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II. Recommendations 
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Problem Statements

HIGHWAY 

Refer to Appendix B for a more detailed description of each category, Appendix C for an 

inventory of the existing and recommended highway attributes, and Appendix D for a listing of 

typical cross-sections used by NCDOT.

Major Improvements 
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HIGHWAY 

NC 55 Proposed Improvements    Local ID: PAML0001-T B P 
        Last Updated: June, 2011 

Problem Statement 

Justification of Need 

CTP Project Proposal 
Supporting Information: 
Land Use Patterns: 

Natural & Human Environmental Context: 

Multi-modal considerations: 
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Linkages within the overall CTP, other community/state plans, other projects: 

Documentation of public/stakeholder involvement process: 

Crash Data: 
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NC 306 Proposed Improvements   Local ID: PAML0002-H 
        Last Updated: June, 2011

Problem Statement 

Justification of Need 

CTP Project Proposal 
Project Description and Overview 

Supporting Information: 

Land Use Patterns:

Natural & Human Environmental Context: 
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Multi-modal considerations: 

Linkages within the overall CTP, other community/state plans, other projects: 

Documentation of public/stakeholder involvement process (project specific):
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NC 33-304 Proposed Improvements    Local ID: PAML0003-H 
        Last Updated: June, 2011

Problem Statement 

Justification of Need 

CTP Project Proposal 
Project Description and Overview 

Supporting Information: 

Land Use Patterns: 

Natural & Human Environmental Context: 

Multi-modal considerations: 
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Documentation of public/stakeholder involvement process (project specific): 



II - 9 

 

Minor Improvements

SR 1005 (Kershaw Road and Neuse Road) 

SR 1100 (Scott Town Road) 

SR 1302 (Janiero Road) 
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SR 1322 (Trent Road) 
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SR 1324 (Florence Road) 

SR 1322 (Trent Road), SR 1321 (Straight Road), and NC 55 

SR 1324 (Florence Road), SR 1321(Straight Road), and SR 1322 (Trent Road)
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PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION AND RAIL 

CTP Project Proposal 
Project Description 
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BICYCLE 

CTP Project Proposal 
Project Description 

NC 55 
NC 306 
SR 1100 (Scott Town Road) 
SR 1005 (Kershaw Road) 

SR 1321 (Straight Road) 
SR 1322 (Trent Road) 
SR 1349 (White Farm Road) 
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PEDESTRIAN 

CTP Project Proposal 
Project Description 

Grantsboro:
NC 55 –

NC 306 –

Arapahoe:
NC 306 –

Oriental: NC 55 –
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III. Analysis of the Existing and Future Transportation System 

Analysis Methodology and Data Requirements 

Roadway System Analysis 
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Traffic Crash Analysis 
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Bridge Deficiency Assessment 

Public Transportation and Rail 

Community Transportation –

Regional Community Transportation –

Urban Transportation –

Regional Urban Transportation –
.

Intercity Transportation –
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Bicycle and Pedestrians 

Land Use 
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FOR TRANPORTATION PLANNING PURPOSES,
LAND USE IS DIVIDED INTO THE FOLLOWING CATEGORIES

Residential 

Commercial 

Industrial

Public

Agricultural 

Mixed Use 
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Consideration of Natural and Human Environment 

Table 1 – Environmental Features

Land Trust Conservation Properties 
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Table 2 – Restricted Environmental Features
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IV. Public Involvement

Public Drop in Workshop held at the Pamlico County Courthouse in Bayboro on 
September 17, 2009.
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The Pamlico News.
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Appendix A
Resources and Contacts

North Carolina Department of Transportation 
Customer Service Office 

Secretary of Transportation 

Board of Transportation Member 

Highway Division Engineer 

  

Division Project Manager 

Division Construction Engineer 
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Division Traffic Engineer 

Division Operations Engineer 

Division Maintenance Engineer 

District Engineer 

Transportation Planning Branch (TPB) 

Down East Rural Planning Organization (DERPO) 
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Strategic Planning Office 

Project Development & Environmental Analysis Branch (PDEA) 

Secondary Roads Office 

Program Development Branch 

Public Transportation Division 

Rail Division 

Division of Bicycle and Pedestrian Transportation 
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Bridge Maintenance Unit 

Highway Design Branch 

Other State Government Offices 
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Appendix B 
Comprehensive Transportation Plan Definitions

Highway Map 

Freeways 
- Functional purpose
- Posted speed
- Cross section
- Multi-modal elements

- Type of access control
- Access management

- Intersecting facilities

- Driveways

Expressways 
- Functional purpose
- Posted speed
- Cross section
- Multi-modal Elements

- Type of access control
- Access management

- Intersecting facilities

- Driveways
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Boulevards 
- Functional purpose

- Posted speed
- Cross section

Driveway Manual.
- Multi-modal elements

- Type of access control

- Access management

- Intersecting facilities

- Driveways

Other Major Thoroughfares 
- Functional purpose

- Posted speed
- Cross section
- Multi-modal elements

- Type of access control
- Access management

- Intersecting facilities
- Driveways

Driveway Manual.
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Minor Thoroughfares 
- Functional purpose

- Posted speed
- Cross section

- Multi-modal elements

- ROW
- Access management

- Intersecting facilities
- Driveways

Driveway Manual. 

Other Highway Map Definitions 
- Existing
- Needs Improvement

“Needs improvement” does not refer to the maintenance
needs of existing facilities.

- Recommended
- Interchange

- Grade Separation

- Full Control of Access

- Limited Control of Access

- Partial Control of Access

- No Control of Access
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Public Transportation and Rail Map 
- Bus Routes

- Fixed Guideway

- Operational Strategies

- Rail Corridor

o Active

o Inactive

o Recommended
- High Speed Rail Corridor

o Existing –

o Recommended
- Rail Stop
- Intermodal Connector

- Park and Ride Lot

- Existing Grade Separation

- Proposed Grade Separation
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Bicycle Map 
- On-Road Existing

- On-Road Needs Improvement

- On-Road Recommended

- Off-Road Existing

- Off-Road Needs Improvement

- Off-Road Recommended

- Multi-use Path-Existing 

- Multi-use Path-Needs Improvement 

- Multi-use Path-Recommended

- Existing Grade Separation

- Proposed Grade Separation
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Pedestrian Map 
- Sidewalk-Existing

- Sidewalk-Needs Improvement

- Sidewalk-Recommended

- Off Road-Existing

- Off Road-Needs Improvement

- Off Road-Recommended

- Multi-use Path Existing

- Multi-use Path-Needs Improvement 

- Multi-use Path-Recommended

- Existing Grade Separation

- Proposed Grade Separation
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Appendix C
CTP Inventory and Recommendations

Assumptions/ Notes: 
Jurisdiction:

Cross-Section:

ROW:

Existing and Proposed Capacity:

Existing and Proposed AADT

Rec. (Recommended) Cross-section:

CTP Classification:

Tier:

Other Modes:
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Table 3  - Pamlico County CTP Inventory and Recommendations
Highway

Lo
ca

l I
D

Fa
ci

lit
y

Section (From - To)

Ju
ris

di
ct

io
n

D
is

ta
nc

e
(m

i)

2008 Existing System 2035 Proposed System

C
TP

C
la

ss
ifi

ca
tio

n

O
th

er
 M

od
es

Cross-
Section

R
O

W
(ft

)

Sp
ee

d 
Li

m
it

(m
ph

)

Ex
is

tin
g 

A
A

D
T

C
ap

ac
ity

(v
pd

)

20
08

AA
D

T

20
35

A
AD

T

P
ro

po
se

d
A

A
D

T
C

ap
ac

ity
(v

pd
)

R
ec

. 
C

ro
ss

-
Se

ct
io

n

R
O

W
(ft

)

(ft) lanes

PA
M

L0
00

1-
H

N
C

 5
5

Craven Co. Line – Pivet Rd 

Pa
m

lic
o 

C
ou

nt
y

0.21 60 5 100 55 28200 11600 20200 28200 ADQ 100 Maj T
Pivet Rd – Deep Run Dr 1.49 48 4 100 55 28200 10100 17500 28200 ADQ 100 Maj T
Deep Run Dr – SR 1005 2.82 60 5 100 55 28200 10500 18200 28200 ADQ 100 Maj T
SR 1005 – NC 306 3.79 55 5 100 35 ADQ 100 Maj T,B
NC 306 – Camping Rd 0.17 55 5 100 35 28200 10400 18100 28200 ADQ 100 Maj T,B
Camping Rd – 4th St 3.05 33 3 80 35 22000 9900 17200 22000 ADQ 80 Maj T,B,P
4th St – Jackson St 2.73 23 2 80 35 10400 5100 8800 10400 ADQ 80 Maj T
Jackson St – Alligator Loop Rd 2.13 23 2 60 45 10600 4600 8000 10600 ADQ 60 Maj T
Alligator Loop Rd – Trent Rd 1.22 24 2 60 45 10800 3700 6400 10800 ADQ 60 Maj T
Trent Rd – Kershaw Rd 2.82 23 2 60 45 11000 3200 5500 11000 ADQ 60 Maj T
Kershaw Rd – Straight Rd 1.37 23 2 60 45 10800 3700 6400 10800 ADQ 60 Maj T
Straight Rd – Mildred St 0.95 22 2 60 35 12900 2800 4800 12900 ADQ 60 Maj T,P
Mildred St – Begin of Hwy 55 Bridge 0.53 24 2 60 35 ADQ 60 Maj T

PA
M

L0
00

2-
H

N
C

 3
06

S Shore Neuse - N Shore Neuse Ann Dr 0.75 20 2 60 35 10600 1600 2700 12000 K 60 Maj
N Shore Neuse – Blount Rd 2.84 21 2 60 35 10800 3100 5300 12000 K 60 Maj
Blount Rd – Hardison Field Rd 1.43 20 2 100 35 10900 3200 5500 12000 K 60 Maj P
Hardison Field Rd – Scotts Store Rd 5.04 22 2 100 45 10900 3300 5700 12000 K 100 Maj T,B
Scotts Store Rd – NC 55 2.01 22 2 60 35 12000 K 100 Maj T,B
NC 55 – Lucynda Ave 0.37 22 2 60 35 10200 3200 5500 12000 K 60 Maj B
Lucynda Ave – Beaufort Co 4.97 21 2 60 45 10900 1900 3300 12000 K 60 Maj B

PA
M

L0
00

3-
H

N
C

 3
04

NC 55 – Bridge 0.20 22 2 60 35 ADQ 60 Min T
Bridge – Chinchilla Dr 0.44 23 2 60 35 ADQ 60 Min T
Chinchilla Dr – Lynchs Beach Loop Rd 3.42 22 2 60 45 10600 2800 4800 12000 K 60 Min T
Lynchs Beach Loop Rd – Pennsylvania 
Ave 0.87 22 2 100 35 10200 1500 2600 12800 K 100 Min T

Pennsylvania Ave – Half Moon Rd 3.15 22 2 100 35 10900 920 1600 10900 ADQ 100 Min T
Half Moon Rd – Draw Bride (Hobucken) 5.17 22 2 100 45 ADQ 100 Min T
Draw Bridge (Hobucken) – Lowland Rd 0.68 22 2 100 45 10000 840 1400 10000 ADQ 100 Min T
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Local ID-PAML0003H      Facility: NC 33

Pa
m

lic
o 

C
ou

nt
y

Secondary Routes

S
R
1
0
0
5

Facility: SR 1100

Facility: SR 1230

Facility: SR 1302

Facility: SR 1308

Facility: SR 1321

Facility: SR 1322

Facility: SR 1324

Facility: SR 1329

Pamlico County CTP Inventory and Recommendations
Highway
2008 Existing System 2035 Proposed System
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Pamlico County CTP Public Transportation
PA

M
L

00
01

-T

NC 55

PA
M

L
00

03
-T

NC 304

PA
M

L
00

02
-T

NC 306
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Pamlico County CTP Bicycle and Pedestrian
BICYCLE

Local ID Facility/ 
Route Section (From - To) Distance

(mi)

Proposed System
Cross-Section Type

Other 
Modes

PAML0001-B NC 55

PAML0002-B NC 306

PAML0003-B
Path:

SR 1322, SR 
1329, SR 1321

PAML0004-B SR 1100

PAML0005-B SR 1005

PAML0006-B SR 1349
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Pamlico County CTP Bicycle and Pedestrian
PEDESTRIAN

Local ID

PAML0001-P NC 55
(Grantsboro)

PAML0002-P NC 306
(Grantsboro)

PAML0002-P NC 306
(Arapahoe)

PAML0001-P NC 55
(Oriental)
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Appendix D
Typical Cross Sections
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2 A

2 B

2 C

TYPICAL HIGHWAY CROSS SECTIONS

WIDE PAVED SHOULDERS
POSTED SPEED = 35 MPH OR LESS

50’ MIN. RIGHT OF WAY

10' 10'

4'
P.S.

4'
P.S.

6'6'

 WIDE PAVED SHOULDERS
POSTED SPEED = 55 MPH

12'12'

5'
P.S.

8'

5'
P.S.

8'

60’ MIN.
RIGHT OF WAY

2 LANES

WIDE PAVED SHOULDERS
POSTED SPEED = 45 MPH OR LESS

11'11'

4'
P.S.

8'

4'
P.S.

8'

60’ MIN. .RIGHT OF WAY

D-3

FIGURE 10



2 D

90' RIGHT OF WAY

2 E

2 F

TYPICAL HIGHWAY CROSS SECTIONS
2 LANES

CLEAR ZONE CLEAR ZONE

6' - 16' 6' - 16'

10' - 20'
CLEAR ZONE

10' - 20'
CLEAR ZONE

SIDEWALKSIDEWALK

5'2' 11'11'

BUFFERS AND SIDEWALKS WITHOUT A ROADWAY DITCH
(20 MPH TO 45 MPH)

(TYPICALLY COASTAL AREA MANAGEMENT ACT COUNTIES)

5' 2'4' P.S.

MIN.MIN.
4' P.S.       

60' - 80’ RIGHT OF WAY

BIKE
LANE

BIKE
LANE

11' 5' 2' 10'

5'

11'5'2'10'

5'

SIDEWALKSIDEWALK

CURB AND GUTTER
WITH BIKE LANES AND SIDEWALKS

60' RIGHT OF WAY

MIN.MIN.

MIN. MIN.

4' P.S4' P.S

11'11' 8'8'

SIDEWALK PLACEMENT BEHIND A ROADWAY DITCH

5'

SIDEWALK SIDEWALK
MIN.MIN.

5'2' 5' 5' 2'
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11' 10'

5'

11'2'10'

5'

MIN. MIN.

MIN.MIN.

SIDEWALKSIDEWALK PARKING PARKING

CURB & GUTTER - PARKING ON EACH SIDE

5'8' 2'8'5'

85' MIN. RIGHT OF WAY

11' 10'

5'

11'2'10'

5'

MIN.

MIN.MIN.

MIN. MIN.

MIN.MIN.

MIN.
SIDEWALK

SIDEWALK SIDEWALK

SIDEWALKPARKING

CURB & GUTTER - PARKING ON ONE SIDE

5'8' 2'5'

75' MIN. RIGHT OF WAY

RAISED MEDIAN WITH CURB & GUTTER

23' (17’- 6” MIN.)
MEDIAN

LANDSCAPED MEDIAN
IN ACCORDANCE

WITH POLICY

11'

BIKE
LANE

BIKE
LANE

10'

5'

11'5'2'

5'

5' 2' 10'

80 - 90' RIGHT OF WAY

TYPICAL HIGHWAY CROSS SECTIONS
2 LANES

2 G

2 H

2 I

BIKE
LANE

BIKE
LANE

BIKE
LANE

BIKE
LANE

SCHOOL BUS
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8'

3 A

3 B

TYPICAL HIGHWAY CROSS SECTIONS
3 LANES

11' 14' 2' 10'
MIN.MIN.

5'

MIN.MIN.

14'2'10'

5'

SIDEWALKSIDEWALK

CURB & GUTTER WITH WIDE OUTSIDE LANES AND SIDEWALKS

80' MIN. RIGHT OF WAY

11' 11'

4'-5' 4'-5' 

P.S. P.S. 
11'

WIDE PAVED SHOULDERS

 80’ MIN.  RIGHT OF WAY

8'
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SCHOOL BUS

4 A

4 B

4 C

TYPICAL HIGHWAY CROSS SECTIONS
4 LANES

12' 12'12'12'

DIVIDED WITH MEDIAN - NO CURB & GUTTER 
PARTIAL CONTROL OF ACCESS

30' MIN. MEDIAN

150' MIN. RIGHT OF WAY

2'

6'

2'
P.S. P.S.

6'

8'

4’-5'
P.S.

8'

4'-5'
P.S.

4'
P.S.

12' 12' 12'46' MIN. MEDIAN12'

6'

12'12'

6'

4'
P.S.

180’ MIN. RIGHT OF WAY (LIMITED CONTROL OF ACCESS)
250’- 300’ MIN. RIGHT OF WAY (FULL CONTROL OF ACCESS)

DIVIDED WITH MEDIAN
FULL OR LIMITED CONTROL OF ACCESS

4’-10' P.S.                      4’ -10' P.S.

RAISED MEDIAN WITH WIDE OUTSIDE LANES AND SIDEWALKS

23' (17’-6 “ MIN.) 11' 14'
SIDEWALK SIDEWALK

10'

5'

MIN.MIN.

11'14'2'

5'

2' 10'
MIN.MIN.

110’ MIN. RIGHT OF WAY

LANDSCAPED MEDIAN
IN ACCORDANCE

WITH POLICY
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110’ MIN. RIGHT OF WAY

SCHOOL BUS

4 E

5 A

4 D

BIKE
LANE

BIKE
LANE

BIKE
LANE

BIKE
LANE

TYPICAL HIGHWAY CROSS SECTIONS
4 LANES

5 LANES

RAISED MEDIAN - CURB & GUTTER WITH BIKE LANES AND SIDEWALKS

23' (17’-6” MIN.) MEDIAN 11' 11'
SIDEWALK SIDEWALK

10'

5'

11'11'5'2'

5'

MIN.

MIN.

MIN.

MIN.
5' 2' 10'

GRASS MEDIAN WITH BIKE LANES AND SIDEWALKS

11'

6'6'

11' 5' 2' 10'

5'

MIN.

MIN.

MIN.

MIN.

SIDEWALKSIDEWALK

120’ - 135’ RIGHT OF WAY

46' (30’ MIN.)

4'
P.S.

11'11'5'2'

4'
P.S.

11' 11' 14' 2' 10'

5'

11'14'2'10'

5'

MIN.

MIN.

MIN.

MIN.

SIDEWALKSIDEWALK

WIDE OUTSIDE LANES

100' MIN. RIGHT OF WAY

10'

5'

LANDSCAPED MEDIAN
IN ACCORDANCE

WITH POLICY
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SCHOOL BUS

DIVIDED WITH GRASS MEDIAN

300' MIN. RIGHT OF WAY

46' MIN. MEDIAN

12' P.S. 12' P.S.

12'

14'14'

12' 12'

12' P.S.

14'12'12'12'14'

12' P.S.

6 B

8 A

6 A

TYPICAL HIGHWAY CROSS SECTIONS
6 LANES

8 LANES

 RAISED MEDIAN - CURB & GUTTER WITH SIDEWALKS

11'-12' 11'-12' 11'-12' 2' 10'
SIDEWALK SIDEWALK

10'

5'

MIN.

MIN.MIN.

MIN.

11'-12'11'-12'11'-12'2'

5'

11'-12'11'-12'

160' MIN.

23’ (17'- 6” MIN.)
MEDIAN

RAISED MEDIAN - CURB & GUTTER WITH WIDE OUTSIDE LANES AND SIDEWALKS

23' (17’-6” MIN.)MEDIAN 11'-12' 11'-12' 14' 2' 10'

SIDEWALK SIDEWALK

10'

5'

MIN.

MIN.MIN.

MIN.

150' MIN. RIGHT OF WAY

11'-12'11'-12'14'2'

5'

LANDSCAPED MEDIAN
IN ACCORDANCE

WITH POLICY

LANDSCAPED MEDIAN
IN ACCORDANCE

WITH POLICY
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M A

M B

TYPICAL MULTI - USE PATH

5' 5'

40' MIN. ADDITIONAL RIGHT OF WAY

5'5'

2' 3'2'3'

MULTI - USE PATH 
ADJACENT TO RIGHT OF WAY OR SEPARATE PATHWAY

4' P.S

R/W

12'
TRAVEL

LANE

8'

CLEAR ZONE

RIGHT OF WAY LIMIT
FOR HIGHWAY

R/W
MINIMUM
RIGHT OF WAY LIMIT
FOR PLACEMENT
OF 5’ SIDEWALK

2'
BIKE
LANE

5'11'-12'
TRAVEL

LANE

5'9.5' 5'

25'

ADDITIONAL R/W 
MAY BE REQUIRED

'5'-6'

MULTI - USE PATH ADJACENT TO  CURB AND GUTTER

2'2'
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Appendix E
Level of Service Definitions

LOS A

LOS B

LOS C

LOS D

LOS E

LOS F
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Figure 11 - Level of Service Illustrations

Level of Service A
Driver Comfort:
Maximum Density:

Level of Service B
Driver Comfort:
Maximum Density:

Level of Service C
Driver Comfort:

Maximum Density:
Level of Service D

Driver Comfort:
Maximum Density:

Level of Service E
Driver Comfort:

Maximum Density:

Level of Service F
Driver Comfort:

Maximum Density:
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Appendix F
Traffic Crash Analysis

Severity Severity Index Severity Severity Index 
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Table 4 - Crash Locations* 

Map
Index Intersection Average 

Severity Total Crashes
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Appendix G
Bridge Deficiency Assessment

structural adequacy and safety 
serviceability and functional obsolescence 
essentiality for public use 
type of structure 
traffic safety features 

deficient
Structurally deficient

functionally obsolete
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*SR-- ***TTST-- **SV--   

Table 5 - Deficient Bridges
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Appendix H
Public Involvement

Flyers Distributed to Announce Public Drop-in Sessions, 
Newspaper Publication Announcing Public Meetings to Present  

Proposed Road Improvements, 
and

Results of Survey Conducted to Obtain Public Feedback Regarding 
Transportation Issues in Pamlico County 

Welcome!
Pamlico County

Comprehensive Transportation Plan
Public Informational Drop-In Sessions

September 17th, 2009
3:00 - 5:00 p.m. and 6:00 - 8:00 p.m.

THANK YOU FOR JOINING US
THIS EVENING!

Pick up copies of the brochures
Take a moment to look over the maps
Talk with NCDOT and County representatives
Ask questions!
Offer comments!

Please be sure to:

Why?
To Present 
the Draft 

Plan, take 
comments 
and answer 
questions
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Pamlico County Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CTP) 
Survey Results 

1.

Response   Response 
Percent    Count 

Arapahoe       13.3%    10

Oriental 21.3% 16

answered question    75
skipped question    3

2.
People in       Response   Response 
Household      Percent    Count 

2        50.7%    38

answered question    75
skipped question    3 

3.
Response   Response 
Percent    Count 

Yes 94.7% 71

answered question    75
skipped question    3 

4.
Response   Response 
Percent    Count 

Yes 52.6% 40

answered question    76
skipped question    2 
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5. 
Response   Response  
Percent   Count 

No        73.3%    55

answered question    75
skipped question      3 

6.

Response   Response 
Percent    Count 

Yes 73.7% 56

answered question    76
skipped question    2 

Minnesott- Cherry Branch
Every   Once a   Two/Three Once   Once   Once a   Response 
Day   Week   Times  Per   Every 6  Per  Year   Count  
      Week   Month   Months 

34.5%
   (19)

Aurora-Bayview
Every   Once a   Two/Three Once   Once   Once a   Response 
Day   Week   Times  Per   Every 6  Per  Year   Count  
      Week   Month   Months 

38.9% 38.9%
  (7)   (7)

answered question    55
skipped question    23

7.

Strongly  Agree   No Sure  Disagree  Strongly  Response 
Agree         Disagree   Count 

30.0% (21) 

38.2% (26)  

37.1% (26) 

answered question    72  
skipped question    6 

8.

Response   Response  
Percent  Count 

Yes 
74.7%    56

answered question    75 
skipped question     3 
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9.
Response   Response  
Percent   Count 

Bayboro      42.1%    24

answered question    57
skipped question    21

10.
Very   Somewhat  Not Sure  Somewhat  Not   Response 
Important  Important    Not   Important  Count 

Important 

A. INCREASED 53.3% (40) 
TRANSPORTATION CHOICES: 

B. INCREASED PUBLIC 36.0% (27) 
TRANSPORTATION OPTIONS:  

C. FASTER AUTOMOBILE 27.0% (20) 
TRAVEL TIMES:

D. COMMUNITY AND 49.3% (37) 
RURAL CULTURE PRESERVATION:  

E. ENVIRONMENTAL 49.3% (37) 
PROTECTION:  

F. ECONOMIC GROWTH: 49.3% (37) 

G. SERVICE OF SPECIAL 51.4% (37) 
NEEDS:

H. ACCESS: 44.0% (33)

answered question    75
skipped question    3 
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11.

A. SIDEWALKS 

B. OFF ROAD TRAILS  
OR GREENWAYS  
FOR WALKING &  
BIKING? 

C. ON-ROAD BICYCLE  
FACILITIES SUCH AS 
BIKE LANES AND  
WIDE-SHOULDERS? 

D. BUS SERVICE 
AROUND 
YOUR AREA? 

E.  COMMUTER RAIL? 

E. PARK-N-RIDE LOTS?
(Parking areas at 
transit 
stations or bus stops 
to
facilitate the use of 
public 
transportation and  
carpooling). 

12.

Answer Options Response Percent Response Count

answered question 76
skipped question 2

Answer Options Response Percent Response Count

answered question 73
skipped question 5

Answer Options Response Percent Response Count

answered question 73
skipped question 5

Answer Options Response Percent Response Count

answered question 76
skipped question 2

Answer Options Response Percent Response Count

answered question 73
skipped question 5

Answer Options Response Percent Response Count

answered question 73
skipped question 5

Answer Options Response Count

answered question 28
skipped question 50
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13.

14.

15.

Answer Options Response Percent Response Count

answered question 72
skipped question 6

16.

Answer Options Response Percent Response Count

answered question 65
skipped question 13

Answer Options Response Percent Response Count

answered question 73
skipped question 5

Answer Options Response Percent Response Count

answered question 70
skipped question 8
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17.

Answer Options Response Percent Response Count

answered question 70
skipped question 8
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