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Meeting Agenda

• Introductions

• Schedule Update

• Socioeconomic Data Review

• Stakeholder Survey Results Review

• Discussion

• Next Steps
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https://arcg.is/18fyei1

Introductions by LCP Areas

https://arcg.is/18fyei1


Schedule
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Task Description 2023 2024
Apr May Jun July Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan

1 § 5310 & ROAP Program Assessment
2 Existing Services & Unmet Trans. Needs Assess.

Surveys (2)

3 Strategies to Address Unmet Transportation Needs
Virtual Room
Communications Packet
Virtual Community Workshops (3)

4 Priorities for Implementation
5 Statewide LCP Documentation

Coordinating Committee Meetings



Socioeconomic Data Review
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Population Density
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Population Density
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Population Density
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Population Density
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Older Adults
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20.4% 19.4%

14.4%

District 1 District 2 District 3

% of Older Adults (65+) | Coastal Plains

Low 65+ 
Pop, High 
Total Pop

High 65+ 
Pop, High 
Total Pop

Low 65+ 
Pop, Low 
Total Pop

High 65+ 
Pop, Low 
Total Pop Source: ACS 5-Year Estimates 2017-2021



Older Adults
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% of Older Adults (65+) | Eastern Piedmont

Source: ACS 5-Year Estimates 2017-2021



Older Adults
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% of Older Adults (65+) | Western Piedmont
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20.7%
24.0%

District 9 District 10

Older Adults
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Low 65+ 
Pop, High 
Total Pop
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% of Older Adults (65+) | Mountains

Source: ACS 5-Year Estimates 2017-2021



Persons with Disabilities
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Source: ACS 5-Year Estimates 2017-2021



Persons with Disabilities
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Persons with Disabilities
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Persons with Disabilities
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Stakeholder Survey Results
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Stakeholder Survey | North Carolina
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Stakeholder Survey |
Challenges to Meet Mobility Needs
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Stakeholder Survey |Top 5 Strategies to 
Improve the Effectiveness of §5310 funding
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Stakeholder Survey | Bottom 5 Strategies to 
Improve the Effectiveness of §5310 funding
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Stakeholder Survey | Projects/Coordination 
Actions to Meet Mobility Needs
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Stakeholder Survey |
Similarities and Differences in Results
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1 Limited Funding

Increased funding 
for expansion of 
transit services

1

1
Contracting out 
transportation 
services

Similarities

Challenges

Most 
effective 
strategy

Least 
effective 
strategy

Differences
• Limited Services
• Service Spans
• Service Expansion

• Increased funding for 
reliable/accessible fleets 
within FTA useful life

Challenges

Most 
effective 
strategy

• Development of one-stop 
info/coordination centers

• Increased support for 
workforce connections

Least 
effective 
strategies

• Inclusion of new trip 
purposes

Project/ 
Coordination 
Actions

Improve service 
efficiency & coord.1

Project/ 
Coordination 
Actions

• Mobility managers



Discussion
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Discussion Questions

• The results are relatively uniform across North Carolina, does that 
surprise you?

• After seeing the results, are there any other needs specific to your 
organization that you can think of?

• Any new strategies to address the needs?
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Next Steps
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Next Steps

• Public Meetings
• September 7, 4pm: Sign up here!
• September 13, 10am: Sign up here!
• September 13, 6pm: Sign up here!
• Overview of Presentation

• Project Overview
• Socioeconomic Data and Existing 

Services Review
• Engagement
• Questions/Discussion
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https://benesch.zoom.us/meeting/register/tZIvc-Corz4rHd1p73HXh61U46vAOQn0VPHD
https://benesch.zoom.us/meeting/register/tZYsdO2ppjsqH9IdX6N8XBOGKWfYkpmZ9mLC
https://benesch.zoom.us/meeting/register/tZIuc-qvpzgqGtbx7d7wW2HuofL_6YzExC4U


Next Steps

• Promote the upcoming:
• Virtual public workshops
• Public input survey: https://arcg.is/feiXK
• Virtual Room
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Take the Survey! Visit the Virtual Room!

https://arcg.is/feiXK


Next Steps

Help us spread the word!
• Go to the NCDOT Connect LCP Site

• Download and print materials to distribute to 
your riders and the general public!

• https://connect.ncdot.gov/business/Tran
sit/Pages/LCP-Update.aspx
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https://connect.ncdot.gov/business/Transit/Pages/LCP-Update.aspx
https://connect.ncdot.gov/business/Transit/Pages/LCP-Update.aspx


Thank you
John Vine-Hodge
javinehodge@ncdot.gov

Hart Evans
jhevans1@ncdot.gov

Laura Everitt
leveritt@benesch.com

Kayla Huetten
khuetten@benesch.com 

mailto:javinehodge@ncdot.gov
mailto:jhevans1@ncdot.gov
mailto:leveritt@benesch.com
mailto:khuetten@benesch.com
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