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This report was prepared by the Roanoke Valley-Alleghany Regional 
Commission (RVARC) on behalf of the Roanoke Valley Area Metropolitan 
Planning Organization (MPO) and in cooperation with the U.S. Department 
of Transportation (USDOT), the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), the 
Federal Transit Administration (FTA), the Virginia Department of Rail and 
Public Transportation (VDRPT) and the Virginia Department of 
Transportation (VDOT).  The contents of this report reflect the views of 
the staff of the Roanoke Valley Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO).  
The MPO staff is responsible for the facts and accuracy of the data 
presented herein.  The contents do not necessarily reflect the official 
views or policies of the FHWA, FTA, VDRPT, VDOT, or RVARC.  This report 
does not constitute a standard, specification, or regulation.  FHWA or 
VDOT acceptance of this report as evidence of fulfillment of the 
objectives of this planning study does not constitute 
endorsement/approval of the need for any recommended improvements nor 
does it constitute approval of their location and design or a commitment 
to fund any such improvements.  Additional project level environmental 
impact assessments and/or studies of alternatives may be necessary.

The Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) is the federally designated transportation policy 
board that approves the use of federal funds on surface transportation projects through the 
Constrained Long Range Transportation Plan and the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP).

The Long Range Transportation Plan (this 
document) is updated every 5 years and 
has at least a 20 year time horizon.  The 
long range plan constrains federal 
surface transportation funds to specific 
projects and categories.  Projects must 
start in the long range plan.

The Virginia Department of 
Transportation (VDOT) 6-Year 
Plan allocates highway funds 
according to state law and 
budgeting requirements.  The 
financial information is an 
input to the TIP.

The Transportation Improvement 
Program (TIP) obligates the 
federal funds first constrained in 
the long range plan over a 2 to 3 
year horizon.  The TIP is updated 
every 2 years. 

Relationship of the Long Range Plan to the 
MPO and other Transportation Documents.



Organization of the Long-Range Transportation Plan

The Long-Range Transportation Plan (2025) is organized into three major 
elements: 1) Guiding Principles, 2) Financially Constrained List of 
Transportation Projects and 3) Vision (Wish) List of Transportation Projects.

Guiding Principles

Contains the Vision 
Statement and the Goals 
and Objectives of the 
Long-Range Plan

Financially Constrained
List of Projects

Contains a list of surface transportation 
projects to be undertaken before 2025.  
This list is financially constrained to the 
projected revenue available in the future.

Vision List of Projects

Contains a list of surface 
transportation projects that 
could be undertaken 
before 2025 if additional 
revenues become 
available .  However, such 
additional revenue is not 
currently anticipated.

A small replica of these three shapes corresponding to the three major 
elements of the long-range transportation plan will be provided in the 
upper right hand corner of following pages.  Please refer to these visual 
cues and this diagram as often as necessary to aid in understanding.
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Guiding 
Principles

The RVAMPO 2025 Long Range Plan seeks to accomplish two essential goals at once.  
The first goal is to provide a guiding vision to transportation policy and investment 
decisions in the RVAMPO from the present until 2025.  This goal establishes the leadership 
related elements of the long range plan and attempts to chart a bold vision of goals and 
objectives to guide transportation policy and investment decisions in order to achieve a 
well balanced, safe and equitable transportation system.  The second essential goal is to 
provide a financially constrained list of projects expected to be complete by 2025.  This 
fulfills the requirement that all MPOs in the nation develop a financially constrained long-
range plan so that Federal funds can be expended on projects in accordance with the 
continuing, comprehensive and cooperative (3C) transportation planning process that 
was first established in the 1962 Federal Aid Highway Act.  

The Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century (TEA-21) enacted in 1998, established 
seven planning factors that all long-range plans should consider.

The metropolitan transportation planning process for a metropolitan area under 23USC134(f)(1)shall 

provide for consideration of projects and strategies that will:

I. support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling 

global competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency;

II. increase the safety and security of the transportation system for motorized 

and nonmotorized users;

III. increase the accessibility and mobility options available to people and for 

freight;

IV. protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, and 

improve quality of life;

V. enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across 

and between modes, for people and freight;

VI. promote efficient system management and operation; and

VII. emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system.

These 7 planning factors serve as a guide in both the leadership and the technical aspects of the 2025 
Long Range Transportation Plan.

The 7 Planning Factors
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Goals of the Long-Range Plan



 

Guiding 
Principles

Public input and involvement is a key element of the 2025 Long-Range Transportation 
Plan (LRTP).  Throughout the course of this long-range plan update public participation 
proceeded along three primary avenues: a Transportation Survey, input from the MPO’s 
Community Advisory Committee (CAC) and Direct Public Open Houses and Comment 
Periods.  The Transportation Survey (see image) was available at public libraries, public 
meetings, neighborhood group meetings, through chamber of commerce mailings and 
many other distribution channels.  Strictly speaking the results of the Transportation Survey 
are not “scientific” because maximum public participation was encouraged, therefore, 
the sample was not randomly selected.  Thus, the results indicate the preferences of 
those who chose to complete the survey.   The CAC is a 23 member advisory committee 
with representatives from human services, cultural advocacy and economic 
development groups.  The CAC developed the goals and objectives for the 2025 long-
range transportation plan through a series of six separate meetings using input received 
from the transportation survey.  See Appendix A for more detail on public involvement.

Public Involvement

Two Hundred and Five (205) citizens 
responded to the questions on the 
front page of the survey and 136 of 
those citizens chose to answer the 
“Transportation Dollar” question on 
the back of the survey.  The results 
of these two sets of questions are 
summarized on the next two  
pages.  Please keep in mind that 
the average scores listed should be 
interpreted using the following 
scale: 
1 (strongly agree), 2 (agree), 3 
(neither agree nor disagree), 4 
(disagree), and 5 (strongly 
disagree).  For instance, an 
average of 3.00 would indicate 
that the sample as a whole neither 
agreed nor disagreed with the 
statement.  An average less than 3 
indicates that the sample tends 
towards agreeing with the 
statement with its agreement 
intensifying as the average 
approaches 1.  Likewise an 
average of greater than 3 indicates 
that the sample tends towards 
disagreeing with the statement with 
its disagreement intensifying as the 
average approaches 5.

RVAMPO LONG-RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN (2025)                 PAGE 4



Public Involvement Continued
Survey Results
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Guiding 
Principles

Question Average 
1 (strongly agree), 2 (agree), 3 (neither agree nor disagree), 4 (disagree), and 5 (strongly disagree)  
1.) Have you completed the survey before? N/A 
2.) Traffic congestion is a serious problem in our area. 2.94 
3.) Increased tourism is a good reason for road improvements. 2.49 
4.) More funds should be available to promote, carpools, transit use and other 
means to reduce one occupant travel. 

2.87 

5.) More money should be spent on road maintenance even if it reduces funds 
for new construction projects. 

2.43 

6.) New highways should be built in outlying areas to open up land for 
development. 

3.51 

7.) Bicycle and pedestrian facilities should be included on new or improved 
roadways when feasible. 

2.25 

8.) Off-road trails and greenways should be eligible for public funding (i.e. 
general highway or maintenance money.) 

2.53 

9.) I would pay more in local tax dedicated to the improvement of local or 
regional transportation facilities and systems. 

2.82 

10.) Developers should pay more to improve transportation facilities 
associated with or impacted by their projects. 

1.95 

11.) I would pay more in state gasoline taxes to fund regional transportation 
improvements. 

2.78 

12.) Improved highway and multi-modal access to the airport would be 
beneficial. 

3.04 

13.) Airport funding and development are essential to the region’s economy. 2.08 
14.) The existing public transit systems are sufficient. 3.24 
15.) Additional public transit opportunities are needed for the elderly and 
those with physical and mental challenges. 

2.63 

16.) Air pollution is a serious problem in our area. 2.57 
17.) Passenger rail service should be reestablished in the region. 1.98 
18.) Transportation improvements should be coordinated with land use 
planning. 

1.71 

19.) Transportation decisions involve tradeoffs and compromises. 2.00 
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Guiding 
PrinciplesSurvey Results Continued

The seven planning factors listed on page 3 served as guidance to 
develop specific long-range goals and objectives for the area served 
by the RVAMPO.   These goals and objectives were developed by the 
RVAMPO’s citizen advisory board, the “Community Advisory 
Committee.”  Direct public participation was also sought throughout 
the planning process (see Appendix A “Public Participation Log” for 
more detail).  The Vision for the Goals and Objectives is as follows:
VISION STATEMENT: Pursue excellence in regional multi-modal 
transportation planning, in such a manner, that the results benefit area 
residents, and attract leaders from other regions to visit this region for 
“inspiration and ideas;” thereby, establishing the Roanoke Valley Area 
Metropolitan Planning Organization (RVAMPO) as a benchmark and/or 
best practice in small-medium sized urban transportation planning.

Goals and Objectives

Survey respondents were asked how they would spend a transportation tax 
dollar if they had the power.  Results are as follows:

How would you spend your transportation dollar? Average 
Bicycle and pedestrian improvements 0.08 
Maintenance of the existing system. 0.25 
Increased bus service. 0.06 
New roadway construction. 0.10 
Widening of existing roadways. 0.14 
Increased transportation services for the elderly and disabled. 0.06 
Projects that encourage ridesharing. 0.02 
New Technology and management techniques for existing system. 0.04 
Telecommuting, videoconferencing or other communications 
substitutes for transportation. 

0.02 

Rail development. 0.13 
Airport Development 0.09 
Other (Please Specify) 0.01 
Total $ 1.00 
 



Guiding 
Principles

GOAL A:  Partner with the New River Valley (NRV) to establish the combined “Roanoke Valley and NRV” as 
a premier transportation research and innovation region.

! Capitalize on the proximity of  the smart road and the research facilities at Virginia Tech to enhance the 
synergy between the Roanoke Valley and NRV by:

! Encouraging the use of  the Roanoke Valley as a “small to medium sized “urban test bed” for 
emerging transportation technologies.

! Encouraging the combined Roanoke Valley + NRV to market itself as a home to innovative 
transportation industries.

! Facilitate and encourage the deployment of  technology to monitor and manage traffic flow in order to increase 
safety and efficiency.

! Investigate strategies to manage speed differentials between vehicles on the highway, coordinate traffic 
control signals, and improve safety and operations characteristics of the transportation system.

! Encourage  innovative uses of ridesharing, car sharing, light rail and passenger rail possibilities.

! Encourage  the transportation  land use connection especially as it applies to transportation and travel demand, 
new urban development, transit oriented development and financial and policy initiatives.

! Encourage pedestrian use of  and safety on major transportation arterials, and research on retrofitting existing 
transportation structures for pedestrian use.

This goal  incorporates planning factors I, II, V and VI

GOAL B:  Encourage the development of  a regional transportation/economic development land-use 
strategy where local governments share in the benefits of  urban brownfield/greyfield reuse and 
redevelopment.  

! Facilitate a dialog with local governments to promote the idea of  extending and/or developing “gains sharing 
agreements” that apply to urban redevelopment efforts such as brownfield/greyfield redevelopment and/or 
“downtown development.”

! Such agreements could be modeled on existing “greenfield type gains sharing agreements,” i.e. the 
Regional Industrial Park at Pulaski or the Vinton Business Center (McDonald Farm) site in Roanoke 
County, except the focus would be greyfield, brownfield and/or downtown development.

! Develop a marketing and public education strategy to address the transportation/land-use relationship as it 
applies to sprawl, greenfield development, brownfield redevelopment and vibrant downtowns.

This goal  incorporates planning factors I, III, IV and V
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Goals A and B



GOAL C:  Develop alternative transportation strategies that serve as a primary land-use and contribute to 
economic objectives. (An example is The Blue Ridge Parkway.)

! Support the Greenway Commission in their efforts to develop an interlinked network of  urban and suburban 
greenways.

! Develop bicycle and pedestrian zones, which support small business and retail.

! Develop transportation strategies that enhance tourism development.

This goal incorporates planning factors I, III, IV and VII

Guiding 
Principles

GOAL D:  Facilitate and encourage the deployment of  technology and other strategies to balance freight and 
passenger flows over multiple transportation modes.

! Develop a consumer education program, possibly using computer models and simulations, which presents to 
the public the “true costs” of  passenger and freight transportation using various modes (including societal, 
subsidized and other indirect costs).

! Encourage the development of  revenue sharing among transportation modes and/or a public private 
partnership strategy analogous to the “revenue sharing” and “gains sharing” agreements at regional economic 
development parks (i.e. the regional industrial park in Pulaski, VA).  Encourage strategic public-private 
partnerships leading to double tracking key private rail corridors with provisions for public access for passenger 
and freight service.

! Investigate the feasibility of  “smaller scale” intermodal transfer points for freight transportation.

! Encourage state and Federal decision-makers to balance economic factors between transportation modes by 
adopting fiscal and tax-policies, which encourage efficient use of  transportation infrastructure.

! Maximize the potential of  the Roanoke Regional Airport by developing “global trans-park” or “regional inland 
port” concepts to expand the airport's involvement in freight transportation and to better tie air, rail and road 
transportation modes together.

This goal incorporates planning factors III, V, VI and VII

RVAMPO LONG-RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN (2025)                 PAGE 8

Goals C and D



GOAL E:  Transportation projects shall empower communities to be  livable, healthy and sustainable.

! Develop landscaping and design criteria (in conjunction with the local governments) and encourage the local 
governments to enhance regional transportation thoroughfares, crossings and gateways.

! Incorporate pedestrian safety into landscaping and design measures at major thoroughfare crossings.
! Encourage Interstate Interchange Landscaping

! Recycle and adaptively reuse existing assets such as buildings and infrastructure.

! Develop and implement transportation enhancements that attract tourists and information technology 
employees possibly including:

A “Transit Loop” connecting cultural institutions
Safe and convenient bicycle transportation
Trail and greenway transportation and recreation
Pedestrian improvements

! Cooperate with similar initiatives from other agencies such as:  chambers of  commerce, business and tourist 
organizations.

This Goal incorporates planning factors IV, V and VII
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Goals E and F Guiding 
Principles

GOAL F:  Develop a transportation system that will address changing community and population needs 
over the next 25 years. 

! Establish and support a transportation education and public relations program that includes transportation 
safety, healthy lifestyle awareness, environmental impacts/issues, alternative transportation modes, and 
transportation choice.

! Develop a “user friendly” multimodal regional transportation system that serves all ages and income 
groups, part-time, project based, consulting and/or other non-traditional workforce arrangements.

! Encourage and facilitate ADA accessible use and adaptive re-use of transportation assets such as rail 
corridors, boulevards and walkways.

! Strategically develop regional paths and corridors for both motorized and non-motorized transportation to 
serve growth and changing demographic needs.

Continued on Next Page



Guiding 
Principles

GOAL F: Continued

! Develop and leverage management strategies such as:  Rideshare, Intelligent Transportation Systems 
(ITS), Paratransit etc., to obtain the greatest benefit from existing transportation assets and to take 
advantage of  economies of  scope and scale.

! Use available land-use and transportation objectives, strategies and tactics to address “spatial mismatch.” 
“Spatial mismatch” refers to situations where employment creation is geographically separate from 
concentrations of  unemployed and/or underemployed populations, and the existing transportation 
options place an undue burden on said populations' ability to benefit from employment creation.

This Goal incorporates planning factors I, II, III, V and VI

GOAL G:  Provide a forum for public comment and public participation on all major transportation 
projects in the RVAMPO boundary including public-private partnerships, innovative and non-
traditional projects.

! Invite stakeholders and interested parties to discuss the issues.

! Pursue the formation of  a statewide association of  MPOs to provide a forum for the discussion of  
statewide transportation planning issues, which affect more than one MPO.

! Continue the innovative improvements outlined in RVAMPO's “Public Participation Plan.” (Updated 
2001)

! Be pro-active in addressing economic and social justice concerns as they apply to the transportation 
planning process.

This Goal incorporates planning factors III and IV
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Financially
Constrained
List of Projects

Financially Constrained List 
of Transportation Projects

The following pages contain the financially constrained list of transportation 
projects.  A fold out map of these projects is provided in the front cover pocket 
of this document.  On the reverse side of the fold out map are smaller maps, 
which relate the proposed projects to demographic data.  Specifically, the 
proposed projects are displayed relative to average household income and 
percent minority population.  

Projects are constrained with regards to their funding category: Interstate 
System, Primary System, Urban System, Secondary System, Public Transit, etc.  
With very few exceptions, funds cannot be transferred from one funding 
category to another.  One important exception is the ability to “flex” some 
highway funds to Public Transportation projects.  The City of Roanoke has 
allocated slightly less than $3 million from its Urban System Allocation for this very 
purpose.

 The financial information in the tables on the following pages is based on 
federal funding.  A project will typically be funded with an 80% Federal Share 
and a 20% State or Local match.  The “projected cost” of an individual project 
contains the total estimated project cost (federal, state and local shares). The 
financially constrained list is updated every 5 years or when a regionally 
significant project is added to the plan, whichever comes first.

The following definitions will help in interpreting acronyms in the “Recommended 
Improvement” column on the following pages. (Note “Urban” can indicate curb, 
gutter, sidewalk and other amenities often associated with “Urban” areas.)

! ”U4D” - Urban 4 Lane Divided
! ”U2L,” “U3L,” and “U6L” etc. - Urban 2 Lane, 3 Lane, 6 Lane Respectively
! ”PE Only” - Preliminary Engineering Only
! ”TWTL” - Two Way Continuous Turn Lane
! ”ROW” - Right of Way
! ”NEPA” - National Environmental Policy Act
! ”PPTA” - Virginia Public Private Transportation AcT

Note:  The “Project Number” column on the following pages corresponds to 
projects listed on the fold out map and not to any priority or ranking among 
the projects.
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City of Roanoke Urban System Financially Constrained List
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Financially
Constrained
List of Projects

Map #

Facility Route # 

and Name
From: To:

Recommended 

Improvement

Projected 

Cost 

Previous 

Funding

Additional 

Funding 

Required

Comments 

#1

* 10th Street Gilmer Avenue Andrews Road Reconstruction $7,565,000 $6,699,000 $866,000

PE underway. - Bicycle Accomodations 

Recommended in 1997 Regional Bikeway 

Plan

#2

* 10th Street Andrews Road Williamson Road Reconstruction $5,055,000 $5,055,000 $0

PE underway. - Bicycle Accomodations 

Recommended in 1997 Regional Bikeway 

Plan

#3

* Wonju Street 
Extension

Colonial Avenue Brandon Avenue 4 lane $20,676,000 $13,396,000 $7,280,000

Bicycle Accomodations Recommended in 

1997 Regional Bikeway Plan. Pedestrian and 

Bicycle Accomodations Recommended in 

Regional Greenways Master Plan

#4

13th Street 
Project 13th 
Street / Hollins 
Road

Dale Avenue Orange Ave
U4D                                                                                                                                                  

w/ Bike Lanes
$10,020,000 $0 $10,020,000

Bicycle Accomodations Recommended in 

1997 Regional Bikeway Plan - Pedestrian and 

Bicycle Accomodations Recommended in 

Regional Greenways Master Plan

#5

13th Street 
Project Campbell 
Ave., SE

Williamson Rd Norfolk Ave U3L $4,013,000 $0 $4,013,000
Bicycle Accomodations Recommended in 

1997 Regional Bikeway Plan

#6

13th Street 

Norfolk Ave
Campbell Ave. Wise Ave. U3L $915,000 $0 $915,000

Bicycle Accomodations Recommended in 

1997 Regional Bikeway Plan

#7

13th Street 
Project  Wise

Norfolk Ave. ECL Roanoke U3L $8,166,000 $0 $8,166,000
Bicycle Accomodations Recommended in 

1997 Regional Bikeway Plan

#8

Colonial Ave Wonju St.
Winding Way 
Road

U3L                                                                                                                                                  
w/ Bike Lanes

$7,518,733 $0 $7,518,733

Reconstruct the existing roadway to a three-
lane section from Wonju Street west through 
Virginia Western Community College to 
include sidewalk, curb and gutter, drainage, 
and bike lanes.  These improvements are 
intended to tie into the Wonju Street extension 
project. - Pedestrian and Bicycle 
Accomodations Recommended in Regional 
Greenways Master Plan

#9

I-581/Elm Ave 
Interchange

Jefferson St Jamison Ave U6L $8,000,000 $0 $8,000,000

Interchange Improvements, $8,000,000 is the 
City Share from the Urban Allocation to be 
included with additional Interstate and Primary 
funds

* denotes project obligated in current Six-Year Plan



Financially
Constrained
List of ProjectsCity of Roanoke Urban System Financially Constrained List - Continued

Map #

Facility Route # 

and Name
From: To:

Recommended 

Improvement

Projected 

Cost 

Previous 

Funding

Additional 

Funding 

Required

Comments 

$97,105,773

$97,105,773

Total Additional Funding Needs:   

Projected Funding Available:   

#10

Orange Ave. 
Network 
Improvements 
Planning Analysis

I-581 ECL Roanoke Corridor Study $300,000 $0 $300,000
Corridor study to evaluate alternate network 
connections to relieve congestion on Orange 
Avenue.

#11

Orange Avenue 11th St Gus Nicks Blvd U6L $11,414,000 $0 $11,414,000
Bicycle Accomodations Recommended in 

1997 Regional Bikeway Plan

#12

Salem Turnpike/ 
Shenandoah 
Avenue Corridor

36th St. 24th St U2L w/ bike lanes $5,641,000 $0 $5,641,000

Turn lanes at selected locations - Bicycle 
Accomodations Recommended in 1997 
Regional Bikeway Plan - Pedestrian and 
Bicycle Accomodations Recommended in 
Regional Greenways Master Plan

#13

Williamson Road Orange Ave. Angell Ave.
Corridor

Improvement
$15,493,000 $0 $15,493,000

Corridor improvements to include curb, gutter, 
sidewalk, and other streetscape 
enhancements - Bicycle Accomodations 

Recommended in 1997 Regional Bikeway 

Plan

#14

Transit 
Improvements

$2,913,173 $0 $2,913,173

Surface Transportation funds will be flexed 
over to support bus shelters, bus pullouts, 
Downtown circulator, and other transit 
enhancements.

#15

Mobility and 
Accessibility 
Improvements

$4,855,289 $0 $4,855,289
Bike lanes, shared-use paths (greenways), 
sidewalks, curb and gutter, other Pedestrian 
and Bicycle enhancements

#16

Signal and ITS 
Improvements

$4,855,289 $0 $4,855,289
Interconnection and coordinated signal 
systems & miscellaneous ITS improvements

#17

Intersection & 
Miscellaneous 
Spot 
Improvements

$4,855,289 $0 $4,855,289
Isolated improvements, additional turn lanes, 
geometric improvements, and other minor 
physical improvements
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City of Salem Urban System Financially Constrained List Financially
Constrained
List of Projects
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Map Facility Route # and Name From: To:

Recommended 

Improvement Projected Cost Previous Funding Additional Funding Required
#

#18 Route 11 (Apperson Drive) Apperson Drive at Electric Road Intersection Improvement $2,337,000 $0 $2,337,000

#19 Route 460 (East Main Street) Route 311 Parkdale Drive

3 Lane

$9,505,000 $5,749,000 $3,756,000

#20 Route 460 (East Main Street) Parkdale Drive Route 419

4 to 5 Lane

$8,099,000 $7,342,000 $757,000
#21 Route 11 (Apperson Drive) Colorado WCL Roanoke Urban 4 Lane $17,114,000 $0 $17,114,000

#22 Route 11 (Apperson Drive) Apperson Drive at Electric Road Intersection Improvement $6,485,323 $0 $6,485,323

#23

Miscellaneous spot, bridge and 
other improvements**

$3,380,000 $0 $3,380,000

$33,829,323
$33,829,323

 intersection and similar type improvements.  

City of Salem- Constrained List

* Denotes project obligated in current Six Year Plan Total Additional Funding Needs: 
** Contains Funding for non-regionally significant spot, bridge, Projected Funding Available:

Comments

PE Only

PE Underway - Bicycle 

Accomodations 

Recommended in 1997 

Regional Bikeway Plan
Under Construction - 
Bicycle Accomodations 

Recommended in 1997 

Regional Bikeway Plan

Continuing Project 
Development.  See 
corresponding item at top of 
list.

May contain spot 
improvement items that are 
currently in 6 Year Plan/ TIP
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Financially
Constrained
List of Projects

Town of Vinton Urban System Financially Constrained List 

Map Facility Route # and Name From: To: Recommended Improvement Projected Cost Previous Funding Additional Funding Required
#

#24 *Route 634 Hardy Road Niagara Road ECL Vinton 5 Lane $5,516,000 $4,440,000 $1,076,000

#25 Route 24 Virginia Avenue
ECL City of 
Roanoke Pollard

Urban 6 Lane
$4,608,000 $0 $4,608,000

#26 Walnut WCL Vinton Lee

Upgrade to Urban 2 Lane with bicycle 
lanes, curb/guttering and sidewalks

$2,112,000 $0 $2,112,000

#27 Lee Walnut Pollard

Realign Intersection and upgrade to 
Urban 2L including sidewalks where 

necessary

$282,000 $0 $282,000

#28

Route 24 Washington 
Avenue

By Pass Road
Route 654 

(Feather Road)

PE Only

$1,758,141 $0 $1,758,141

#29

Miscellaneous spot, bridge 
and other improvements

$1,100,000 $0 $1,100,000

$10,936,141
$10,936,141

 intersection and similar type improvements.  

Town of Vinton Urban System- Constrained List

* Denotes project obligated in current Six Year Plan Total Additional Funding Needs: 
** Contains Funding for non-regionally significant spot, bridge, Projected Funding Available:

Comments

Contains bicycle lanes in both directions and 
curb/guttering with sidewalk.

Add or repair sidewalks where feasible

"Tinker Creek Greenway" trail head is just 
over WCL Vinton in the City of Roanoke.  
Bicycle Lanes and Sidewalks will help 
facilitate connections to the regional 
greenway system.

Connects to several activity centers 
including farmer's market, outdoor concert 
stage and post office.  Pedestrian and 
Bicycle safety accommodations are integral 
to this project. - Bicycle Accomodations 
Recommended in 1997 Regional Bikeway 
Plan

PE Only - See corresponding project in 
"Vision List" for additional stages of project. - 
Bicycle Accomodations Recommended in 

1997 Regional Bikeway Plan.

May contain spot improvement items that 
are currently in 6 Year Plan/ TIP. - Bicycle 

Accomodations Recommended in 1997 

Regional Bikeway Plan.



Financially
Constrained
List of Projects

County of Roanoke Secondary System  Financially Constrained List - 
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Map

Facility Route # and 

Name From: To:

Recommended 

Improvement Projected Cost Previous Funding

Additional Funding 

Required Comments
#

#30 * 601 Hollins Road Rte 115 0.59 mi S Rte 627
Add Lanes, 

Rebuild 2 Lanes $8,793,000 $8,474,940 $318,060

Bicycle Accomodations Recommended 

in 1997 Regional Bikeway Plan

#31 *613 Merriman Road

0.1 Mi. S 
Starkey Road 

(Rte 904) Rte 1640 PE and RW $3,677,300 $450,311 $3,226,989

PE Only - Bicycle Accomodations 

Recommended in 1997 Regional 

Bikeway Plan

#32 *688 Cotton Hill Road
0.09 mi S Rte 

221 0.15 mi S Rte 934 Rebuild 2 lanes $2,936,900 $1,162,180 $1,774,720

Bicycle Accomodations Recommended 

in 1997 Regional Bikeway Plan - 

Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvements 

Recommended in Regional Greenways 

Master Plan

#33 *720 Colonial Avenue
0.04 mi W Rte 

687 Rte 419 Rebuild 2 lanes $3,605,540 $2,092,767 $1,512,773 

Design to accommodate paved 
shoulders - paved shoulders are not 
currently to be "offically" designated 
bicycle lanes. - Pedestrian and Bicycle 
Improvements Recommended in 
Regional Greenways Master Plan

#34 *720 Colonial Avenue Rte 419 Rte 681 PE Only $950,000 $0 $950,000 

PE Only - Bicycle Accomodations 
Recommended in 1997 Regional 
Bikeway Plan - Pedestrian and Bicycle 
Improvements Recommended in 
Regional Greenways Master Plan

#35 *634 (Hardy Road) Vinton CL 0.01 Mi E Route 654 PE Only $750,000 $0 $750,000 

Vinton section has bicycle lanes; 
Industrial park in area; some ROW 
being acquired for industrial park; BR 
Parkway passes over section - 
Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvements 
Recommended in Regional Greenways 
Master Plan - Could connect into 
existing Wolf Creek Greenway

#36

*679 Buck Mountain 
Road

0.15 Mi E. Rte 
220 0.04 Mi E. Rte 678

Reconstruct 2 
lanes and 

intersection with 
220 $4,731,590 $1,482,000 $3,249,590 

Bicycle Accomodations Recommended 

in 1997 Regional Bikeway Plan

#37

679 Buck Mountain 
Road

Starkey Road 
(Rte 904) Route 220 Urban 2 Lane $2,954,000 $0 $2,954,000 

Proposed development in area; BR 
parkway in area; change to Urban 
designation on whole section

County of Roanoke Secondary System - Financially Constrained List



County of Roanoke Secondary System Financially Constrained List - Continued
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Financially
Constrained
List of Projects

#38 613 Merriman Road
0.1 Mi. S. Rte 

904 Rte 1640 Urban 2 Lane $5,000,000** $0 $5,000,000 PE and RW in 6-year plan see above

#39 634 Hardy Road Vinton CL 0.01 Mi E Route 654

Urban 4 Lane 
with Bicycle 

Lanes $7,566,000 $0 $7,566,000 

Vinton section has bicycle lanes; 
Industrial park in area; some ROW 
being acquired for industrial park; BR 
Parkway passes over section - 
Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvements 
Recommended in Regional Greenways 
Master Plan - Could connect into 
existing Wolf Creek Greenway

#40 904 Starkey Road Rte 613 Rt. 633 Urban 4 Lane $11,676,000 $0 $11,676,000 

Lots of industry and residential 
development in area - Bicycle 

Accomodations Recommended in 1997 

Regional Bikeway Plan

#41 625 Hershberger Roanoke CL Rte 115

Urban 3L (2 
lanes + TWTL or 

turn lanes as 
appropiate) $4,838,000**** $0 $4,838,000 

Attemp to match possible City of 
Roanoke recommendation for their 
portion. - Bicycle Accomodations 

Recommended in 1997 Regional 

Bikeway Plan

#42 720 Colonial Rte 419 Rte 681

Urban 3L (2 
lanes + TWTL or 

turn lanes as 
appropiate) $5,000,000 $0 $5,000,000 

PE in 6 Year Plan see above -Bicycle 

Accomodations Recommended in 1997 

Regional Bikeway Plan - Pedestrian and 

Bicycle Improvements Recommended in 

Regional Greenways Master Plan

#43 682 Garst Mill Brambleton Grandin

Urban 3L (2 
lanes + TWTL or 

turn lanes as 
appropiate) $6,886,000**** $0 $6,886,000 

Residential, rough terrain; 4L would not 
fit in corridor; decrease to 1 through lane 
in each direction with CTL. - Bicycle 
Accomodations Recommended in 1997 
Regional Bikeway Plan - Pedestrian and 
Bicycle Improvements Recommended in 
Regional Greenways Master Plan 
(Mudlick Greenway).

#44

Miscellaneous Spot, 
Bridge and 
Intersection 
Improvements**  * $7,799,590 $0 $8,253,792 

Miscelanous spot, bridge, intersection, 
ITS and/or other improvements.  May 
also contain spot improvements that are 
listed in the current 6year Plan/ TIP

$63,955,924
$63,955,924

Project Estimate Minus PE Cited in 6-Year Plan
****Costs revised from 4 lane estimate to reflect reduced amount of ROW needed.

* Denotes project obligated in current secondary Six Year Plan Total Additional Funding Needs: 
**Costs revised using Roanoke County Six Year Plan Projected Funding Available:

Map

Facility Route # and 

Name From: To:

Recommended 

Improvement Projected Cost Previous Funding

Additional Funding 

Required Comments
#

County of Roanoke Secondary System - Financially Constrained List



Financially
Constrained
List of Projects

County of Botetourt Secondary System Financially Constrained List 
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Map Facility Route # and Name From: To:

Recommended 

Improvement Projected Cost Previous Funding

Additional Funding 

Required
#

#45 Route 605* Rte 654 0.15 mi W Alt 220 Rebuild 2 lanes $3,091,877 $2,417,659 $674,218

#46

Route 779 (Catawba 
Road)*

0.19 Mi W. Rte 
672 E. 0.21 Mi. E. Rte. 672 E

Add Turn Lanes, 
Rebuild 2 Lanes, 

New Bridge $3,001,000 $1,319,000 $1,781,000

#47

Route 779 (Valley Road)

Route 220 Route 11

Realign ROW 
Intersection 

Improvements
$2,100,000 0 $2,100,000

#48

Route 779 (Catawba)

Route 220 Route 672 (Etzler Road)

Upgrade to Rural 
2 Lanes

$2,461,000 0 $2,461,000

Rural 2 Lane 20’

#50
Route 652 (Mountain 
Pass Road Rte 658 Rte 11

Reconstruct to 
Rural 2L 24' $5,513,000 0 $5,513,000

#51

Route 654 (Read 
Mountain Road)

Alternate 220 Route 11

Upgrade to Rural 
2 Lanes

$2,255,000 0 $2,255,000

#52

Miscellaneous Spot, 
Bridge and Intersection 
Improvements**  *

Miscellaneous 
spot 
improvements $4,808,005 N/A $4,606,351

$20,524,569
$20,524,569

 intersection and similar type improvements.  

Total Additional Funding Needs: 
** Contains Funding for non-regionally significant spot, bridge, Projected Funding Available:
* Denotes project obligated in current secondary Six Year Plan

#49

County of Botetourt Secondary System - Constrained List

Route 605 (Coaling 
Road) Alternate 220 Route 652 $1,134,000 0 $1,134,000

Comments

Project may have a positive impact on 
safety. Bicycle Accomodations 

Recommended in 1997 Regional 

Bikeway Plan
Project may have a positive impact on 
safety. Bicycle Accomodations 

Recommended in 1997 Regional 

Bikeway Plan
Project may have a positive impact on 
safety and freight movements.  Bicycle 

Accomodations Recommended in 1997 

Regional Bikeway Plan.

Project may have a positive impact on 
safety and freight movements.  Bicycle 

Accomodations Recommended in 1997 

Regional Bikeway Plan.
May contain various bridge and other spot 
improvements that are listed in the 
current 6-Year Plan/ TIP

Bicycle Accomodations Recommended in 

1997 Regional Bikeway Plan



County of Bedford Secondary System Financially Constrained List 

Interstate System Financially Constrained List 

Financially
Constrained
List of Projects
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Map

Facility Route # and 

Name From: To: Recommended Improvement Projected Cost Previous Funding

Additional Funding 

Required
#

#53 Route 634 (Hardy Road) Roanoke Co. CL East Study Area Boundary (Route 619) Rural 4 Lane - PE and ROW ONLY $2,825,146 $0 $2,825,146

$2,825,146
$2,825,146

County of Bedford Secondary System - Constrained List

* Denotes project obligated in current secondary Six Year Plan Total Additional Funding Needs: 
** Contains Funding for non-regionally significant spot, bridge, Projected Funding Available:

Comments

Bicycle lanes could be added to 
match Roanoke County and Town 
of Vinton Recommendations. PE 
and ROW ONLY

Map Jurisdiction From: To:

Recommended 

Improvement Projected Cost

Previous 

Funding

Additional Funding 

Required Comments
# Facility Route # and Name

#54 Interstate 73 South SAB Elm/ I-581 PE Only $12,146,000 $0 $12,146,000

Preliminary Engineering 
(PE) Only

#55 Interstate 581 Elm Avenue I-81

Cooridorwide 
Improvements $21,661,000 $0 $21,661,000

Various planning, operations 
and/or construction 
improvements.

#56 Interstate 81 West SAB East SAB
NEPA and PPTA 

Process $44,280,100 $0 $44,280,100 NEPA and PPTA Process

#57

Miscellaneous, safety spot, 
bridge and other 
improvements** $8,700,000 $0 $8,700,000

$86,787,100
$86,787,100

 intersection and similar type improvements.  
SAB = MPO Study Area Boundary

RVAMPO - Interstate System - Constrained List

* Denotes corridors or portions of projects in current Six Year Plan Total Additional Funding Needs: 
** Contains Funding for non-regionally significant spot, bridge, Projected Funding Available:



Regional Primary System Financially Constrained List Financially
Constrained
List of Projects
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Map Jurisdiction From: To:

Recommended 

Improvement Projected Cost Previous Funding

Additional 

Funding 

Required
# Facility Route # and Name

#58 Roanoke County - Route 11* WCL Salem 0.10 mi West Route 830 4 Lane $25,254,000 $5,533,000 $19,721,000

#59 Roanoke County - Route 460 Roanoke CL Botetourt CL 6 Lane $11,850,000 $0 $11,850,000

#60 Roanoke County - Route 11 Roanoke CL Route 117

4 Lane

$14,018,000 $0 $14,018,000

#61 Botetourt County - Route 11 0.21 mi N Rte 601 0.38 mi N. Rte 654

4 Lane

$13,294,000 $0 $13,294,000
#62 City of Roanoke - US 220 Wonju Street Elm Avenue 8 Lane $20,880,000 $0 $20,880,000
#63 Roanoke County - US 220 South Route 715*** Route 419 6 Lane $11,907,000 $0 $11,907,000

#64 Roanoke County - Route 115 Roanoke CL Rte 11

4 Lane

$19,622,000 $0 $19,622,000

#65 Roanoke County - Route 116 Roanoke CL Route 664

2 Lane

$4,101,000 $0 $4,101,000

#66 Roanoke County - Route 116 Route 664 Franklin CL

2 Lane

$2,546,000 $2,546,000

#67 Roanoke County - Route 221 1.05 mi West Route 694 0.35 mi South Route 897

4 Lane

$9,206,000 $0 $9,206,000

#68
Miscellaneous spot, bridge and other 
improvements** $10,751,900 $0 $10,751,900

$137,896,900
$137,896,900

 intersection and similar type improvements.  
*** Description of Project will have to be revised to reflect new constrained amount

RVAMPO - Primary System - Financially Constrained List

* Denotes project obligated in current Six Year Plan Total Additional Funding Needs: 
** Contains Funding for non-regionally significant spot, bridge, Projected Funding Available:

Comments

PE Underway

Proposed commercial 
development in this area.  
Section listed in FY2003 Freight 
Study Recommendations.  
Bicycle Accomodations 

Recommended in 1997 

Regional Bikeway Plan
Bicycle Accomodations 

Recommended in 1997 

Regional Bikeway Plan

a lot of development in area - 
Bicycle Accomodations 

Recommended in 1997 

Regional Bikeway Plan
Bicycle Accomodations 

Recommended in 1997 

Regional Bikeway Plan
Bicycle Accomodations 

Recommended in 1997 

Regional Bikeway Plan
Bicycle Accomodations 

Recommended in 1997 

Regional Bikeway Plan



Public Transportation Constrained Lists Financially
Constrained
List of Projects

Historically public transportation funding has increased at a small annual percentage.  Consequently, it is impossible to assume that major 
expansion of public transit services will come from traditional transit funding sources.  Therefore, information is taken from the relevant public 
transit financial data and is projected to 2025 where feasible.  Note the above statement applies to traditional public transportation funding 
sources.  See page 13 for additional transportation funding that is proposed to be “flexed” from highway sources to be used for public 
transportation.
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RADAR-UHSTS, Inc. 
SIX YEAR PLAN

Total Federal State Local
 Funds Funds Funds
2005
Section 5311
Operating 127,734$             63,867$               22,500$               41,367$               
Vehicles: 2 B.O.C. w lifts 100,000$             80,000$               15,000$               5,000$                 
Office Furniture 100,000$             80,000$               15,000$               5,000$                 
Shop Equipment 150,000$             120,000$             22,500$               7,500$                 
Computer Equipment 200,000$             160,000$             30,000$               10,000$               
Construction New Facility 150,000$             120,000$             22,500$               7,500$                 
Section 5310
Vehicles: 2 B.O.C. w lifts 100,000$             80,000$               20,000$               
JARC 310,000$             155,000$             155,000$             

 
 

2006
Section 5311
Operating 127,734$             63,867$               22,500$               41,367$               
Vehicles: 4 B.O.C. w/ lifts 200,000$             160,000$             30,000$               10,000$               
Supervisor Vehicle 30,000$               24,000$               4,500$                 1,500$                 
Section 5310
Vehicles: 2 B.O.C. w/ lifts 100,000$             80,000$               20,000$               
JARC 310,000$             155,000$             155,000$             

2007
Section 5311  
Operating 127,734$             63,867$               22,500$               41,367$               
Vehicles: 3 B.O.C. w/ lifts 150,000$             120,000$             22,500$               7,500$                 
Computer Equipment 75,000$               60,000$               11,250$               3,750$                 
Radio Equipment 125,000$             100,000$             18,750$               6,250$                 

Roanoke Area Dial A Ride (RADAR)



Sect ion 5310
Ve hicle s: 1 B .O.C . w/ lifts 60 ,000$               48 ,000$               12 ,000$               
JARC 350,000$             175,000$             175,000$             

2008
Sect ion 5311
Opera t ing 150,000$             75 ,000$               25 ,000$               50 ,000$               
Ve hicle s: 3 B .O.C . W /lift 160,000$             128,000$             24 ,000$               8 ,000$                 
Serv ice  Veh ic les 30,000$               24 ,000$               4 ,500$                 1 ,500$                 
Sect ion 5310
Ve hicle s: 1 B .O.C . w/lift 52 ,000$               41 ,600$               10 ,400$               
JARC 350,000$             175,000$             175,000$             

2009
Sect ion 5311
Opera t ing 150,000$             75 ,000$               25 ,000$               50 ,000$               
Ve hicle s: 3 B .O.C . w/ lift 160,000$             128,000$             24 ,000$               8 ,000$                 
Const ruc tion  Park ing  Lo t 100,000$             80 ,000$               15 ,000$               5 ,000$                 
Sect ion 5310
Ve hicle s: 1 B .O.C . w/ lift 54 ,000$               43 ,200$               10 ,800$               

2010
Sect ion 5311
Opera t ing 150,000$             75 ,000$               25 ,000$               50 ,000$               
Ve hicle s: 4 B .O.C . w/ lift 210,000$             168,000$             31 ,500$               10 ,500$               
Sect ion 5310
Ve hicle s: 2 B .O.C . w/ lift 110,000$             88 ,000$               22 ,000$               

2011
Sect ion 5311
Opera t ing 150,000$             75 ,000$               25 ,000$               50 ,000$               
Ve hicle s: 3 B .O.C . w/ lift 160,000$             128,000$             24 ,000$               8 ,000$                 
Com puter  Equ ipment 125,000$             100,000$             18 ,750$               6 ,250$                 
Sect ion 5310
Ve hicle s: 2 B .O.C . w/ lift 120,000$             96 ,000$               24 ,000$               

T o t a l 5 ,124,202$          3 ,408,401$          1 ,161,250$          554,551$             

F U N D I N G  FR O M  2 0 1 2  T H R U  20 2 5 7,000,000$          5 ,600,000$          1 ,050,000$          350,000$             

T O T A L  T H R O U G H  2 0 25 12,124,202$        9 ,008,401$          2 ,211,250$          904,551$             

B A S E D  U P O N  C U R R E N T  LE V E L S  O F  F U N D IN G

Financially
Constrained
List of Projects

Roanoke Area Dial-A-Ride (RADAR) Continued
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Total Federal State Local
Funds Funds Funds



Financially
Constrained
List of Projects
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GRTC Budget Projections Through 2025

Projected Operating Budget

Year Amount

2003 5,502,000.00$             
2004 5,738,000.00$             
2005 5,910,000.00$             
2006 6,087,000.00$             
2007 6,269,000.00$             
2008 6,457,000.00$             Assumes 3% yearly increase
2009 6,651,000.00$             
2010 6,850,000.00$             Actual budget amounts will vary
2011 7,055,000.00$             
2012 7,267,000.00$             
2013 7,485,000.00$             
2014 7,710,000.00$             
2015 7,941,000.00$             
2016 8,180,000.00$             
2017 8,425,000.00$             
2018 8,678,000.00$             
2019 8,938,000.00$             
2020 9,206,000.00$             
2021 9,482,000.00$             
2022 9,766,000.00$             
2023 10,058,000.00$           
2024 10,360,000.00$           
2025 10,670,000.00$           

Funding amounts vary depending on 5307 funding allocated by the DRPT, and state funding available 

Greater Roanoke Transit Company (GRTC)
“Valley Metro”



Projected Capital Budget 

Year

2004 1,293,000.00$             
Fare box replacement Admin facility roof replacement
2 support vehicles Shop equipment
3 medium duty buses Computer hardware
2 para transit vans

2005 355,000.00$                
Support vehicle Shop equipment
4 para transit vans Admin facility improvements

2006 5,470,000.00$             
18 replacement buses Shop equipment
Support vehicle

Federal 80%, State 10%, Local 10%

Financially
Constrained
List of Projects

GRTC “Valley Metro” - Continued
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Vision List
Of ProjectsVision List of 

Transportation Projects

The following pages contain a vision list of transportation projects.  A  “vision list” 
serves two primary purposes: 1) It provides a list of projects which could 
“graduate” to the financially constrained list should unanticipated additional 
funding become available; and 2) It provides a sense of direction for citizens to 
ascertain how the regional transportation system would change if additional 
funding sources are available in the future.
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Facility Route # 

and Name
From: To:

Recommended 

Improvement
Projected Cost 

Previous 

Funding

Additional 

Funding 

Required

Comments

13th Street Project       
Hollins Road, NE

Orange Ave. Liberty Rd.
U4D                                                                                                                                                  

w/ Bike Lanes
$10,774,000 $0 $10,774,000

Bicycle and Pedestrian 

Improvements Recommended in 

Regional Greenways Master Plan

13th Street Project        
Tazewell Ave

Williamson Rd 9th St U2L $1,803,000 $0 $1,803,000

Brandon Ave. Brambleton Main St U4L $1,728,000 $0 $1,728,000 Intersection improvements

Cove Rd Peter's Creek Lafayette Blvd U2L $7,194,000 $0 $7,194,000

Hershberger Rd. Peters Creek Rd. Cove Rd U3L w/ bike lanes $14,438,000 $0 $14,438,000
Neighborhood plan supports a 
three-lane street 

Hershberger Rd. Williamson Rd
East City Limits 
Roanoke

U3L w/ bike lanes $4,857,000 $0 $4,857,000

King St. Gus Nicks Blvd Orange Ave. U3L w/ bike lanes $11,305,000 $0 $11,305,000

Orange Ave. Gus Nicks Blvd. King St. U6L $15,482,000 $0 $15,482,000
U6L w/ Intersection Improvements 
(or as determined by Corridor 
Study)

Plantation Rd Liberty Rd. Hollins Rd. U4L $6,272,000 $0 $6,272,000

Plantation Rd
0.3 mile south of 
Liberty Road

Indiana Ave U4L $1,800,000 $0 $1,800,000

Vision List
Of Projects

City of Roanoke Urban System - Vision List



Vision List
Of Projects

City of Roanoke Urban System - Vision List Continued
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Plantation Rd Liberty Rd Wingfield Ave U4L $3,700,000 $0 $3,700,000

Plantation Rd Liberty Rd
0.3 mile south of 
Liberty Road

U4L $2,300,000 $0 $2,300,000

Salem Turnpike WCL Roanoke 24th St U2L $11,893,000 $0 $11,893,000

Turn lanes at selected locations - 
Bicycle and Pedestrian 

Improvements Recommended in 

Regional Greenways Master Plan

Shenandoah 
Avenue

WCL Roanoke 24th Street U3L w/ bike lanes $15,702,000 $0 $15,702,000

Transit 
Improvements

$6,000,000 $0 $6,000,000

Surface Transportation funds will 
be flexed over to support bus 
shelters, bus pullouts, Downtown 
circulator, and other transit 
enhancements.

Mobility and 
Accessibility 
Improvements

$10,000,000 $0 $10,000,000

Bike lanes, shared-use paths 
(greenways such as the Roanoke 
River greenway), sidewalks, curb 
and gutter, other pedestrian and 
bicycle enhancements

Signal and ITS 
Improvements

$10,000,000 $0 $10,000,000
Interconnection and coordinated 
signal systems & miscellaneous 
ITS improvements

Intersection & 
Miscellaneous 
Spot 
Improvements

$10,000,000 $0 $10,000,000

Isolated improvements, additional 
turn lanes, geometric 
improvements, and other minor 
physical improvements

$145,248,000

Vision List

Total Additional Funding Needs:   

Projected Funding Available:   

Facility Route # 

and Name
From: To:

Recommended 

Improvement
Projected Cost 

Previous 

Funding

Additional 

Funding 

Required

Comments



Vision List
Of ProjectsCity of Salem Urban System - Vision List
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Facility Route # and Name From: To:

Recommended 

Improvement Projected Cost

Previous 

Funding

Additional 

Funding 

Required Comments

Roanoke River Crossing 4th Street West Riverside Drive
2 Bridges and 

connecting roadway $11,672,000 $0 $11,672,000

$11,672,000
Vision List

City of Salem- Vision List

Total Additional Funding Needs: 
Projected Funding Available:

Town of Vinton Urban System - Vision List

Facility Route # and 

Name From: To:

Recommended 

Improvement Projected Cost

Previous 

Funding

Additional 

Funding 

Required Comments

Route 24 
Washington Avenue

By Pass Road
Route 654 

(Feather Road)

Upgrade to Urban 6 Lane 
(ROW and Construction 

Components) $5,268,859 $0 $5,268,859

See corresponding phase in 
"Constrained List"

Mountain View Road

CL Vinton

Route 24 
Washington 

Avenue

Upgrade to Urban 2L with 
Curb/Gutter, Bike Lanes 
and Sidewalks.  Roanoke 
County has committed to 
adding Bike Lanes to the 

County's portion of 
Mountain View Road from 

the CL to BR Parkway.
$4,800,000 $0 $4,800,000

Mountain View Road is currently 
classified as "local" which makes 
it inelligible for "Urban" 
construction funds.  Mountain 
View Road would have to be 
placed on "Urban" system before 
project could be moved to the 
Constrained List.

$10,068,859
Vision ListProjected Funding Available:

Town of Vinton Urban System- Vision List

Total Additional Funding Needs: 



Vision List
Of ProjectsCounty of Roanoke Secondary System - Vision List
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County of Bedford Secondary System - Vision List

Facility Route # and 

Name From: To:

Recommended 

Improvement Projected Cost

Previous 

Funding

Additional 

Funding 

Required Comments

Route 634 (Hardy Road) Roanoke Co. CL

East Study Area 
Boundary (Route 

619)
Rural 4 Lane - 

Construction Only $1,170,854 $0 $1,170,854

See corresponding PE 
and ROW in 
Constrained List.

$1,170,854
Vision List

County of Bedford Secondary System - Vision List

Total Additional Funding Needs: 
Projected Funding Available:

Facility Route # and 

Name From: To:

Recommended 

Improvement Projected Cost

Previous 

Funding

Additional Funding 

Required Comments

Rte 687 - Penn Forest Colonial Starkey Urban 2L $2,101,000 $0 $2,101,000

Bicycle Accomodations 

Recommended in 1997 

Regional Bikeway Plan

Rte 687-  Colonial Merriman Penn Forest Urban 2L $3,046,000 $0 $3,046,000

Pedestrian and Bicycle 

Improvements 

Recommended in 

Regional Greenways 

Master Plan

$5,147,000
Vision List

County of Roanoke Secondary System - Vision List

Total Additional Funding Needs: 
Projected Funding Available:



Vision List
Of ProjectsInterstate System - Vision List

Jurisdiction From: To:

Recommended 

Improvement Projected Cost

Previous 

Funding

Additional Funding 

Required Comments
Facility Route # and Name

Interstate 73 I-581 at Hershberger South SAB 4 - 6 Lane * * *
Interstate 81 ** ** **

*
Vision List

RVAMPO - Interstate System - Vision List

* Reliable construction estimates not yet available Total Additional Funding Needs: 
** Public Private Transportation Act (PPTA) Process in Progress Projected Funding Available:
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Primary System - Vision List

Jurisdiction From: To:

Recommended 

Improvement Projected Cost Previous Funding

Additional 

Funding 

Required Comments
Facility Route # and Name

Botetourt County - Route 220 Route 11 North Route 779 Urban 8 Lane $15,696,000 $0 $15,696,000

Bicycle Accomodations 

Recommended in 1997 

Regional Bikeway Plan

Botetourt County - Route 220 North Route 779 Greenfield Street Urban 6 Lane $23,501,000 $0 $23,501,000

Bicycle Accomodations 

Recommended in 1997 

Regional Bikeway Plan

Botetourt County - Route 460 Roanoke County CL
East SAP (Route 

1501)

Rural 6 Lane

$34,295,000 $0 $34,295,000

Section Listed in FY2003 
Freight Study 
Recommendations

Botetourt County - Alternate 
Route 220 Route 654 Route 11

Rural 6 Lane

$16,818,000 $0 $16,818,000

Bicycle Accomodations 

Recommended in 1997 

Regional Bikeway Plan

$90,310,000
Vision List

RVAMPO - Primary System - Vision List

Total Additional Funding Needs: 
Projected Funding Available:
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May 29, 2003 Public Meeting – Ride Solutions Display in Background 

Roanoke Valley Area Constrained Long Range Plan (2025) Public Participation 
Summary (FY 2003-04) 

 
· March 13, 2003 – Virginians for Appropriate  Roads (VAR) addressed the MPO 

Policy Board with a 15 minute presentation concerning TSM on Route 220 as an 
alternative to a new terrain location for proposed I-73.  Question and answer 
between MPO board members and VAR representatives followed.  

· May 15, 2003  Advertisement sent to Roanoke Times and Roanoke Tribune for 
May 29, 2003 public input meeting.  Advertisement will run in the Sunday May 
18, 2003 Edition (Roanoke Times) and Thursday May 22, 2003 edition (Roanoke 
Tribune). 

· May 16, 2003 – Notice of May 29th public meeting in Regional Chamber’s 
Monthly Electronic Newsletter “Member Connections” 

· May 19, 2003 – May 29th meeting press release to following recipients (Joe 
McKean, WDBJ-TV; Melissa Preas, WSLS-TV;  Ray Reed, The Roanoke Times; 
Chris Kahn, Associated Press;  Rex Bowman, Richmond Times-Dispatch; 
William Little, Fincastle Herald; Claudia Whitworth, The Roanoke Tribune; Jeff 
Walker, The Vinton Messenger; Meg Hibbert, Salem Times Register; Rick 
Mattioni, WVTF-FM (Public Radio);  Kevin LaRue, WFIR-FM (Roanoke's News 
Radio) 

· May 27, 2003 – Retransmission of above press release1 
· May 29, 2003 – Interview with Dan Heyman WVTF News2 
· May 29, 2003 – Public Meeting Roanoke County Headquarters Library (28 

Attendees) 

· June 15, 2003 
– 
Advertisement 
for public 
comment 
during 
upcoming 
Thursday June 
19, 2003 Joint 
MPO and 
TTC meeting 
appears in 
Sunday 
edition of 
“Roanoke 
Times” (see 
files) 

· June 19, 2003 – Public Input Session at joint MPO/TTC meeting (Vinton War 
Memorial) held – 3 speakers addressed the joint MPO/TTC board/committee. 

                                                 
1 Joint Ozone EAP and Long-Range Plan Public Input Meeting (May 29, 2003) 
2 IBID 
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City of Roanoke Stakeholders Meeting – August 22, 2003 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
November 6, 2003 Public Comment 
Opportunity/ Open House/ MPO Meeting 

· June 19, 2003 onward – Various emails concerning long-range planning projects 
and/or issues received.  Emails stored in at RVARC offices.  

· July 28, 2003 and August 28, 2003 – Meeting with Roanoke County Stakeholder 
Group about Long Range Plan Constrained List. 

· August 21, 2003 – Meeting with Vinton Town Stakeholder Group about Long 
Range Plan Constrained List. 

· City of Roanoke Stakeholders Group Constrained List Meetings – Various 
Dates ( August ??? August 8, 2003 – August 15, 2003 – August 22, 2003 – 
September 5, 2003) 

· September 29, 2003 – 
Minimum 30 Day Public 
Comment Period advertised in 
Roanoke Times for TIP and 
Long Range Plan. 

· October 10, 2003 - Minimum 
30 Day Public Comment 
Period advertised in Roanoke 
Times for TIP and Long Range 
Plan.  Published in Roanoke 
Tribune. 

· October 19, 2003 – Notice of 
Opportunity for Public 
Comment (Nov 6 MPO 
Meeting) published in 
“Roanoke Times” section B5 

· October 23, 2003  Notice of Opportunity for Public Comment (Nov 6  MPO 
Meeting) published on Page 9 of “Roanoke Tribune.” 

· October 26, 2003 – Notice of Opportunity for Public Comment (Nov 6 MPO 
Meeting) published in section B4 of “Roanoke Times.” 

· November 5, 2003 – Press Release concerning Long-Range Plan Public Comment 
Period (Nov 6 MPO Meeting) released to RVARC Media Contacts List.  

· November 6, 2003 – Public 
Comment Period at MPO 
meeting.  – Verbatim Comments 
Available Upon Request 

· January 11, 2004 – Legal 
advertisement in “Roanoke 
Times” announcing January 20, 
2004 Public Hearing” 

· January 18, 2004 – Follow-up 
legal advertisement in “Roanoke 
Times” announcing January 20, 
2004 Public Hearing” 

· January 11 – 20, 2004 – 2 legal 
advertisements (consecutive 



· issues) in “Roanoke Tribune” for January 20, 2004 public hearing. 
· January 20, 2004 – Long Range Plan Public Hearing. 
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Appendix B - Written Public Comments





Amendment to the Roanoke Valley Area Metropolitan 
Planning Organization (RVAMPO) Long-Range 

Transportation Plan 2025 (Adopted February 26, 2004) 
 

 
Item 1 
 

The following discussion will be amended into the Long-Range Transportation Plan 2025 
as Appendix A-2 (Pages 33 – 37): 

• Environmental Mitigation Discussion  and Potential Mitigation Strategies 
 

Potential Environmental Mitigation Activities and Areas 
Metropolitan transportation planning is a regional process that is used to identify the 
transportation issues and needs in metropolitan areas. In metropolitan areas over 50,000 
in population, the responsibility for transportation planning lies with designated 
Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO). This planning process is a collaborative 
effort between the member jurisdictions, the Virginia Department of Transportation, 
transit operators, and other modal representatives. During the plans’ development the 
MPO examines land development patterns, demographics, travel patterns and trends to 
identify existing and future transportation problems. The MPO then identifies alternatives 
to meet current and projected future demands that will provide a safe and efficient 
transportation system that meets the needs of the traveling public while limiting adverse 
impacts to the environment. This region is designated as an MPO area and all the 
jurisdictions in this region work together to develop a constrained long-range 
transportation plan. 
 
The constrained long-range transportation plan (CLRP) for this region identifies and 
recommends a capital investment strategy to meet the existing and future transportation 
needs of the public over the next 20 years. The inclusion of a recommended improvement 
in the long-range transportation plan represents preliminary regional support for that 
improvement. The CLRP is a decision-making tool to determine which projects should be 
implemented. Transportation improvements go through several steps from conception to 
implementation and take many years to successfully complete. 
 
The considerations and recommendations made during the planning process are 
preliminary in nature. Detailed environmental analysis conducted through the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) does not apply to long-range transportation plans.  
With exceptions for regional ambient air quality, offsetting environmental impacts during 
the long-range planning process is not required. While detailed environmental analysis is 
not required, it is important to consult with environmental resource agencies during the 
development of a long-range transportation plan. This interagency consultation provides 
an opportunity to compare transportation plans with environmental resource plans, 
develop a discussion on potential environmental mitigation activities, areas to provide the 



mitigation, and activities that may have the greatest potential to restore and maintain the 
environment. 
 
Detailed environmental analysis of individual transportation projects occurs later in the 
project development process as the improvement approaches the preliminary engineering 
stage. At this stage, project features may be narrowed and refined, and the environmental 
impacts and environmental mitigation strategies can be appropriately ascertained. 
Virginia’s State Environmental Review Process directs the project-by-project interagency 
review, study and identification of environmental concerns. Related requirements that 
typically apply at this stage involve public hearings, environmental permit-processing, 
and NEPA studies. Usually, a variety of environmental documentation, permit and 
mitigation needs are identified and environmental findings are closely considered and 
evaluated. Standards for project environmental mitigation measures (required silt-fence 
barriers, precautions to control dust, etc) are referenced in the Road and Bridge Standards 
(VDOT and/or Local Standards) that apply to all construction activities. Special 
environmental concerns, however, may differ widely by project and location. As 
environmental studies are conducted and undergo public and interagency review, needed 
mitigation plans are specified and committed to within the environmental documents on 
the particular transportation project or activity. Environmental management systems then 
are used to monitor, and ensure compliance with, the environmental mitigation 
commitments. 
 
Potential environmental mitigation activities may include: avoiding impacts altogether, 
minimizing a proposed activity/project size or its involvement, rectifying impacts 
(restoring temporary impacts), precautionary and/or abatement measures to reduce 
construction impacts, employing special features or operational management measures to 
reduce impacts, and/or compensating for environmental impacts by providing suitable, 
replacement or substitute environmental resources of equivalent or greater value, on or 
off-site. Where on-site mitigation areas is not reasonable or sufficient, relatively large 
off-site compensatory natural resource mitigation areas generally may be preferable, if 
available. These may offer greater mitigation potential with respect to planning, buffer 
protection and providing multiple environmental habitat value (example: wetland, plant 
and wildlife banks). 
 
Mitigation activities and the mitigation areas will be consistent with legal and regulatory 
requirements relating to the human and natural environment. These may pertain to 
neighborhoods and communities, homes and businesses, cultural resources, parks and 
recreation areas, wetlands and other water sources, forested and other natural areas, 
agricultural areas, endangered and threatened species, and the ambient air. The following 
table illustrates some potential mitigation activities and potential mitigation areas for 
these resources: 
 



 

Resource  Key applicable 
requirements  

Potential mitigation 
activities for project 
implementation  

Potential mitigation 
areas for project 
implementation  

Neighborhoods and 
communities, and 
homes and businesses  

Uniform Relocation 
Assistance and Real 
Property Acquisition 
Policy Act at 42 USC 
4601 et seq.  

Impact avoidance or 
minimization; context 
sensitive solutions for 
communities 
(appropriate functional 
and/or esthetic design 
features).  

Mitigation on-site or 
in the general 
community. 
(Mitigation for homes 
and businesses is in 
accord with 49 CFR 
24)  

Cultural resources  National Historic 
Preservation Act at 16 
USC 470  

Avoidance, 
minimization; land-
scaping for historic 
properties; preservation 
in place or excavation 
for archaeological sites; 
Memoranda of 
Agreement with the 
Department of Historic 
Re-sources; design 
exceptions and 
variances; 
environmental com-
pliance monitoring  

On-site landscaping of 
historic properties, on-
site mitigation of 
archeological sites; 
preservation in-place  

Parks and recreation 
areas  

Section 4(f) of the 
U.S. Department of 
Transportation Act at 
49 USC 303  

Avoidance, 
minimization, mitiga-
tion; design exceptions 
and variances; 
environmental com-
pliance monitoring  

On site screening or 
on-site replacement of 
facilities; in some 
cases, replacement of 
affected property 
adjacent to existing  

Wetlands and water 
resources  

Clean Water Act at 33 
USC 1251-1376; 
Rivers and Harbors 
Act at 33 USC 403  

Mitigation sequencing 
requirements involving 
avoidance, 
minimization, 
compensation (could 
include preservation, 
creation, restoration, in 
lieu fees, riparian 
buffers); design 
exceptions and 
variances; envi-
ronmental compliance 
monitoring  

Based on on-site/off-
site and in-kind/out-
of-kind sequencing 
requirements; private 
or publicly operated 
mitigation banks used 
in accordance with 
permit conditions  



Forested and other 
natural areas  

Agricultural and 
Forest District Act 
(Code of VA Sections 
15.2-4305; 15.2-4307-
4309; 15.2-4313); 
Open Space Land Act 
(Section 10.1-1700-
1705, 1800-1804)  

Avoidance, 
minimization; Re-
placement property for 
open space easements to 
be of equal fair market 
value and of equivalent 
usefulness; design 
exceptions and 
variances; environ-
mental compliance 
monitoring  

Landscaping within 
existing rights of way; 
replacement property 
for open space ease-
ments to be 
contiguous with 
easement; replacement 
of forestry operation 
within existing 
agriculture/forestal 
district  

Agricultural areas  Farmland Protection 
Policy Act of 1981 at 7 
USC 4201-4209, 
Agricultural and 
Forest District Act 
(Code of VA Sections 
15.2-4305; 15.2-4307-
4309; 15.2-4313)  

Avoidance, 
minimization; design 
exceptions and 
variances; 
environmental 
compliance monitoring  

Replacement of 
agricultural operation 
within existing agri-
culture/forestal district 

Endangered and 
threatened species  

Endangered Species 
Act at 16 USC 1531-
1544  

Avoidance, 
minimization; time of 
year restrictions; 
construction 
sequencing; design 
exceptions and 
variances; species re-
search; species fact 
sheets; Memoranda of 
Agreements for species 
management; environ-
mental compliance 
monitoring  

Relocation of species 
to suit-able habitat 
adjacent to project 
limits  

Ambient air quality  Clean Air Act at 42 
USC 7401-7671, and 
Conformity regula-
tions at 40 CFR 93  

Transportation control 
measures, transportation 
emission reduction 
measures  

Within air quality non-
attainment and 
maintenance areas  

 
 
A list of contacts for review of the Plan has been developed by the MPO and is available 
upon request. 

 
Item 2 
 

The following is added to Appendix A – Public Participation Log (Page 31):
  



SAFETEA-LU requires that MPOs undergo reasonable opportunity for comment by the 
public and interested parties, including agencies and certain identified groups such as 
bicycle and pedestrian facility users and representatives of the disabled in addition to 
minority and low income individuals.  The MPO has developed a contact list for use in 
notifying interested parties and citizens regarding MPO activities.  This list is available 
upon request. 

 
Item 3 
 

The following section is added to the Plan as Appendix A-3 (Page 38): 
 
Coordinated Public Transit – Human Services Plan
SAFETEA-LU requires that a unified comprehensive strategy for public transportation 
service delivery that identifies the transportation needs of individuals with disabilities, 
older adults, and individuals with limited incomes, lays out strategies for meeting those 
needs, and prioritizes services to be developed.  While the MPO is not specifically 
required to develop a plan, a regional plan is required for the area that includes the MPO 
Study Area.  The Roanoke Valley-Alleghany Regional Commission and the New River 
Valley Planning District Commission have developed an initial plan that consists of two 
parts.  The two parts, which are entitled: 1) “New River Valley and Roanoke Public 
Mobility Report;” and 2) “Wheels for the Transportation Disadvantaged: Transportation 
Coordination Resource Manual for the New River & Roanoke Valleys” were prepared by 
the Center for Transportation Policy at Virginia Tech and was released on October 20, 
2006.  Copies are available upon request.  The Virginia Department of Rail and Public 
Transportation is currently developing a statewide plan will serve as an input into the 
Long-Range Transportation Plan – 2035 which will be completed in Fiscal Year 2009. 
 
The Roanoke Valley Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (RVAMPO) Policy Board 
adopted both report parts as the first RVAMPO Human Services-Public Transit 
Coordinated Transportation Plan on June 28, 2007. 

 
Item 4 
 
 

The following section is added to the Plan as Appendix A-4 (Page 38): 
 
Safety Planning  
The MPO will work to identify areas where safety in transportation needs to be enhanced.   
Projects identified will be included in the Long Range Plan and TIP.  VDOT has 
developed a statewide Strategic Highway Safety Plan, which is focused on prevention of 
accidents as well as reducing fatality and injury rates.  The MPO will use information 
gather by VDOT and review it with the intention of focusing on specific measures which 
would increase safety within the MPO as well as address current safety concerns.  The 
MPO will support local initiatives including application for grants from the Safe Routes 
to Schools Program. 

 



Item 7 
 

The following section is added as Appendix A-5 (Page 39): 
 
System Management and Operations  
The MPO will work with VDOT to improve and enhance the operation of the existing 
system.  Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) strategies identified by VDOT or 
developed by the MPO will be included in the TIP.  In addition, the MPO will continue to 
support programs such as the SmartWay Bus and Ride Solutions to reduce the number of 
vehicles on the highways. 
 

Item 8 
 

The feedback has been received from stakeholder review of the RVAMPO Long-range 
Transportation Plan 2025 by stakeholder groups listed in the SAFETEA-LU Interested 
Parties list in Item 2 in this amendment as Appendix A-6 (Pages 40-49).  This feedback 
will be incorporated into the development of the next RVAMPO Long-range 
Transportation Plan Update, which is anticipated in early 2009. 
 

 
 

























































































  

Roanoke Valley-Alleghany Regional 
Commission 

 
Ph: 540.343.4417 
Fax: 540.343.4416 

Email: rvarc@rvarc.org 
www.rvarc.org 

 
Mailing Address

ROANOKE VALLEY AREA METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION (MPO) 

 

Voting Members 

 

J. Lee E. Osborne    Intergovernmental Review Agency (Regional Commission) 

 

The Honorable Bobby Pollard   Bedford County 

 

Rusty Richardson    Botetourt County 

The Honorable Wendy Wingo    Botetourt County 

 

The Honorable W.D. “Bill” Bestpitch, V. Chair Roanoke City 

Sherman Holland    Roanoke City 

 

The Honorable Richard C. Flora   Roanoke County 

The Honorable Joe McNamara   Roanoke County 

 

The Honorable Howard C. Packett  City of Salem 

Joe Yates, Jr.     City of Salem 

 

The Honorable Don Davis, Chair   Town of Vinton 

Kevin Boggess     Town of Vinton 

 

Don Wells     Virginia Department of Transportation, Richmond 

 

Chip Holdren     Valley Metro 

 

Jacqueline L. Shuck    Roanoke Regional Airport Commission 
(Efren Gonzalez, Alternate) 
 

 

Non-Voting Members 

 

Mark Rickards     Virginia Dept. of Rail & Public Transportation 

Jennifer DeBruhl    Federal Highway Administration 

Patricia Kampf     Federal Transit Administration 
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