virginia



Exhibit B
Sketch of Proposed Primary Addition
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COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA

Commonwealth Transportation Board

W. Sheppard Miller, I1I 1401 East Broad Street (804) 482-5818
Chairperson Richmond, Virginia 23219 Fax: (804) 786-2940

Agenda item # 3

RESOLUTION
OF THE
COMMONWEALTH TRANSPORTATION BOARD
July 16, 2024
MOTION

Made By: Seconded By:

Action:

Title: Bridge Naming: “Joseph D. Barkley, II Memorial Bridge”

WHEREAS, in accordance with § 33.2-213 of the Code of Virginia, the Halifax County
Board of Supervisors has requested, by resolution dated May 6, 2024, and the Charlotte County
Board of Supervisors has requested, by resolution dated April 10, 2024, that the Commonwealth
Transportation Board (CTB), to honor and memorialize the life and service of Joseph D.
Barkley, II, name the east- and west-bound bridges on U.S. Route 360, James D. Hagood
Highway in Halifax County and Kings Highway in Charlotte County, over the Staunton River,
between Halifax and Charlotte Counties, as the “Joseph D. Barkley, I Memorial Bridge”; and

WHEREAS, Halifax County, by resolution dated May 6, 2024, supported by Charlotte
County and their resolution dated April 10, 2024, has agreed to be responsible for payment of all
sign costs billed by the Virginia Department of Transportation calling attention to this naming,
which will include the costs to produce, place, and maintain the signs; and

WHEREAS, § 33.2-213 provides that VDOT shall place and maintain appropriate signs
indicating the names of highways, bridges, interchanges, and other transportation facilities
named by the CTB and requires that the costs of producing, placing, and maintaining such signs
shall be paid by the localities in which they are located or by the private entity whose name is
attached to the transportation facility so named.
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NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, pursuant to § 33.2-213 of the Code of
Virginia, the CTB hereby names the east- and west-bound bridges on U.S. Route 360, James D.
Hagood Highway in Halifax County and Kings Highway in Charlotte County, over the Staunton
River, between Halifax and Charlotte Counties, as the “Joseph D. Barkley, Il Memorial Bridge”.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that VDOT is directed to produce, place, and maintain

the signs calling attention to this naming, and secure payment from Halifax County for these
costs as required by law.

HHHE



CTB Decision Brief
Bridge Naming: “Joseph D. Barkley, II Memorial Bridge”

Issue: Commemorative naming, at the request of Halifax and Charlotte Counties, of the bridges
on east- and west-bound U.S. Route 360, James D. Hagood Highway in Halifax County and
Kings Highway in Charlotte County, over the Staunton River, between Halifax and Charlotte
Counties, as the “Joseph D. Barkley, II Memorial Bridge”.

Facts: The Halifax County Board of Supervisors enacted a resolution on May 6, 2024, and the
Charlotte County Board of Supervisors enacted a resolution on April 10, 2024, to honor the life
and service of Joseph D. Barkley, II to the Commonwealth and his community.

According to those resolutions, Mr. Barkley was the Halifax Residency Administrator/Engineer
for the Virginia Department of Transportation for over 35 years and diligently served the
residents of Halifax, Charlotte, and Pittsylvania Counties. He managed a dedicated staff that
provided safe and well-maintained roadways for people travelling throughout those counties.

He was instrumental in overseeing notable highway and bridge improvements such as the four
lanes of U.S. Route 501 to the North Carolina state line, the Broad Street Extension project in the
Town of South Boston, the Hamilton Boulevard improvement project, the Centerville median
removal project, the Volen’s U.S. Route 501 Safety Widening and turn lane project, along with
many others involving railroad crossings, pedestrian safety, school and industrial/recreation
access projects.

He was dedicated to highway safety and worked diligently on many storm, flooding, snow, and
natural disaster restoration projects.

Additionally, Joseph D. Barkley, II was very active in civic organizations, serving as Chairman
and Treasurer of the Halifax County Cancer Association, Chairman of Boy Scout Troop #497,
and a member of the Halifax County Economic Development Council.

Mr. Barkley passed away on December 28, 2023.

Action Required by CTB: The Code of Virginia requires a majority of the CTB members to
approve a resolution naming a highway or bridge, as appropriate. A resolution will be provided
for the Board’s consideration.

Result if Approved: The bridges on east- and west-bound U.S. Route 360, James D. Hagood
Highway in Halifax County and Kings Highway in Charlotte County, over the Staunton River,
between Halifax and Charlotte Counties, will be known as the “Joseph D. Barkley, Il Memorial
Bridge”. In accordance with law, and by resolution dated May 6, 2024, supported by Charlotte
County and their resolution dated April 10, 2024, Halifax County agrees to pay the costs of
producing, placing, and maintaining the signs calling attention to this naming.

Options: Approve, Deny, or Defer.

Public Comments/Reactions: VDOT has not received any public comments on this proposal.
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2024-8
RESOLUTION

BRIDGE NAMING ON U.S. ROUTE 360 EAST — AND WEST-BOUND LANES,
JAMES b. HAGOOD HIGHWAY OVER THE STAUNTON RIVER, IN HALIFAX COUNTY
AS THE “JOSEPH D. BARKLEY, || MEMORIAL BRIDGE".

WHEREAS, Joseph D. Barkley, Il was the Halifax Residency Administrator/Engineer for the
Virginia Department of Transportation for over thirty-five years, diligently serving the people of
Halifax, Charlotte, and Pittsylvania Counties; and

WHEREAS, Joseph D. Barkley, || managed a dedicated staff that provided safe and well-
maintained roadways for people traveling throughout Halifax, Charlotlte, and Pittsylvania
Counties; and

WHEREAS, Joseph D. Barkley, Il was instrumental in overseeing notable highway and bridge
improvements such as the four lanes of U.S. Route 501 to the North Carolina State line, the
Broad Street Extension project in the Town of South Boston, the Hamilton Boulevard
improvement project, the Centerville median removal project, the Volen's U.S. 501 Safety
Widening and turn lane project, the John Randolph Bridge Replacement project, and many
railroad crossing, pedestrian safety and industrialirecreation access projects in Halifax County;
and

WHEREAS, Joseph D. Barkley, || over his career was dedicated to highway safety and worked
diligently on many storm, flooding, snow, and natural disaster restoration projects while also
managing the overall maintenance of all highway facilities within Halifax County to a high
standard; and

WHEREAS, Joseph D. Barkley, Il was very active in civic organizations such as Chairman and
Treasurer of the Halifax County Cancer Association, Chairman of Boy Scout Troup #497, and a
member of the Halifax County Economic Development Council; and

WHEREAS, Section 33.2-213 of the Code of Virginia authorizes the Commonwealth
Transportation Board (CTB) to give suitable names to state highways, bridges, interchanges, and
other transportation facilities and change the names of any highways, bridges, interchanges, or
other transportation facilities forming a part of the systems of state highways; and

WHEREAS, Section 33.2-213 of the Code of Virginia provides that the Virginia Department of

. Transportation shall place and maintain appropriate signs indicating the names of highways,
bridges, interchanges, and other transportation facliities named by the CTB and requires that the
costs of producing, placing, and maintaining such signs shall be paid respectfuily, by the localities
in which they are located, which Halifax County hereby acknowledges; and



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that Halifax County, in accordance with the
requirements of Section 33.2-213 of the Code of Virginia, does hereby request that the
Commonwealth Transportation Board name the bridges on U.S. Route 360 East- and West-
bound Lanes, James D. Hagood Highway over the Staunton River in Halifax County as the
“Joseph D. Barkley, || Memorial Bridge”; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that Halifax County supporis this same effort and resolution
brought before the Charlofte County, Virginia Board of Supervisors and have discussed the
naming with Charlotte County; and Halifax County agrees to pay the costs of producing, placing
and maintaining all of the signs calling attention to this naming.

Adopted this 6" day of May 2024.

Ponmer £/~

Dennis G. Witt, Chairmah
Halifax County Board of Supervisors

Scott RWE., Clerk



CHARLOTTE COUNTY
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

250 LeGrande Avenue
P. O. Box 608
Charlotte Court House, Va 23923
(434) 542-5117
Fax: (434) 542-5248
www.charlottecountyva.gov

2024-VDOT
RESOLUTION

Title: Bridge Naming on U.S. Route 360 East- and West-bound Lanes, “Kings Highway" over the “Staunton River”, in Charlotte
County as the “Joseph D. Barkiey, || Memorial Bridge".

WHEREAS, Joseph D. Barkley, Il was the Halifax Residency Administrator/Engineer for the Virginia Department of Transportation
for over thirty-five years, diligently serving the people of Halifax, Charlotte and Pittsylvania Counties, and

WHEREAS, Joseph D. Barkley, Il managed a dedicated staff that provided safe and well-maintained roadways for people traveliing
throughout Halifax, Charlotte and Pittsylvania Counties, and

WHEREAS, Joseph D. Barkley, |l was instrumental in overseeing many highway improvement projects such as the construction
of tumn-lanes into the Heartland Industrial Park off of U.S. Route 360, the re-construction of the Bridge on Route 40 “Patrick Henry
Highway" over Louse Creek, the construction of “Loop C" interchange at Keysville, and the Upgrade to the Overhead Lights and
Flashers and the construction of the Safety Turn Lanes at the intersection of U.S. Route 360 “Kings Highway" and Route 47 in
Charlotte County, as well as many other bridge, railroad crossing, pedestrian improvements, school, and industrial access projects;
and

WHEREAS, Joseph D. Barkley, Il over his career was dedicated to highway safety and worked diligently on many storm,
flooding, snow, and natural disaster restoration projects while also managing the overall maintenance of all highway facilities
within Charlotte County to a high standard; and

WHEREAS, Joseph D. Barkley, Il was very active in civic organizations such as Chairman and Treasurer of the Halifax County
Cancer Association, Chairman of Boy Scout Troup #497, and a member of the Halifax County Economic Development Council,
and

WHEREAS, Section 33.2-213 of the Code of Virginia authorizes the Commonwealth Transportation Board (CTB) to give suitable
names to state highways, bridges, interchanges, and other transportation facilities and change the names of any highways, bridges,
interchanges, or other transportation facilities forming a part of the systems of state highways: and

WHEREAS, Section 33.2-213 provides that the Virginia Department of Transportation shall place and maintain appropriate signs
indicating the names of highways, bridges, interchanges, and other transportation facilities named by the CTB and requires that
the costs of producing, placing, and maintaining such signs shall be paid respectfully, by the localities in which they are located.



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that Charlotte County, in accordance with the requirements of Section 33.2-213 of the
Code of Virginia, does hereby request that the Commonwealth Transportation Board name the bridges on U.S. Route 360 East-
and West-bound Lanes, “Kings Highway" over “Staunton River” in Charlotte County as the “Joseph D. Barkley, Il Memorial Bridge”;

and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that Charlotte County supports this same effort and resolution brought before the Halifax County,
Virginia Board of Supervisors in May 2024.

Board of Supérvisors Chaimman Date

L) g

ATTEST
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COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA

Commonwealth Transportation Board

W. Sheppard Miller, I1I 1401 East Broad Street (804) 482-5818
Chairperson Richmond, Virginia 23219 Fax: (804) 786-2940

Agenda item # 4

RESOLUTION
OF THE
COMMONWEALTH TRANSPORTATION BOARD

July 16, 2024

MOTION
Made By: Seconded By:
Action:
Title: Economic Development Access

for New Kent City Center
Project ECON-063-063 — New Kent County

WHEREAS, § 33.2-1509 of the Code of Virginia provides funds to “be expended by the
Board for constructing, reconstructing, maintaining or improving access roads within localities to
economic development sites on which manufacturing, processing, research and development
facilities, distribution centers, regional service centers, corporate headquarters, or other
establishments that also meet basic employer criteria as determined by the Virginia Economic
Development Partnership in consultation with the Virginia Department of Small Business and
Supplier Diversity will be built under firm contract or are already constructed ...” and, “in the
event there is no such establishment or ... firm contract, a locality may guarantee to the Board by
bond or other acceptable device that such will occur and, should no establishment or airport
acceptable to the Board be constructed or under firm contract within the time limits of the bond,
such bond shall be forfeited”; and

WHEREAS, the Commonwealth Transportation Board’s Economic Development
Access Fund Policy makes special provision for allocation for Major Employment and
Investment (MEI) projects identified by the Virginia Economic Development Partnership,
including provision of a separate allocation for the design of plans for a qualifying project; and



Resolution of the Board

Economic Development Access — New Kent City Center — New Kent County
July 16, 2024

Page 2 of 2

WHEREAS, New Kent County by formal resolution has requested Economic
Development Access (EDA) Program funds to design an extension of City Center Court (Route
1029) into New Kent City Center and said extension design is estimated to cost approximately
$800,000; and

WHEREAS, it appears that this request falls within the intent of § 33.2-1509 of the Code
of Virginia and complies with the provisions of the Commonwealth Transportation Board’s EDA
Fund Policy and the Economic Development Access Program guide.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that $650,000 ($500,000 unmatched and
$150,000 matched) of the Economic Development, Airport and Rail Access Fund is allocated to
design an extension of City Center Court (Route 1029), Project ECON-063-063, contingent
upon:

1. All right of way, environmental assessments and remediation, and utility adjustments
being provided at no cost to the Commonwealth; and

2. Execution of an appropriate contractual agreement between New Kent County
(LOCALITY) and the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT), to provide for
the:

a. Plan design of this road construction project; and

b. Payment of all ineligible costs, and of any eligible costs in excess of this
allocation, from sources other than those administered by VDOT; and

c. Provision of the required matching funds, up to $150,000, by the LOCALITY for
appropriately documented eligible project costs; and

d. Provision by the LOCALITY of an appropriate bond or other acceptable surety device
by the LOCALITY to VDOT, commencing prior to either direct VDOT expenditure of
funds or to submission by the LOCALITY to VDOT for reimbursement of
LOCALITY expenditures from the Economic Development, Airport and Rail Access
Fund, and ending after VDOT approval of the design plans.

HHHE



CTB Decision Brief

Economic Development Access — New Kent County
New Kent City Center

Issue: Pursuant to § 33.2-1509 of the Code of Virginia and the Economic Development Access
EDA Fund Policy of the Commonwealth Transportation Board (CTB), New Kent County has
requested funds from the EDA Program to assist in improving road access to eligible property
within New Kent City Center. CTB approval for the allocation of the requested funds by the CTB
is sought.

Facts: Section 33.2-1509 of the Code of Virginia authorizes the CTB to expend funds set aside for
constructing access roads to economic development sites on which certain establishments as
prescribed by the Code or other establishments that meet the basic employer criteria as determined
by the Virginia Economic Development Partnership (VEDP) will be built under firm contract or
are already constructed. In addition, the CTB’s Economic Development Access Fund Policy makes
special provision for design-only Access roadway allocations to localities for Major Employment
and Investment (MEI) projects identified by VEDP.

The CTB’s EDA Fund Policy sets forth certain criteria which must be met for projects to be eligible
for such funding and directs the Commissioner of Highways to establish administrative procedures
to assure adherence to such policy and legislative requirements. The Commissioner established
such administrative procedures in the Economic Development Access Program Guide
administered by the Local Assistance Division of the Virginia Department of Transportation
(VDOT). The Policy stipulates that the governing body of the locality shall provide a resolution in
request of EDA Program funding prior to the Board’s allocation of funds.

The VEDP has confirmed its support in the development of New Kent City Center as an MEI site.
The property, with 600 total acres, has multiple parcels capable of supporting a high-impact
regional economic development project with capital investment of at least $250 million and
creating more than 400 full-time jobs. The project includes an alternatives analysis to determine
the preferred roadway alignment, and the design of a 1-2-mile-long extension of City Center Court.

New Kent County is requesting funding from the Economic Development Access Program to assist
in the design of roadway improvements to New Kent City Center. New Kent County intends to
administer the design of the proposed road project. The New Kent County Board of Supervisors
agrees to provide a surety or bond in the amount of the estimated cost of the design of the access
road prior to VDOT’s authorization of Economic Development Access funds. New Kent County
will be responsible for financial arrangements to provide for the required EDA Program matching
funds, as appropriate, and all project costs exceeding the state EDA Program allocation to fully
fund the project.

Recommendation: VDOT recommends the allocation of $800,000 from the Economic
Development, Airport and Rail Access Fund be approved for design of this project, subject to
certain contingencies as set forth in the accompanying resolution.



Commonwealth Transportation Board Decision Brief

Economic Development Access — New Kent City Center — New Kent County
July 16, 2024

Page Two

Action Required by the CTB: The Code of Virginia, the Virginia Administrative Code, and the
CTB’s EDA Fund Policy specify that the CTB shall approve the allocation of funds for the design
of the access road project. A resolution is provided for formal vote.

Result, if Approved: VDOT and New Kent County will proceed with the EDA design project.
Options: Approve, Deny, or Defer.

Public Comments/Reactions: None



COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA

Commonwealth Transportation Board

W. Sheppard Miller, I1I 1401 East Broad Street (804) 482-5818
Chairperson Richmond, Virginia 23219 Fax: (804) 786-2940

Agenda item # 5

RESOLUTION
OF THE
COMMONWEALTH TRANSPORTATION BOARD
July 16, 2024
MOTION
Made By: Seconded By:
Action:
Title: Economic Development Access for

New London Business & Technology Center
Project ECON-009-911 — Bedford County

WHEREAS, § 33.2-1509 of the Code of Virginia provides funds to “be expended by the
Board for constructing, reconstructing, maintaining or improving access roads within localities to
economic development sites on which manufacturing, processing, research and development
facilities, distribution centers, regional service centers, corporate headquarters, or other
establishments that also meet basic employer criteria as determined by the Virginia Economic
Development Partnership in consultation with the Virginia Department of Small Business and
Supplier Diversity will be built under firm contract or are already constructed ...” and, “in the
event there is no such establishment or ... firm contract, a locality may guarantee to the Board by
bond or other acceptable device that such will occur and, should no establishment or airport
acceptable to the Board be constructed or under firm contract within the time limits of the bond,
such bond shall be forfeited”; and

WHEREAS, Bedford County by formal resolution has requested Economic
Development Access (EDA) Program funds to design improvements to Meade Road (Route 908)
and said improvements are estimated to cost approximately $250,000; and

WHEREAS, it appears that this request falls within the intent of § 33.2-1509 of the Code
of Virginia and complies with the provisions of the Commonwealth Transportation Board’s EDA
Fund Policy and the Economic Development Access Program guide.
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that $200,000 ($150,000 unmatched and
$50,000 matched) of the Economic Development, Airport and Rail Access Fund is allocated to
design improvements to New London Business & Technology Center, Project ECON-009-911,
contingent upon:

1. All right of way, environmental assessments and remediation, and utility adjustments
being provided at no cost to the Commonwealth; and

2. Execution of an appropriate contractual agreement between Bedford County
(LOCALITY) and the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT), to provide for
the:

a. Plan design of this road construction project; and

b. Payment of all ineligible costs, and of any eligible costs in excess of this
allocation, from sources other than those administered by VDOT; and

c. Provision of the required matching funds, up to $50,000, by the LOCALITY for
appropriately documented eligible project costs; and

d. Provision by the LOCALITY of an appropriate bond or other acceptable surety device
by the LOCALITY to VDOT, commencing prior to either direct VDOT expenditure of
funds or to submission by the LOCALITY to VDOT for reimbursement of
LOCALITY expenditures from the Economic Development, Airport and Rail Access
Fund, and ending after VDOT approval of the design plans.

HHHE



CTB Decision Brief

Economic Development Access — Bedford County
New London Business & Technology Center

Issue: Pursuant to § 33.2-1509 of the Code of Virginia and the Economic Development Access
EDA Fund Policy of the Commonwealth Transportation Board (CTB), Bedford County has
requested funds from the EDA Program to assist in improving road access to eligible property
within New London Business & Technology Center. CTB approval for the allocation of the
requested funds by the CTB is sought.

Facts: Section 33.2-1509 of the Code of Virginia authorizes the CTB to expend funds set aside for
constructing access roads to economic development sites on which certain establishments as
prescribed by the Code or other establishments that meet the basic employer criteria as determined
by the Virginia Economic Development Partnership (VEDP) will be built under firm contract or
are already constructed. In addition, the CTB’s Economic Development Access Fund Policy makes
special provision for allocations to localities for design-only access roadway projects.

The CTB’s EDA Fund Policy sets forth certain criteria which must be met for projects to be eligible
for such funding and directs the Commissioner of Highways to establish administrative procedures
to assure adherence to such policy and legislative requirements. The Commissioner established
such administrative procedures in the Economic Development Access Program Guide
administered by the Local Assistance Division of the Virginia Department of Transportation
(VDOT). The Policy stipulates that the governing body of the locality shall provide a resolution in
request of EDA Program funding prior to the Board’s allocation of funds.

The VEDP has confirmed its support of a design-only project to improve Meade Road (Route 908)
as the project will improve safety and access to Phase 2 of New London Business & Technology
Center. The project includes the design of business park entrance improvements at the intersection
of Route 460 & Route 908, and the design of Route 908’s extension, approximately 0.75 miles
north.

Bedford County is requesting funding from the Economic Development Access Program to assist
in the design of roadway improvements to New London Business & Technology Center. Bedford
County intends to administer the design of the proposed access road project. The Bedford County
Board of Supervisors agrees to provide a surety or bond in the amount of the estimated cost of the
design of the access road prior to VDOT’s authorization of Economic Development Access funds.
Bedford County will be responsible for financial arrangements to provide for the required EDA
Program matching funds, as appropriate, and all project costs exceeding the state EDA Program
allocation to fully fund the project.

Recommendation: VDOT recommends the allocation of $200,000 ($150,000 unmatched and
$50,000 matched) from the Economic Development, Airport and Rail Access Fund be approved
for design of this project, subject to certain contingencies as set forth in the accompanying
resolution.
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Economic Development Access — New London Business & Technology Center — Bedford
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Action Required by the CTB: The Code of Virginia, the Virginia Administrative Code, and the
CTB’s EDA Fund Policy specify that the CTB shall approve the allocation of funds for the design
of the access road project. A resolution is provided for formal vote.

Result, if Approved: VDOT and Bedford County will proceed with the EDA design project.
Options: Approve, Deny, or Defer.

Public Comments/Reactions: None



COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA

Commonwealth Transportation Board

W. Sheppard Miller, I1I 1401 East Broad Street (804) 482-5818
Chairperson Richmond, Virginia 23219 Fax: (804) 786-2940

Agenda item # 6

RESOLUTION
OF THE
COMMONWEALTH TRANSPORTATION BOARD
July 17, 2024
MOTION

Made By: Seconded By:

Action:

Title: Approval of the State of Good Repair Prioritization Process

WHEREAS, Chapter 415 of the 2024 Acts of the Assembly revised (Chapter 415) Va. Code
§ 33.2-369 to expand the eligibility for State of Good Repair funds from only bridges defined as
structurally deficient to bridges with a general condition rating of no more than five for at least one major
bridge component; and

WHEREAS, Chapter 415 Va. Code § 33.2-369 expands the eligibility for State of Good Repair
funds from reconstruction and rehabilitation of eligible bridges to also include other improvements
anticipated to extend the useful life of a bridge by at least 10 years; and

WHEREAS, Va. Code § 33.2-369 of the Code of Virginia prescribes that the Commonwealth
Transportation Board (the Board) shall use funds allocated in Va. Code § 33.2-358 for state of good repair
purposes for (i) reconstruction, replacement, and other improvements anticipated to extend the useful life
by at least 10 years of state and locally-owned bridges with a general condition rating of no more than
five for at least one major bridge component and (ii) reconstruction and rehabilitation of deteriorated
pavement on the Interstate System and Primary State Highway System, including municipality-
maintained primary extensions; and

WHEREAS, Va. Code § 33.2-369 (B) also requires that the State of Good Repair funds be
allocated by the Board to projects in all nine construction districts based on a priority ranking system that
takes into consideration (a) the number, condition, and costs of bridges with a general condition rating of
no more than five for at least one major bridge component and (b) the mileage, condition, and costs to
replace deteriorated pavements, and further provides that the Board shall ensure an equitable needs-based
distribution of funding among the highway construction districts, with no district receiving more than
17.5 percent or less than 5.5 percent of the total funding allocated in any given year; and
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WHEREAS, the Board developed and last approved, on February 21, 2021, a prioritization
process methodology for the allocation of funds and selection of projects for structurally deficient bridges
and deteriorated pavements that met the requirements set forth in § 33.2-369 (B) (State of Good Repair
Prioritization Process); and

WHEREAS, revisions to the State of Good Repair Prioritization Process are necessary to render
the process consistent with Va. Code § 33.2-369 as amended by Chapter 415 and to address other issues.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the State of Good Repair Prioritization Process,
as set forth in Attachment A, is approved; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, pursuant to § 33.2-214 (E), any project added to the Six-Year
Improvement Program (SYIP) funded wholly or in part with funding from the State of Good Repair
Program shall be fully funded within the six-year horizon of the SYIP.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the development and management of the State of Good Repair
portion of the SYIP shall be conducted in accordance with the Board’s then current Six-Year
Improvement Program Development and Management Policy.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board directs the Commissioner of Highways to take
all actions necessary to implement and administer this policy.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that Board approval of this item replaces and supersedes the

February 17, 2021 resolution titled “Approval of State of Good Repair Prioritization Process
Methodology and FY 2022 State of Good Repair Percentage Fund Distribution.”

HiH



Attachment A

State of Good Repair Prioritization Process

Va. Code § 33.2-369 prescribes that the Commonwealth Transportation Board (the Board) shall use funds
allocated in § 33.2-358 for state of good repair purposes for (i) reconstruction, replacement, and other
improvements anticipated to extend the useful life by at least 10 years of state and locally-owned bridges
with a general condition rating of no more than five for at least one major bridge component and (ii)
reconstruction and rehabilitation of deteriorated pavement on the Interstate System and Primary State
Highway System, including municipality-maintained primary extensions.

Va. Code § 33.2-369 (B) also requires that the State of Good Repair funds be allocated by the Board to
projects in all nine construction districts based on a priority ranking system that takes into consideration
(a) the number, condition, and costs of bridges with a general condition rating of no more than five for at
least one major bridge component and (b) the mileage, condition, and costs to replace deteriorated
pavements, and further provides that the Board shall ensure an equitable needs-based distribution of
funding among the highway construction districts, with no district receiving more than 17.5 percent or
less than 5.5 percent of the total funding allocated in any given year.

1. Identification of State of Good Repair Needs

a. Condition and inventory data on the Commonwealth’s bridges is derived from regular
inspections performed in accordance with the National Bridge Inspection Standards.
Data is collected and recorded in VDOT’s Bridge Management System, which is used to
determine the type of work recommended, and provides a list of bridge needs. Bridge
needs for bridges with a general condition rating of no more than five for at least one
major bridge component in VDOT’s Bridge Management System are used to determine
State of Good Repair Bridge Needs.

b. Pavement needs are assessed and identified annually using automated data collection
technology and asset management principles. Pavements are rated based on visible
distresses and the data is incorporated into the Pavement Management System, which is
used to assess maintenance needs using the elements of pavement distresses, traffic level,
and structural condition to determine mileage, recommended treatment, and estimated
costs to perform the necessary work. Deteriorated pavement needs on the
Commonwealth’s Interstate, Primary, and Primary Extension facilities are used to
determine State of Good Repair Paving Needs.

c. State of Good Repair Needs are the total cost of the needs for bridges with a general
condition rating of 5 or less for at least one major component for VDOT-Owned and
Locality—Owned bridges in VDOT’s Bridge Management System and the total cost of the
deteriorated pavement needs on Interstate, Primary, and Primary Extension facilities.

d. Prioritized State of Good Repair needs are reported in the Biennial Report of the
Commissioner of Highways required by § 33.2-232.

e. A recommended list of projects, from the Prioritized State of Good Repair needs, eligible
for funds under the State of Good Repair Program, is made public annually at least 150
days prior to the Board’s vote to adopt a Six-Year Improvement Program (SYIP) as
required by § 33.2-214.2.

2. Allocation of State of Good Repair Funds
a. Needs are compiled and used to determine the Percentage Fund Distribution for each
highway construction district.
i. As provided for in § 33.2-369, each construction district receives no less than 5.5%
and no more than 17.5% of total funding allocated in a given year.
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Individual district percentages are determined by dividing district needs by the
statewide needs.

If any district’s needs are less than 5.5% then the amount provided to other districts
is reduced on a pro-rata basis to ensure such district receives 5.5% of available
funding.

If any district’s needs percentage would require more than 17.5% of the funding,
the district’s percentage of funding is reduced to 17.5% and the difference between
the district’s need percentage and 17.5% is distributed to the remaining districts
based on their needs percentage.

The Board may waive the 17.5% allocation cap for one fiscal year, when it
determines that, due to extraordinary circumstances or needs, the cap inhibits the
ability of the Department to address a key pavement or bridge need. If the Board
does waive the allocation cap, then an explanation must be provided in the
allocation methodology submitted by the Commissioner of Highways pursuant to §
33.2-232.

b. The State of Good Repair Needs are used to break down the percentage at the highway

construction district level into four separate funding distributions — VDOT-Owned
Bridges, Locality-Owned Bridges, VDOT Pavement, and municipality-maintained
Primary Extensions (Locality Pavements).

3. Prioritization of State of Good Repair Bridge Needs

a. The priority ranking system examines all bridges in the Commonwealth eligible for State
of Good Repair funding to develop a final priority list of bridges. The final priority list
will be developed from the recommended list of projects, which is published at least 150
days prior to the adoption of the SYIP in accordance with § 33.2-214.2, and will use
finalized project estimates to calculate prioritization using a formula that is based on the
following criteria:

Measure Description

Condition Measures overall condition of the bridge
using detailed condition data compiled from
the safety inspection report

Cost Effectiveness Ratio of actual project cost to the cost for
full replacement

Highway Traffic Impacts Traffic volume, truck traffic, detour route,
future traffic volume, and key route
designations

Design Redundancy and Fracture-critical bridges, fatigue prone

Safety details, and scourand seismic vulnerability

Structure Capacity Consideration of whether the bridge will be

posted or has issues with clearances or
waterway adequacy

b. Recommended bridge projects for State of Good Repair funding in each district are

C.

recommended from the district’s final prioritized list of needs in order.
VDOT-owned bridges

Bridge projects for prioritization shall include all bridges with a general condition
rating of 4 or less for at least one major bridge component (i.e., poor) and any
bridge with a general condition rating of 5 for at least one major bridge component
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(i.e., fair) recommended for evaluation by the State Structure and Bridge
Engineer.
Recommended bridge projects are established based on the final priority ranking.
Exceptions for funding bridges out of priority order may be granted based on a
request from the District Engineer submitted to the State Structure and Bridge
Engineer and approved by the Chief Engineer.
Acceptable justifications for exceptions include instances where practicality,
conflicting construction, contracting procurement considerations, or coordination
with other highway work necessitate deviating from the established priority
ranking.

d. Locality-owned bridges
i. Localities shall submit Work Notification Forms for all bridges with a general
condition rating of 4 or less for at least one major bridge component (i.e., poor).
Additionally, localities may submit Work Notification Forms for any bridge with a
general condition rating of 5 for at least one major bridge component (i.e., fair) that
they request to be included in the prioritized list.

ii.

ii.
1v.

If a locality does not want to pursue corrective action on a particular bridge with a
general condition rating of 4 or less, it must provide written justification and the
next locality-owned bridge within the highway construction district on the priority
list is recommended to receive the State of Good Repair funding.

Recommended bridge projects are established based on the final priority ranking.
Acceptable justifications for funding bridges out of priority order include instances
where practicality, conflicting construction, contracting procurement
considerations, or coordination with other highway work necessitate deviating from
the established priority ranking.

Costs associated with additional scope elements beyond the recommended repair
are the responsibility of the locality.

4. Prioritization of State of Good Repair Pavement Needs
a. The Pavement Management System takes the pavement condition data and applies an
optimization process that considers factors such as available funds, performance targets,
and benefit cost ratio of treatments to prepare a section by section priority list and
appropriate maintenance treatment that takes into account pavement distresses, structural
and subgrade strength, traffic volume, and maintenance history.
b. VDOT Pavements

1.

Recommended paving projects are created based on the number of lane miles of
deficient pavement that qualify for State of Good Repair funding and prioritized
using the following criteria:

Criteria Description

Road System Interstate Systems has the higher priority
over the Primary System

Use or Traffic Count Amount of traffic the lane miles carry; also
considers the number of heavy trucks and
buses

Condition Severity of distress of the pavement based

on the standard pavement rating system

Potential for Immediate or Impact caused if the lanes miles are not
Near-term Further Degradation repaired or treated immediately
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Recommended VDOT paving projects for State of Good Repair funding in each
district are recommended from the district’s prioritized list in order.

Exceptions for funding paving projects out of priority order may be granted based
on a request from the District Engineer submitted to the State Maintenance
Engineer and approved by the Chief Engineer in coordination with the Chief of
Maintenance and Operations.

Acceptable justifications for exceptions include instances where practicality,
conflicting construction, or coordination with other highway work necessitate
deviating from the established prioritization.

c. Locality Pavements

1.

il

Localities submit applications in the SMART Portal for recommended pavement
overlay, rehabilitation, or construction projects.

Projects are prioritized for funding based on a technical score that considers the
following criteria:

Criteria Description

Pavement Condition Critical Condition Index (CCI) < 60
Traffic Volume AADT

NHS Designation Yes/No

Past Expenditures on Current level of pavement maintenance
Pavement by the Locality expenditures in the locality

1ii.

1v.

vi.

Vil.

Recommended municipality-maintained primary extension projects for State of
Good Repair funding in each district are taken from the district’s prioritized list in
order.

The maximum request under the program is $1,500,000 per locality, per fiscal year,
regardless of the number of eligible routes in the locality. This maximum may be
increased in a district in the event the amount of funding available for distribution
in that district in a fiscal year exceeds the possible allocation amount based on the
number of eligible localities in that district.

Exceptions may be granted if the project is the next highest scoring project within
the district and the request does not exceed the $1,500,000 limit, or applicable limit
based on item 4.c.iv, for the locality for the fiscal year.

All projects funded under this program must be advertised within 12 months of
allocation. Projects that receive funding and do not meet this criterion may be
subject to deallocation by the Board.

As part of the application process, localities must provide certification that the
funding allocated will supplement, not replace, the current level of effort on the
part of the locality.

Neither the scope nor the budget of a project may be substantially modified in such a manner that the
proposed improvements do not accomplish the same benefits as the original scope. Efforts must be made
to review a project scope for opportunities to modify or reduce scope to bring the cost back in line with
the original budget while ensuring that the improvement extends the useful life of the asset.



In cases where programmed funds are no longer needed for delivery of a project due to estimate
decreases, contract award savings, schedule changes, etc., the unexpended surplus funds are State of
Good Repair funds unless superseded by the terms of a signed project agreement.
a. Surplus State of Good Repair funds no longer needed for delivery of a project will remain
within the applicable Construction District and may not be used in other districts.
b. Surplus State of Good Repair funds no longer needed for delivery of a project will remain
within the applicable asset type (i.e., Bridge or Paving).
¢. Such surplus funds will be reserved to address budget adjustments on existing State of
Good Repair projects or reserved for allocation in the next solicitation cycle for State of
Good Repair.



CTB Decision Brief

Approval of the State of Good Repair Prioritization Process

Issue: The State of Good Repair (SGR) Prioritization Process was last adopted by the Board on
February 21, 2021. Chapter 415 of the 2024 Acts of the Assembly revised (Chapter 415) Va.
Code § 33.2-369 to expand the eligibility for State of Good Repair funds from only bridges
defined as structurally deficient to bridges with a general condition rating of no more than five
for at least one major bridge component. Chapter 415 Va. Code § 33.2-369 expands the
eligibility for State of Good Repair funds from reconstruction and rehabilitation of eligible
bridges to also include other improvements anticipated to extend the useful life of a bridge by at
least 10 years. Revisions to the State of Good Repair Prioritization Process are necessary to
render the process consistent with Va. Code § 33.2-369 as amended by Chapter 415 and to
address other issues.

Facts: Va. Code § 33.2-369 prescribes that the Commonwealth Transportation Board (the
Board) shall use funds allocated in § 33.2-358 for state of good repair purposes for (i)
reconstruction, replacement, and other improvements anticipated to extend the useful life by at
least 10 years of state and locally-owned bridges with a general condition rating of no more than
five for at least one major bridge component and (ii) reconstruction and rehabilitation of
deteriorated pavement on the Interstate System and Primary State Highway System, including
municipality-maintained primary extensions.

Va. Code § 33.2-369 (B) also requires that the State of Good Repair funds be allocated by the
Board to projects in all nine construction districts based on a priority ranking system that takes
into consideration (a) the number, condition, and costs of bridges with a general condition rating
of no more than five for at least one major bridge component and (b) the mileage, condition, and
costs to replace deteriorated pavements, and further provides that the Board shall ensure an
equitable needs-based distribution of funding among the highway construction districts, with no
district receiving more than 17.5 percent or less than 5.5 percent of the total funding allocated in
any given year.

The Revised State of Good Repair Prioritization Process increases the number of eligible bridges
by ten-fold and aligns the SGR Program with VDOT’s preservation-focused bridge management
approach as permitted by the revised Code language.

The Board’s current prioritization process for SGR local paving includes a cap of $1.5M per year
per locality. Available funding could exceed the total amount of possible allocations and has for
several years in the Hampton Roads District. The Revised State of Good Repair Prioritization
Process includes a revision to allow an increase in the cap per locality if the amount of funding
available for distribution in that district in a fiscal year exceeds the amount possible to allocate.

Recommendations: VDOT recommends that the Board approve the Revised State of Good
Repair Prioritization Process.
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Action Required by CTB: The CTB will be presented with a resolution for a formal vote to
approve the Revised State of Good Repair Prioritization Process and to replace and supersede the
February 17, 2021 resolution titled “Approval of State of Good Repair Prioritization Process
Methodology and FY 2022 State of Good Repair Percentage Fund Distribution.”

Result, if Approved: If approved, the Revised State of Good Repair Prioritization Process will
replace and supersede the February 17, 2021 resolution titled “Approval of State of Good Repair
Prioritization Process Methodology and FY 2022 State of Good Repair Percentage Fund
Distribution.”

Options: Approve, Deny, or Defer.

Public Comments/Reactions: None
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Agenda item # 7
RESOLUTION
OF THE

COMMONWEALTH TRANSPORTATION BOARD

July 16, 2024

MOTION

Made By: Seconded By:

Action:

Title: FY2025-2030 Six-Year Improvement Program Transfers

May 18. 2024 through June 14, 2024

WHEREAS, Section 33.2-214(B) of the Code of Virginia requires the Commonwealth
Transportation Board (Board) to adopt by July 1% of each year a Six-Year Improvement Program
(Program) of anticipated projects and programs. After due consideration, the Board adopted a
Fiscal Years 2025-2030 Program on June 18, 2024; and

WHEREAS, the Board authorized the Commissioner, or his designee, to make transfers
of allocations programmed to projects in the Six-Year Improvement Program of projects and
programs for Fiscal Years 2025 through 2030 to release funds no longer needed for the delivery
of the projects and to provide additional allocations to support the delivery of eligible projects in
the Six-Year Improvement Program of projects and programs for Fiscal Years 2025 through
2030 consistent with Commonwealth Transportation Board priorities for programming funds,
federal/state eligibility requirements, and according to the following thresholds based on the

recipient project; and

Total Cost Estimate

Threshold

<$5 million

up to a 20% increase in total allocations

$5 million to $10 million

up to a $1 million increase in total allocations

>$10 million

up to a 10% increase in total allocations up to a
maximum of $5 million increase in total allocations
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WHEREAS, the Board directed that (a) the Commissioner shall notify the Board on a
monthly basis should such transfers or allocations be made; and (b) the Commissioner shall bring
requests for transfers of allocations exceeding the established thresholds to the Board on a
monthly basis for its approval prior to taking any action to record or award such action; and

WHEREAS, the Board is being presented a list of the transfers exceeding the established
thresholds attached to this resolution and agrees that the transfers are appropriate.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Commonwealth Transportation
Board, that the attached list of transfer requests exceeding the established thresholds is approved
and the specified funds shall be transferred to the recipient project(s) as set forth in the attached
list to meet the Board’s statutory requirements and policy goals.

HHHE
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FY2025-2030 Six-Year Improvement Program Transfers
May 18, 2024 through June 14, 2024

Issue: Each year the Commonwealth Transportation Board (CTB) must adopt a Six-Year
Improvement Program (Program) in accordance with statutes and federal regulations.
Throughout the year, it may become necessary to transfer funds between projects to have
allocations available to continue and/or initiate projects and programs adopted in the Program.

Facts: On June 18, 2024, the CTB granted authority to the Commissioner of Highways
(Commissioner), or his designee, to make transfers of allocations programmed to projects in the
approved Six-Year Improvement Program of projects and programs for Fiscal Years 2025
through 2030 (the Program) to release funds no longer needed for the delivery of the projects and
to provide additional allocations to support the delivery of eligible projects in the Program
consistent with Commonwealth Transportation Board priorities for programming funds,
federal/state eligibility requirements, and according to the following thresholds based on the
recipient project:

Total Cost Estimate Threshold
<85 million up to a 20% increase in total allocations
$5 million to $10 million | up to a §1 million increase in total allocations
>$10 million up to a 10% increase in total allocations up to a
maximum of $5 million increase in total allocations

In addition, the CTB resolved that the Commissioner should bring requests for transfers of
allocations exceeding the established thresholds to the CTB on a monthly basis for its approval
prior to taking any action to record or award such action.

The CTB will be presented with a resolution for formal vote to approve the transfer of funds
exceeding the established thresholds. The list of transfers from May 18, 2024 through June 14,
2024 is attached.

Recommendations: VDOT recommends the approval of the transfers exceeding the established
thresholds from donor projects to projects that meet the CTB’s statutory requirements and policy
goals.

Action Required by CTB: The CTB will be presented with a resolution for a formal vote to
adopt changes to the Program that include transfers of allocated funds exceeding the established
thresholds from donor projects to projects that meet the CTB’s statutory requirements and policy
goals.

Result, if Approved: If approved, the funds will be transferred from the donor projects to
projects that meet the CTB’s statutory requirements and policy goals.

Options: Approve, Deny, or Defer.



Decision Brief

FY2025-2030 Six-Year Improvement Program Transfers for May 18, 2024 through June 14,
2024

July 16, 2024

Page 2 of 2

Public Comments/Reactions: None



Six-Year Improvement Program Allocation Transfer Threshold Report

Transfers Requiring Approval

Row| Donor District Donor Description Donor Recipient District Recipient Description Recipient Fund Source Transfer Total Total Estimate| Transfer Comments
UPC UPC Amount Allocation Percent
1 Fredericksburg |FREDERICKSBURG DISTRICT 70712 |Fredericksburg #HB2.FY17 VIRGINIA CENTRAL [ 109574 [CMAQ : Fredericksburg (CFSMAO), $162,966 $635,000 $443,200 34.5% Transfer of surplus funds recommended by
CMAQ BALANCE ENTRY RAILWAY TRAIL BRIDGE CMAQ Match : Fredericksburg District and MPO from the District CMAQ
(CS5MA1) Balance Entry line item to fund an
underway project.
2 Fredericksburg |FREDERICKSBURG DISTRICT 70712, |Fredericksburg #SMART20 ROUTE 3 STARS 115124 [CMAQ : Fredericksburg (CFSMAO), $1,639,855 | $13,726,780 | $13,726,780 13.6% Transfer of surplus funds recommended by
CMAQ BALANCE ENTRY, 115614 AND 1-95 OFF-RAMP CMAQ Match : Fredericksburg District and MPO from the District CMAQ
ROUTE 1 AND MARKET STREET IMPROVEMENTS (CS5MA1) Balance Entry line item and a completed
TURN LANE project to fund a scheduled project.
3 Fredericksburg |CARBON REDUCTION T27906 [Fredericksburg BANKSIDE TRAIL - PHASE 1 120974 |Carbon Fredericksburg Allocation- $98,690 $136,154 $2,266,980 >100% Transfer of surplus funds recommended by
PROGRAM BALANCE ENTRY - Federal (CFRMAQ), Carbon District and MPO from the District Carbon
FREDERICKSBURG Fredericksburg Allocation-Soft Program Balance Entry line item to a
Match (CFRMA1) scheduled project.
4 Statewide STATEWIDE HIGHWAY SAFETY 70700 |Hampton Roads Warwick Blvd/Harpersville 108794 |HSIP - Bike & Pedestrian (CNF053), $711,219 $1,496,348 $1,496,348 90.6% Transfer of surplus funds recommended by
BALANCE ENTRY Road Intersection HSIP - State Match (CNS251) District and Traffic Operations Division
Improvements from the Statewide Safety Balance Entry
line item to a scheduled project.
5 Statewide STATEWIDE SYIP UPDATE T1179 ([Lynchburg #BF - LYNCHBURG YEAR 3 123846 |Bridge Formula Allocation-Federal $694,324 $3,119,824 $3,119,824 28.6% Transfer of surplus funds recommended by
BALANCE ENTRY RESTORATIVE BRIDGE MN (CFB700), Bridge Formula Allocation- District and Structure and Bridge Division
(RIGID OVERLAY) Soft Match (CFB701) from the Statewide SYIP Balance Entry line
item to a scheduled project.
6 | Northern Virginia |#SGR23 LOCAL PAVING - E 121552 |Northern Virginia |#SGR23 LOCAL PAVING - 121553 |SGR - State (SS0100) $65,453 $235,850 $235,850 38.4% Transfer of surplus funds recommended by
MARKET STREET MILL AND LEESBURG BYPASS RTE 15 District and Local Assistance Division from
OVERLAY MILL & OVERLAY an underway project to fund an underway
project.
7 District-wide FOREST HIGHWAY BALANCE 73245 (Salem WESTLAKE MULTIUSE TRAIL 112706 |Federal Lands Access Program $625,000 $2,540,787 $1,840,030 32.6% Transfer of surplus funds recommended by
ENTRY (CF7110), Local Project District and Local Assistance Division from
Contributions - Access (NOP023) the Statewide Forest Highway Balance
Entry line item to a scheduled project.
8 Statewide REGIONAL TRAILS BALANCE T25575 |Salem CRAIG BOTETOURT SCENIC T28761 [Transportation Initiatives: Tl - $6,000,000 | $19,500,000 | $49,000,000 44.4% Transfer of surplus funds recommended by
ENTRY TRAIL Regional Trails Project: General Fund District and State Trails Office from the
State (CSTGO7) Regional Trails Balance Entry line item to
fund a scheduled project.

5/18/24 - 6/14/24




Six-Year Improvement Program Allocation Transfer Threshold Report
Transfers Not Requiring Approval

IMPROVEMENT PLAN SYIP
BALANCE ENTRY

INTERSTATE 64

Row| Donor District Donor Description Donor UPC| Recipient District Recipient Description Recipient Fund Source Transfer Total Total Estimate| Transfer Comments
uPC Amount Allocation Percent
A Fredericksburg [FREDERICKSBURG DISTRICT 70712  |Fredericksburg GW Ride Connect / TDM 103685 |CMAQ : Fredericksburg (CF5MADO), $853 $933,581 $933,581 0.1% Transfer of surplus funds recommended by
CMAQ BALANCE ENTRY Assistance CMAQ Match : Fredericksburg the District and MPO from the District
(CS5MA1) CMAAQ Balance Entry line item to fund a
completed project.
B Fredericksburg [FREDERICKSBURG DISTRICT 70713 |Fredericksburg #SMART20 - ROUTE 1/ENON 105722 |RSTP : Fredericksburg (CF2MAOQ), $350,289 | $13,297,147 | $25,041,923 2.7% Transfer of surplus funds recommended by
REGIONAL STP (RSTP) ROAD INTERSECTION AND RSTP Match : Fredericksburg the District and MPO from the District RSTP
BALANCE ENTRY ROADWAY IMP (CS2MA1) Balance Entry line item to a scheduled
project.
C Fredericksburg [CARBON REDUCTION T27906 |Fredericksburg STAFFORDBORO BOULEVARD 117937 |Carbon Fredericksburg Allocation- $269,426 $1,871,453 $1,849,944 16.8% Transfer of surplus funds recommended by
PROGRAM BALANCE ENTRY - SIDEWALK Federal (CFRMAO), Carbon District and MPO from the District Carbon
FREDERICKSBURG Fredericksburg Allocation-Soft Match Program Balance Entry line item to a
(CFRMA1) scheduled project.
D Fredericksburg [FREDERICKSBURG DISTRICT 70712  |Fredericksburg #SMART24 - RTE 1 AND EXIT 121802 |CMAQ : Fredericksburg (CF5SMADO), $58,925 | $15,623,599 | $15,623,599 0.4% Transfer of surplus funds recommended by
CMAQ BALANCE ENTRY 126 SB IMPROVEMENTS CMAQ Match : Fredericksburg District and MPO from the District CMAQ
(CS5MA1) Balance Entry line item to an underway
project.
E Fredericksburg [FREDERICKSBURG DISTRICT 70712  |Fredericksburg GW Ride Connect/TDM 122525 |CMAQ : Fredericksburg (CF5SMADO), $4,514 $224,147 $282,087 2.1% Transfer of surplus funds recommended by
CMAQ BALANCE ENTRY Assistance CMAQ Match : Fredericksburg District and MPO from the District CMAQ
(CS5MA1) Balance Entry line item to a scheduled
project.
F Statewide INTERSTATE CORRIDOR 115762 |Richmond #|64CIP INSTALL ATMS - 119760 |I-64 Corridor Funds - State (CS9164) $900,241 $7,230,241 $6,330,000 14.2% Transfer of surplus funds recommended by

District from the Statewide Interstate
Corridor Improvement Program Balance
Entry line item to fund an underway
project.

5/18/24 - 6/14/24
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W. Sheppard Miller, I1I 1401 East Broad Street (804) 482-5818
Chairperson Richmond, Virginia 23219 Fax: (804) 786-2940

Agenda item # 8

RESOLUTION
OF THE
COMMONWEALTH TRANSPORTATION BOARD
July 16, , 2024
MOTION

Made By: Seconded By:

Action:

Title: Addition of Projects to the Six-Year Improvement Program for
Fiscal Years 2025-2030

WHEREAS, Section 33.2-214(B) of the Code of Virginia requires the Commonwealth
Transportation Board (Board) to adopt by July 1% of each year a Six-Year Improvement Program
(Program) of anticipated projects and programs and that the Program shall be based on the most
recent official revenue forecasts and a debt management policy; and

WHEREAS, after due consideration the Board adopted a 2025-2030 Program on June
18, 2024; and

WHEREAS, the Board is required by § 33.2-214(B) and 33.2-221(C) of the Code of
Virginia to administer and allocate funds in the Commonwealth Transportation Fund and the
Transportation Trust Fund, respectively; and

WHEREAS, § 33.2-214(B) of the Code of Virginia provides that the Board is to
coordinate the planning for financing of transportation needs, including needs for highways,
railways, seaports, airports, and public transportation and is to allocate funds for these needs
pursuant to §§ 33.2-358 and Chapter 15 of Title 33.2 (33.2-1500 et seq.) of the Code of Virginia,
by adopting a Program; and
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WHEREAS, § 33.2-1526 and 33.2-1526.1 authorize allocations to local governing
bodies, transportation district commissions, or public service corporations for, among other
things, capital project costs for public transportation and ridesharing equipment, facilities, and
associated costs; and

WHEREAS, the Board recognizes that the projects are appropriate for the efficient
movement of people and freight and, therefore, for the common good of the Commonwealth.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Commonwealth Transportation
Board, that the projects shown in the Appendix are added to the Six-Year Improvement Program
of projects and programs for Fiscal Years 2025 through 2030 and are approved.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, by the Commonwealth Transportation Board that the
Commissioner of Highways and the Director of the Department of Rail and Public
Transportation are authorized to enter into agreements for respective programmed projects for
Fiscal Year 2025 and prior within the Six-Year Improvement Program satisfactory to the
Commissioner and the Director, to the extent otherwise consistent with authorities set forth in the
Code of Virginia.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, by the Commonwealth Transportation Board that the
Commissioner of Highways and the Director of the Department of Rail and Public
Transportation or their designees, in order to effectively maximize the use of federal
transportation funds, are hereby delegated the authority to enter into federal grant agreements
with federal entities that fund, in whole or in part, respective programmed projects.

HiHHH#



CTB Decision Brief

Addition of Projects to the Six-Year Improvement Program for Fiscal Years 2025 — 2030

Issue: Each year the Commonwealth Transportation Board (CTB) must adopt a Six-Year
Improvement Program (Program) and allocations in accordance with the statutory formula.

Facts: The CTB must adopt a Program of anticipated projects and programs by July 1* of each
year in accordance with § 33.2-214(B) of the Code of Virginia. On June 18, 2024, after due
consideration, the CTB adopted FY 2025-2030 Program.

Recommendations: The Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) recommends the
addition of the projects in Appendix A to the Program for FY 2025-2030.

Action Required by CTB: The CTB will be presented with a resolution for a formal vote to
add the projects listed in Appendix A to the Program for FY 2025-2030 to meet the CTB’s
statutory requirements.

Result, if Approved: If the resolution is approved, the projects listed in Appendix A will be
added to the Program for FY 2025-2030. In addition, the resolution will authorize the
Commissioner of Highways and the Director of the Department of Rail and Public
Transportation to enter into agreements for respective programmed projects for Fiscal Year 2024
and prior within the Six-Year Improvement Program satisfactory to the Commissioner and the
Director, to the extent otherwise consistent with authorities set forth in the Code of Virginia. The
resolution also authorizes the Commissioner of Highways and the Director of the Department of
Rail and Public Transportation or their designees, in order to effectively maximize the use of
federal transportation funds, to enter into federal grant agreements with federal entities that fund,
in whole or in part, respective programmed projects.

Options: Approve, Deny, or Defer.

Public Comments/Reactions: None



Appendix A

Amendments to the FY2025-2030 SYIP

Row UPC District Jurisdiction | Route Project Description Total Cost Total Balance Major Fund Fully
Allocation Source Funded
126035 Culpeper Albemarle 614 |NEW TRAILHEAD, RTE.614 $1,344,564 $ 1,344,564 $0| Federal Lands Yes
County ROADWAY & PARKING Access Program
IMPROVEMENTS
125974 Hampton Virginia 60 |Pacific Ave. at 17th St. and 22nd $27,328,805 $27,328,805 $0 Carbon Yes
Beach City St. Improvements Reduction
Program
125975 Hampton Norfolk City 165 |[Signal System Upgrade for Incident $3,000,000 $3,000,000 $0 Carbon Yes
Management Reduction
Program
T29791 Hampton Chesapeake | 190 |#SGR25LP 1312578 GREAT $306,887 $306,887 $0 SGR Local Yes
City BRIDGE BLVD Paving
T29794 Hampton Chesapeake | 190 |#SGR25LP 1312579 GREAT $338,823 $338,823 $0 SGR Local Yes
City BRIDGE BLVD Paving
T29800 Hampton Chesapeake | 407 [#SGR25LP 131 2624 INDIAN $501,626 $501,626 $0 SGR Local Yes
City RIVER RD Paving
T29802 Hampton Chesapeake | 407 [#SGR25LP 131 2625 INDIAN $350,626 $350,626 $0 SGR Local Yes
City RIVER RD Paving
T29806 Hampton Chesapeake | 407 |#SGR25LP 131 2626 INDIAN $501,626 $501,626 $0 SGR Local Yes
City RIVER RD Paving
T29811 Hampton Hampton City| 351 [#SGR25LP 114 663 PEMBROKE $547,735 $547,735 $0 SGR Local Yes
AVE Paving
T29814 Hampton Hampton City| 351 [#SGR25LP 114 664 PEMBROKE $582,557 $582,557 $0 SGR Local Yes
AVE Paving
T29820 Hampton Hampton City| 351 [#SGR25LP 114 665 PEMBROKE $243,725 $243,725 $0 SGR Local Yes
AVE Paving
T29816 Hampton Hampton City| 351 [#SGR25LP 114 666 PEMBROKE $227,252 $227,252 $0] SGR Local Yes
AVE Paving
T29795 Hampton Newport 60 [#SGR25LP 121 1301 WARWICK $2,110,000 $2,110,000 $0 SGR Local Yes
News City BOULEVARD Paving; Accounts
Receivable -
Local
T29792 Hampton Newport 143 |#SGR25LP 121 1131 28TH ST $493,000 $493,000 $0 SGR Local Yes
News City Paving
T29797 Hampton Norfolk City | 247 |[#SGR25LP 122 1470 26TH $1,087,502 $1,087,502 $0 SGR Local Yes
STREET Paving
T29801 Hampton Norfolk City | 247 |[#SGR25LP 122 1480 27TH $740,277 $740,277 $0 SGR Local Yes
STREET Paving
T29804 Hampton Norfolk City | 247 [#SGR25LP 122 1481 27TH $172,221 $172,221 $0 SGR Local Yes
STREET Paving
T29807 Hampton Suffolk City 13  |[#SGR25LP 133 2954 CAROLINA $402,997 $402,997 $0 SGR Local Yes
ROAD Paving
T29809 Hampton Suffolk City 13  |[#SGR25LP 133 2939 CAROLINA $466,314 $466,314 $0 SGR Local Yes
ROAD Paving

July 2024
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Amendments to the FY2025-2030 SYIP

Row UPC District Jurisdiction | Route Project Description Total Cost Total Balance Major Fund Fully
Allocation Source Funded
T29812 Hampton Suffolk City 13 |#SGR25LP 133 2955 CAROLINA $380,267 $380,267 $0 SGR Local Yes
ROAD Paving
T29815 Hampton Suffolk City 13  |[#SGR25LP 133 2940 CAROLINA $171,851 $171,851 $0 SGR Local Yes
ROAD Paving
T29818 Hampton Suffolk City 13 |#SGR25LP 133 2870 CAROLINA $21,313 $21,313 $0 SGR Local Yes
ROAD Paving
T29810 Hampton Suffolk City 13  |#SGR25LP 133 2871 CAROLINA $53,635 $53,635 $0 SGR Local Yes
ROAD Paving
T29793 Hampton Suffolk City 13 [#SGR25LP 133 2960 CAROLINA $29,504 $29,504 $0 SGR Local Yes
ROAD Paving
T29796 Hampton Suffolk City 13  [#SGR25LP 133 2946 CAROLINA $29,504 $29,504 $0 SGR Local Yes
RD Paving
T29799 Hampton Suffolk City 58 |#SGR25LP 133 2993 QUAY RD $337,301 $337,301 $0 SGR Local Yes
Paving; Accounts
Receivable -
Local
T29803 Hampton Suffolk City 13 |#SGR25LP 133 2953 $125,645 $125,645 $0 SGR Local Yes
WHALEYVILLE BLVD Paving
T29808 Hampton Suffolk City 13 |#SGR25LP 133 2937 $121,315 $121,315 $0 SGR Local Yes
WHALEYVILLE BLVD Paving
T29813 Hampton Virginia 279 |#SGR25LP 134 3222 GREAT $759,940 $759,940 $0 SGR Local Yes
Beach City NECK RD Paving; Accounts
Receivable -
Local
T29817 Hampton Virginia 279 |#SGR25LP 134 3223 GREAT $404,745 $404,745 $0 SGR Local Yes
Beach City NECK RD Paving; Accounts
Receivable -
Local
T29819 Hampton Virginia 279 |#SGR25LP 134 3230 GREAT $716,682 $716,682 $0 SGR Local Yes
Beach City NECK RD Paving; Accounts
Receivable -
Local
T29805 Hampton Virginia 279 |#SGR25LP 134 3231 GREAT $355,335 $355,335 $0 SGR Local Yes
Beach City NECK ROAD Paving; Accounts
Receivable -
Local
T29798 Hampton Williamsburg 60 |#SGR25LP 137 3455 RICHMOND $2,087,498 $2,087,498 $0 SGR Local Yes
City ROAD Paving; Accounts
Receivable -
Local
Total $46,341,072] $46,341,072 $0

July 2024
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Agenda item # 9

RESOLUTION
OF THE
COMMONWEALTH TRANSPORTATION BOARD

July 16, 2024
MOTION
Made By: Seconded By: Action:

Title: Limited Access Control Changes (LACCSs) for the Widening of Route 28 (Centreville
Road) from 0.1 mile south of Compton Road (Route 665) to 0.2 mile south of Route 29
Fairfax County

WHEREAS, on October 4, 1956, the State Highway Commission, predecessor to the
Commonwealth Transportation Board (CTB), designated the Interstate Highway System,
including I-95, to be Limited Access Highways in accordance with then Article 3, Chapter 1, Title
33 of the 1950 Code of Virginia, as amended, and established the limited access line locations and
limits as “the final locations of said routes, including all necessary grade separations, interchanges,
ramps, etc.”; and

WHEREAS, on July 19, 1984, the State Highway Commission designated Route 28 from
Compton Road to Route 29 (Project 0028-029-106) as a Limited Access Highway, in accordance
with what is now § 33.2-401 of the Code of Virginia; and

WHEREAS, on June 17, 2020, the CTB revised the limited access line along Route 28
from Compton Road to Upperridge Drive to accommodate adjustments needed to reflect the
current location of intersecting public roadways, and to eliminate several breaks in the limited
access line to enhance traffic safety; and

WHEREAS, Fairfax County Department of Transportation (FCDOT) Project 2G40-100-
000; VDOT Project 0028-029-269, P101, R201, C501; UPC 108720 provides for the widening of
Route 28 from four lanes to six lanes to include curb and gutter, intersection improvements, and
construction of a shared use path along Route 28 (the “Project”); and
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WHEREAS, these improvements will impact the existing limited access control lines, as
shown on the Limited Access Line Exhibits and the Limited Access Control Point Stations and
Offsets Table (attached); and

WHEREAS, a Design Public Hearing (“Hearing”) was held for the Project, including the
current and proposed locations of the limited access lines, on September 23, 2019, between 6:30
pm and 9:00 pm at Centreville Elementary School, 14330 Green Trails Blvd., Centreville, Virginia
20121, and allowed public input to be collected concerning the request; and

WHEREAS, proper notice of the Hearing was given in advance, and all those present were
given a full opportunity to express their opinions and recommendations for or against the proposed
Project as presented, their statements being duly recorded; and

WHEREAS, the economic, social, and environmental effects of the proposed Project have
been duly examined and given proper consideration and this evidence, along with all other relevant
evidence, has been carefully reviewed; and

WHEREAS, VDOT’s Northern Virginia District reviewed and approved the traffic
analysis report completed in July 2019 and found that it adequately addresses the impacts from the
Project and the proposed LACCs; and

WHEREAS, the proposed Project is in compliance with National Environmental Policy
Act requirements, and on October 30, 2019, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) found
that the information in the final Categorical Exclusion was “acceptable and sufficient as supporting
documentation to support the original Categorical Exclusion Determination” and that the proposed
LACCs will have no effect on the environmental analysis as the Project maintains all existing
intersections and driveways and does not propose any new ones; and

WHEREAS, the proposed Project is in a non-attainment area for ozone, and the Project
was properly programmed in the Northern Virginia Transportation Authority TransAction 2040
plan and FY 2017-2022 Transportation Improvement Program, and the Project will not have an
adverse impact on air quality; and

WHEREAS, the proposed Project is in the County of Fairfax and is supported by letter
from the Acting Director of the Department of Transportation dated April 30, 2024, indicating the
County Board of Supervisors’ endorsement of the Project and the proposed LACC; and

WHEREAS, the Chief Engineer has determined that the proposed change will not
adversely affect the safety or operation of the highways; and

WHEREAS, VDOT has reviewed the requested LACCs and determined that all are in
compliance with § 33.2-401 of the Code of Virginia and the requirements of 24 VAC 30-401-20
have been met; and
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WHEREAS, VDOT recommends approval of the LACCs as shown on the attached
exhibits.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, in accordance with §33.2-401 of the Code
of Virginia and 24 VAC 30-401-10 et seq., that the CTB hereby finds and concurs in the
determinations and recommendations of VDOT made herein, and directs that the Route 28 corridor
between Compton Road and Route 29 continue to be designated as a limited access control area,
with the boundaries of limited access control being modified from the current locations as shown
on the attached exhibits.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Commissioner of Highways is authorized to take all
actions and execute any and all documents necessary to implement the LACCs described herein.

HiHHH



Commonwealth Transportation Board (CTB) Decision Brief

Limited Access Control Changes (LACCs) for the Widening of
Route 28 (Centreville Road) from
0.1 mile south of Compton Road (Route 665) to 0.2 mile south of Route 29
Fairfax County

Issue: The area designated as limited access previously approved for Route 28 (Centreville
Road), between the Prince William County/Fairfax County line and Route 29, needs to be
modified to accommodate the widening of Route 28, shift the limited access line to coincide with
the new right-of-way line, and provide a break in the limited access line to allow connection of
an existing pedestrian walkway to the Project’s new shared use path. These changes require the
approval of the Commonwealth Transportation Board ("CTB") pursuant to §33.2-401 of the
Code of Virginia, and 24 VAC 30-401-19 et seq.

Facts:

On October 4, 1956, the State Highway Commission, predecessor to the CTB, designated the
Interstate Highway System, including 1-95, to be Limited Access Highways in accordance
with then Article 3, Chapter 1, Title 33 of the 1950 Code of Virginia, as amended, and
established the limited access line locations and limits as "the final locations of said routes,
including all necessary grade separations, interchanges, ramps, etc.”

On July 19, 1984, the State Highway Commission, designated Route 28 from Compton Road
to Route 29 (Project 0028-029-106) as a limited access highway and noted that access points
along this limited access facility would be established after completion of a joint study by
officials from Fairfax County and the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT).

On June 17, 2020, the CTB revised the limited access line along Route 28 from Compton Road
to Upperridge Drive. This LACC incorporated changes in the right-of-way anticipated as part
of the Fairfax County Department of Transportation (FCDOT) project to widen Route 28 from
the Prince William County/ Fairfax County line to Route 29 (Project 0028-029-269).

FCDOT Project 2G40-100-000, VDOT Project 0028-029-269, P101, R201, C501; UPC
108720 provides for the widening of Route 28 from four lanes to six lanes, and includes curb
and gutter, intersection improvements, and construction of a shared-use path along both sides
of Route 28 (the "Project"). These improvements will impact the existing limited access control
lines, as shown on the Limited Access Line Exhibits and the Limited Access Control Point
Stations and Offsets Table (attached). The Project will maintain all existing intersections and
driveway accesses to Route 28 and will not add any new intersections or driveway accesses.
The LACC will add one new pedestrian access where an existing sidewalk connects to the new
shared use path.

A Design Public Hearing was held on September 23, 2019, from 6:30 p.m. to 9:00 p.m. at
Centreville Elementary School in Fairfax County, Virginia.
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Fairfax County

July 16, 2024
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Proper notice of the Public Hearing was given in advance, and all those present were given a
full opportunity to express their opinions and recommendations for or against the proposed
Project as presented; their statements being duly recorded in emails and comment sheets. No
changes were made to the concept plans based on public comments.

At its February 11, 2020, meeting, the Fairfax County Board of Supervisors endorsed the
Project and the proposed LACC as presented at the Design Public Hearing. This is noted in a
letter dated April 30, 2024, from the Acting Director of FCDOT.

The economic, social, and environmental effects of the proposed Project have been duly
examined and given proper consideration, and this evidence, along with all other relevant
evidence, has been carefully reviewed.

VDOT’s Northern Virginia District has reviewed and approved the traffic analysis report for
the Route 28 widening completed in July 2019 and found that it adequately addresses the
impacts from the Project.

The proposed Project is in compliance with National Environmental Policy Act requirements.
On October 30, 2019, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) found the information in
the final Categorical Exclusion was “acceptable and sufficient as supporting documentation to
support the original Categorical Exclusion Determination.”

The proposed Project is located within a non-attainment area for ozone. The Project was
properly programmed in the Northern Virginia Transportation Authority TransAction 2040
plan and the FY 2017-2022 Transportation Improvement Program, and the Project will not
have an adverse impact on air quality.

VDOT’s Chief Engineer has determined that the proposed changes will not adversely affect
the safety or operation of the highways.

VDOT has reviewed the requested LACCs and determined that all are in compliance with
§33.2-401 of the Code of Virginia and with the policies and requirements of the CTB contained
in 24 VAC 30-401-10 et seq.

Recommendations: It is recommended, pursuant to § 33.2-401 of the Code of Virginia, and 24
VAC 30-401-10 ef seq., that the Route 28 corridor in Fairfax County continue to be designated as
a limited access highway with the LACCs modified and/or established as shown on the attached
exhibits. This action will modify the limited access line and right-of-way previously approved by
the CTB on June 17, 2020.

Action Required by CTB: The Code of Virginia § 33.2-401 and 24 VAC 30-401-10 et seq.
require a majority vote of the CTB to approve the recommended LACCs. The CTB will be
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presented with a resolution for a formal vote to approve the LACCs for the proposed Project and
to provide the Commissioner of Highways the requisite authority to execute all documents
necessary to implement the described LACCs.

Result, if Approved: The Commissioner of Highways will be authorized to execute any
and all documents needed to implement the described LACCs, and the Route 28 Centreville
Road Project will move forward.

Options: Approve, Deny, or Defer

Public Comments/ Reaction: Approximately forty-five (45) citizens attended the Design Public
Hearing per the sign in sheets. One (1) comment card was received at the hearing, three (3) were
emailed, and one (1) was received from a phone call. The remaining comments were verbal
questions/comments recorded at the Public Hearing. None of the comments opposed the Project
or questioned the findings in the Categorical Exclusion and supporting documents.
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COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Stephen C. Brich, P.E. 1401 East Broad Street (804) 786-2701
Commissioner Richmond, Virginia 23219 Fax: (804) 786-2940
July 1, 2024

The Honorable W. Sheppard Miller, 111
The Honorable E. Scott Kasprowicz
The Honorable Greg Yates

The Honorable Mary Hughes Hynes
The Honorable Raymond D. Smoot, Jr.
The Honorable Mark H. Merrill

The Honorable Frederick T. Stant, III
The Honorable Tom Fowlkes

The Honorable Burwell Wayne Coleman
The Honorable H. Randolph Laird

The Honorable Thomas Moore Lawson
The Honorable Darrell R. Byers

The Honorable Laura A. Sellers

The Honorable Joel “Rex” Davis

The Honorable Linda Green

The Honorable Stephen C. Brich, P. E.
The Honorable Zach Trogdon

Subject: Approval of Limited Access Control Changes (LACCs) for Route 28 (Centreville Road)
Widening from South of Compton Road (Route 665) to South of Route 29 (Lee Highway) in Fairfax
County.

Dear Commonwealth Transportation Board Members:

The Department has initiated the above request for LACCs for your consideration. The proposed LACCs
on Fairfax County Department of Transportation Project 2G40-100-000; State Highway Project 0028-
029-269,P101, R201, C501 have been determined as a necessary design feature and recommended for
approval by the Department’s staff.

I have reviewed the staff’s recommendations and determined that approving these LACC’s will not
adversely affect the safety or operations of the affected highway network. I have determined that this
request should be considered by the Board.

Sincerely,

Part Tlrashur

Barton A. Thrasher, P.E.
Chief Engineer

VirginiaDOT.org
WE KEEP VIRGINIA MOVING
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ABOTEFF

# Dewberry

E283-4F
5/24/2024
1:37:25 AU

dI08720-LA Summary Sheet.dgn

Plotted By:cJemings

LIMTED ACCESS HIGHWAY

By Resolution of Commonwedith Transportation Board

dated: 6-17-2020

PROJECT DESIGN MANAGER: Mr. Mark Brewer,
SURVEYED BY: Quantum Spatial - (703) 471-4510, 06/20
DESIGNED BY: Dewberry Engineers Inc.
SUBSURFACE UTLITY BY: SAM, LLC - (703) 361-6005, 07/20

- (703) 208-1757

PE (Dewberry) - (703) 849-0622

REVISED
STATE

STATE

ROUTE

PROJECT.

no)

VA | 28

0028-029-269
PiOI

DESIGN FEATURES RELATING TO CONSTRUCTION
OR TO REGULATION AND CONTROL OF TRAFFIC
MAY BE SUBJECT TO CHANGE AS DEEMED

NECESSARY BY THE DEPARTMENT

Proposed Limited Access Locations

Existing Limited Access Begin/End Locations

Begin Location

End Location

Begin Location

End Location

N: 69805411739

N: 698i0I7.7277

N: 698054117 39

N: 698i0i7.7277

132+13.05 | E: 1l7825154482 | I37+63.69 | E: 11782799.2243
OFF: 7094 LT OFF: 5945 LT
N: 6981960.081/ N: 6982085.0833
148-59.73 | E: //783359.1798 | 149:96.86 | E: 1/7834/16.8563
OFF: 4309 LT OFF: 55.32" LT
N: 6982116.3456 N: 6982257.9867
150+32.90 | E: /7834348063 | 15/+96.23 | E: 11783516.329
OFF: 55.32" LT OFF: 55.32" LT
N: 6982742.5190 N: 6982941.2317
157+56.42 | E: 1/783795.0702 | 1597847 | E: 1/783894.1976
OFF: 7545 LT OFF: 8484 LT
N: 69830141522 N: 69836447215
160-65.37 | E: //T8394/9135 | 1679545 | E: 1/7843/2.3593
OFF: 7832 LT OFF: 61.00
N: 6983666.5497 N: 6985157 8114
1682062 | E: 17843248924 | 1854423 | E: 11785189.2073
OF F: 61.00° OFF: 5400 LT
N: 6986850.5771 N: 6987081.5463
204:91.88 | E: JI786/52.500/ | 207+55.59| E: 11786279.8454
OFF: 61.50" LT OFF: 66.07"
N: 6987261.3698 N: 69873728949
2096586\ E: 11786388.9430 | 210:99.85 | E. iI786463.8046
OFF: 6100 OFF: 516/
N: 6988/65.8943 N: 6988236.2148
220¢15.85 | E: 1/786909.305/ | 220-92.41| E: 11786932.3889
OFF: 4941 LT OFF: 5357 LT
N: 6988376.828/ N: 69588466.8036
2224254\ E: )/71869656660 2233741 | E: 1I786978.4406

OFF: 6294 LT

OFF: 6965

132+/3.05 | E: 1I7825154482 | 137+63.69 | E: 11782799.2243
OFF: 7094 LT OFF: 5945 LT
N: 6981960.0811 N: 6982066.3446
148+59./'3 | E: 1I783359.798 | 149:93.01 | E: 1I783441.7687
OFF: 4309 LT OFF: 24.38" LT
N: 11783466.6653 N: 6982257.9867
150+43.0! | E£: 6982109.7055 | 15/+96.23 | E: 1I783516.329
OFF: 2438 LT OFF: 55.32" LT
N: 6982742.3190 N: 6952910.0167
1575642 | E: JI7T83795.0702 | 15954.96 | E: 1/783902.09/4
OFF: 7545 LT OFF: 6284 LT
N: 6983014.2/41 N: 6983639.7210
1607510 | E: /IT83961.9188 | 167+95.45 | E: 117843210682
OFF: 6084 LT 5095 LT
N: 6983661.5492 N: 6985157.8114
168:2062 | E: 1I784333.60/4 | 185+44.23 | E: 11785189.207 3
OFF: 50.96" LT OFF: 5400 LT
N: 6986850.5771 N: 69570888000
204-91.88 | E: 1I786152.5001 2077542 | E: 1I786307.0400
OFF: 6150 LT OFF: 460" LT
N: 6987240.3609 N: 6987 372.8949
209+4r.08 | E: 1786387822/ |2/0:99.85 | E: 11786463.8046
OFF: 515" LT OFF: 516/
N: 69878181400 N: 6987827.687
216+18.00 | E: 1I786728.9500 |2/6+29.00 | E: 69878276817
OFF: 43.37" LT OFF: 43.38 LT
N: 6958165.8943 N: 6988236.2148
220+15.85 | E: 1I786909.305/ |220:9241 | E: 1i786932.3889
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Public Notice: Design Public Hearing
Route 28 Widening (Fairfax County Line to Route 29)

Monday, September 23,2019 - 6:30 - 9 PM

Centreville Elementary School, 14330 Green Trails Blvd., Centreville

County of Fairfax, Virginia

Fairfax County, in cooperation with the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT), the
Northern Virginia Transportation Authority (NVTA) and the Federal Highway Administration,
is proposing to widen Route 28 (Centreville Road) from four to six lanes from the Prince
William County/Fairfax County Line at Bull Run to Route 29 in Centreville.

The hearing will include a formal presentation at 7:00 PM with proposed improvements
for the project and tentative construction schedule. Documentation for the National
Environmental Policy Act and National Historic Preservation Act (Section 106 and 36 CFR
Part 800), which includes information on the potential effects of the proposed project on
properties listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places, and
property impact information also will be available for review and comment at the hearing.

Information regarding the project and the environmental documentation also is available

on the project webpage and at the Fairfax County Department of Transportation (FCDOT),
4050 Legato Road, Suite 400, Fairfax, Virginia 22033. Please call 703-877-5673 or TTY 711 in
advance to schedule an appointment with the project manager.

Written or oral comments may be submitted at the hearing or in writing by Monday,
October 7, 2019. Written comments may be mailed to Jim Beall, Project Manager, at

the FCDOT address above; submitted via the project website, www.fairfaxcounty.gov/
transportation/projects/route28-widening; or via email to james.beall@fairfaxcounty.gov
(include “Route 28”in the subject line).

Federal Project Numbers: VDOT Project Numbers: FCDOT Project Numbers:
P101: NHPP-5A01(810) 0028-029-269, P101,R201, C501 Fund 40013: 2G40-136-000
R201: NHPP-5B01(078) VDOT UPC: 108720 Fund 40017: 2G40-100-000
C501: NHPP-5B01(079) Fund 50000: AA1400143-17

FCDOT

Serving Fairfax County
Since 1977

vDOT

Virginia Department of Transportation

Fairfax County Department of Transportation (FCDOT) ensures nondiscrimination in all programs and

activities in accordance with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Americans with Disabilities

Act (ADA). If you need more information or reasonable accommodations for persons with disabilities or
limited English proficiency, contact FCDOT at 703-877-5600, TTY 711. Please notify Fairfax County Department of
Transportation for any language translation or if an interpreter is required. Requests for assistance must be received
at least 7 business days in advance of the event.




DocuSign Envelope ID: ABO1EFF1-E2A3-4FD3-9217-43D6CDODEDSD

County of Fairfax, Virginia

/ To protect and enrich the quality of life for the people, neighborhoods and diverse communities of Fairfax County

March 12, 2020

Mr. Terry Yates, P.E.

Local Assistance Program Manager
Northern Virginia District

Virginia Department of Transportation
4975 Alliance Drive

Fairfax, Virginia 22030

Reference: Route 28 Widening Project, Bull Run to Route 29
Request for Design Public Hearing Approval

FCDOT Project 2G40-100-000

VDOT Project #: 0028-029-269, P101, R201, C501

Federal Project #:

P101: NHPP-5A01(810)

R201: NHPP-5B01(078)

C501: NHPP-5B01(078)

UPC: 108720

County: Fairfax County

Dear Mr. Yates:

Fairfax County Department of Transportation (FCDOT) respectfully requests VDOT Design
Public Hearing Approval for the referenced project.

In accordance with the statutes of the Commonwealth of Virginia and policies of the
Commonwealth Transportation Board, a Design Public Hearing was held for the above-
mentioned project on September 23, 2019, between 6:30 p.m. and 9:00 p.m. at the Centreville
Elementary School, 14330 Green Trails Boulevard, Centreville, VA 20121 located in Fairfax
County.

Route 28 (Centreville Road) serves residential and business destinations from Remington in
Fauquier County to Route 7 in Loudoun County, with direct connections to other major routes
including, Route 29, Route 234, 1-66, Route 50, Dulles International Airport and Route 267. The
corridor has experienced increased congestion for many years, particularly in Prince William
and Fairfax Counties south of 1-66. To address this congestion, FCDOT proposes widening
Route 28, from four to six lanes, from the existing bridge over Bull Run to the interchange at
Route 29, approximately 2.3 miles.

Fairfax County Department of Transportation
4050 Legato Road, Suite 400
ra vz (- CDOT
Phone: (703) 877-5600 TTY: 711 Serving Fairfax County

Fax: (703) 877-5723 - for 30 Years and More
www. fairfaxcounty.gov/fcdot
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Mr. Terry Yates
March 12, 2020
Page 2 of 4

The Project proposes to widen Route 28 (Centreville Road) from the existing four- lane divided
roadway to a six-lane divided roadway, with provisions to widen the roadway in the future to
eight lanes from Compton Road to Route 29. The concept (30% complete) drawings propose
that future widening shall be accomplished primarily in the median. Widening shall begin just
north of the Route 28 Bridge over Bull Run and the Prince William/Fairfax County line and
extend northward to a point just north of the Route 28/Upperridge Drive/Old Centreville Road
intersection. The project will also include intersection improvements including turn lane
additions and limited widening on the intersecting street approaches to Route 28, and
reconstruction of existing traffic signals. Storm water management for quality and quantity
control will be provided in accordance with Fairfax County, VDOT, and VDEQ criteria. Shared
use paths shall be provided on both sides of the roadway from just north of the Bull Run bridge
to the Route 28 intersection with Upperridge Drive/ Old Centreville Road. FCDOT proposes to
deliver this project under a Design Build contract.

1. Citizens were provided the following information at the September 23, 2019 Design
Public Hearing in the form of a project brochure (attached):

Project Description

Proposed Typical Sections
Completed Design Phase Tasks
Noise

Funding and Cost

Schedule

Land Acquisition

Construction

Future Widening Options
Travel Time Comparisons

CEER e AD O

2. The current average daily traffic (2016) on Route 28 in the project area is 59,700
vehicles per day. This is anticipated to increase to 69,900 vehicles per day by the
opening year of 2023, and 77,000 vehicles per day by the design year of 2040.

3. The construction of the project will not displace any families, businesses or non-
profit organizations.

4. The Route 28 (Centreville Road) Widening Project cost is estimated at a total of
$86,480,000. $4,650,000 is Preliminary Engineering; $5,720,000 is Right of Way
and Utilities; and $76,110,000 is Construction. From the total cost of the project,
22.7% is from Federal funds, 27.1% is from State funds and 50.2% is Fairfax
County funds.
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Mr. Terry Yates
March 12, 2020
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5. The tentative schedule for the Route 28 Widening project is:
a. Advertise Design- Build Request for Proposal September 23, 2019
b. Technical Proposal Submission Date March 6, 2020
¢. Notice of Intent to Award June 2020

6. Approximately forty-five (45) citizens attended the Design Public Hearing per the
sign in sheets. Twenty-three comments were received. One (1) comment card was
received at the hearing, three (3) comments were emailed, and one (1) comment was
received from a phone call. The remaining comments were verbal questions/
comments recorded at the public hearing. None of the comments opposed the
project.

7. The following is a summary of concerns and comments citizens at the Design Public
Hearing had on the project.

a. Issues:
i. Right of way
ii. Environmental
iii. Traffic
iv. Project Management
v. General Questions

b. Comments:
i. Effects of the project on adjacent properties
ii. Current traffic congestion and traffic impacts during construction
iii. Noise impacts and potential project noise walls
iv. Potential future road improvements and mass transit in the corridor
v. Project coordination between Fairfax and Prince William Counties
vi. General comments on project and design

c. Responses:
i. FCDOT staff responded to concerns and comments at the meeting or
by email. None of the concerns or comments required revisions to
the design plans or revisions to the NEPA document.

Based on the documentation provided, I recommend that the major design features of this
project be approved as proposed and presented at the public hearing or approved with the
following modifications being incorporated in the final design phase of the project:

e Six-foot curb abutted sidewalk has been revised to eight-foot curb abutted asphalt
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Mr. Terry Yates
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walkway (approximately 1,200 feet from Machen Road to Upperridge Drive)

We have previously provided for your use the public hearing compliance documents, public
hearing transcripts, environmental document, County Board of Supervisors Endorsement of
Design Plans, scoping documents, and a project location map.

We appreciate your support of this project. As always, please call if you have further questions
or comments.

Sincerely,

. Todd Minnix, P.E J

ief, Transportation Design Division
CDOT

cc: Rhoderick Undan, Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT)
Amir Salahshoor, Virginia Department of Transport