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OverviewOverview

Overview of AlternativesOverview of Alternatives
What alternatives are being considered?What alternatives are being considered?
What are the key differences?What are the key differences?

Alternatives Screening DecisionsAlternatives Screening Decisions
What did NCTA propose to study in detail?What did NCTA propose to study in detail?
What did the resource agencies recommend?What did the resource agencies recommend?
What happens next?What happens next?



Alternatives ConsideredAlternatives Considered

No BuildNo Build
Improve Existing RoadsImprove Existing Roads
Build MidBuild Mid--Currituck BridgeCurrituck Bridge

With and without improving existing roadsWith and without improving existing roads

Ferry Service, TransitFerry Service, Transit
Various other alternativesVarious other alternatives



Alternatives ConsideredAlternatives Considered

Two ImproveTwo Improve--Existing Roads AlternativesExisting Roads Alternatives
ER1ER1
ER2 ER2 

Both involve widening NC 12 and US 158, Both involve widening NC 12 and US 158, 
without building a new bridgewithout building a new bridge
Key difference:Key difference:

ER1 widens NC 12 to ER1 widens NC 12 to 44 lanes in Dare Countylanes in Dare County
ER2 widens NC12 to ER2 widens NC12 to 33 lanes in Dare Countylanes in Dare County







Alternatives ConsideredAlternatives Considered

Four MidFour Mid--Currituck Bridge Alternatives:Currituck Bridge Alternatives:
MCB1 MCB1 –– bridge plus ER1bridge plus ER1
MCB2 MCB2 –– bridge plus ER2bridge plus ER2
MCB3MCB3 –– bridge with some road improvementsbridge with some road improvements
MCB4MCB4 –– bridge with some road improvementsbridge with some road improvements

Key differences:Key differences:
MCB3 and 4 mainly involve building a bridge; MCB3 and 4 mainly involve building a bridge; 
road improvements are a small part of the cost.road improvements are a small part of the cost.







Key ConsiderationsKey Considerations

Factors considered include:Factors considered include:
Ability to meet purpose and needAbility to meet purpose and need

Travel time; congestion relief; hurricane evacuationTravel time; congestion relief; hurricane evacuation

Impacts on natural environmentImpacts on natural environment
Impacts on communities/quality of lifeImpacts on communities/quality of life
CostCost
Ability to generate toll revenuesAbility to generate toll revenues











Agency Recommendations Agency Recommendations 

NCTA/FHWANCTA/FHWA::
Drop Drop 

ER1, ER2ER1, ER2
MCB1, MCB2MCB1, MCB2
Ferry, Transit, Etc.Ferry, Transit, Etc.

Carry ForwardCarry Forward
MCB3MCB3
MCB4MCB4
No BuildNo Build

Resource AgenciesResource Agencies
DropDrop

ER1ER1
MCB1MCB1
Ferry, Transit, Etc.Ferry, Transit, Etc.

Carry ForwardCarry Forward
ER2, MCB2ER2, MCB2
MCB3MCB3
MCB4MCB4
No BuildNo Build



Current StatusCurrent Status

We have made some progress with the We have made some progress with the 
agencies:agencies:

ER1 droppedER1 dropped
Ferry droppedFerry dropped

We now have to decide whether to We now have to decide whether to 
conduct additional study of ER2 / MCB2.conduct additional study of ER2 / MCB2.



Decision PointDecision Point

Proceed with MCB3 and MCB4 onlyProceed with MCB3 and MCB4 only
Allowed under 6002 processAllowed under 6002 process
Risk of permit denialRisk of permit denial

-- or or --

Conduct additional study of ER2 and MCB2Conduct additional study of ER2 and MCB2
Additional delay and costAdditional delay and cost
Uncertainty about ultimate outcomeUncertainty about ultimate outcome



Factors to ConsiderFactors to Consider

Project history / agency perspectivesProject history / agency perspectives
Legal standards for screening alternativesLegal standards for screening alternatives
Legal standards for permit decisionsLegal standards for permit decisions
Flexibility in 6002 processFlexibility in 6002 process
FHWA role as lead agencyFHWA role as lead agency
Need to obtain permitsNeed to obtain permits



Potential Path ForwardPotential Path Forward

Refine bridge alternativesRefine bridge alternatives
Including minimization and mitigationIncluding minimization and mitigation

Develop additional information on cost and Develop additional information on cost and 
impacts of ER2 and MCB2impacts of ER2 and MCB2

With "caveat"With "caveat"

Develop additional information on financial Develop additional information on financial 
feasibility of all alternatives.feasibility of all alternatives.



Ongoing Activities / Next StepsOngoing Activities / Next Steps

OngoingOngoing
Internal NCTA assessmentInternal NCTA assessment
Coordination with FHWACoordination with FHWA

Next StepsNext Steps
Meet with agenciesMeet with agencies
Public communication of decisionPublic communication of decision
Proceed fullProceed full--steam with DEIS preparationsteam with DEIS preparation
Possible additional work on ER2/MCB2Possible additional work on ER2/MCB2
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