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 RESOLUTION NO. 2009-03-GUAMPO 
SUPPORTING ADOPTION OF FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION MAP CHANGES 

INDICATING ADDITION OF SW BYPASS PROJECT (TIP # R-2250) BY THE NORTH 
CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION AND FEDERAL HIGHWAY 

ADMINISTRATION 
 
 
 WHEREAS, the Transportation Advisory Committee is the governing body of the 
Greenville Urban Area Metropolitan Planning Organization; and 
 

WHEREAS, Functional Classification is the process by which streets and highways are 
grouped into classes, or systems, according to the character of service they are intended to provide; 
and 

WHEREAS, the classifications are based on whether the area is rural or urban and is 
grouped into arterials, collectors and local streets, and 
 

WHEREAS, the functional classification maps are being revised to reflect the Southwest 
Bypass Project (TIP project number R-2250) 
 

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Planning Organization Transportation Advisory 
Committee did review the Functional Classification System maps attached to this resolution.  

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Transportation Advisory Committee of 

the Greenville Urban Area MPO that it does hereby support the revision and adoption of the 
North Carolina Functional Classification Maps for the Greenville Urbanized Area and Pitt 
County detailing the addition of the Southwest Bypass Project (TIP # R-2250) by the North 
Carolina Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration.. 

 
  This 17th day of March, 2009. 
 

                
Mayor Patricia C. Dunn, Chairperson 
Transportation Advisory Committee 
Greenville Urban Area 

 
 
 
                                                           
Amanda Braddy, Secretary   
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MEMORANDUM 
 
TO: Wesley B. Anderson, TCC Chairman 
 
FROM:  Daryl Vreeland, AICP, Transportation Planner 
 
DATE:   January 9, 2009 
 
SUBJECT:  Greenville Urban Area Metropolitan Planning Organization 

2009-2010 Transportation Improvement Priorities  
 
 
As you know, the Greenville Urban Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) has begun its 
Transportation Improvement Priorities public involvement process.  This begins what is normally a 
two-year process to develop the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) and the 
Greenville Urban Area MPO’s Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP).  
Attached is the timetable showing the complete STIP/MTIP process. 
 
The Greenville Urban Area MPO public involvement process solicits input, ideas, and concerns 
regarding transportation from area citizens.  Open House information sessions were held in the 
Winterville Town Hall (January 7th) and Sheppard Memorial Library (January 9th). We obtained 
written comments through a variety of means.  Please find attached public comments received by the 
City of Greenville.  
 
Also, please find attached a copy of the “draft” 2009-2010 Transportation Improvement Priorities 
list.  On January 14, 2009, the MPO’s Technical Coordinating Committee (TCC) will review the 
“draft” Greenville Urban Area MPO 2009-2010 Transportation Improvement Priorities list and revise 
as appropriate (Resolution 2009-04-GUAMPO, attached).  Also, please find attached our 2007-2008 
Priorities list adopted by the TAC on November 16, 2007. 
 
Not much has changed since the 2007-2008 Priorities list was adopted. The changes are reflected in 
the “LPA draft” 2009-2010 list.  Proposed changes and edits are presented as follows: 
 
Recommended changes to the Highway Improvement Priorities list are: 
 

• Remove Priority #17: New College Hill Drive.  This project intended to construct a multi-
lane urban section facility on new location from Fourteenth Street to College Hill Drive with 
a link to the Green Mill Run greenway. 

 
• Add new project:  NC102, from NC 11 to Verna Avenue, widen to multi-lane with sidewalks.  

Improve existing section to a 5 lane facility near NC-11 and tapering down to a 3-lane facility 
heading east towards Verna Avenue. 

 
• Modify description of priority #3 as indicated (to match STIP):  EVANS STREET AND OLD 

TAR ROAD (SR-1700) - Widen existing two/three-lane roadway to multi-lane urban section 
facility with sidewalk, bicycle, and landscaping improvements from Greenville Boulevard 
(US-264A) to Worthington Road/Cooper Street (SR-1711) (3.8 miles) (ID No.  U-2817) 
;programmed for planning and environmental studies only for the entire section).   
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• Add new project (to match STIP):  Fourteenth Street, Railroad grade separation at CSX 
Transportation crossing 641, 641E (ID No. U-3839). 

 
Recommended changes to the Local Projects list are: 

• Remove:  BROWNLEA DRIVE EXTENSION PHASE III – Construct primarily on new 
location a multi-lane urban section facility with sidewalk from Sixth Street to Tenth Street  
(0.2 miles). 

 
Recommended changes to the Bridge Replacement Improvements list are: 

• Remove priority #1 (project has been constructed): NC-102 BRIDGE NO. 53 - Replacement 
of an existing bridge over Swift Creek east of Ayden (ID No. B-4231). 

• Add new project:  NC-903 BRIDGE NO. 9 - Replacement of an existing bridge over Swift 
Creek east of Ayden (ID No. B-4232).  

• Add new project: KING GEORGE ROAD BRIDGE NO. 421 – Replacement of an 
existing bridge over Meeting House Branch. (ID No. B-5100) 

 
There are no changes regarding the Highway Spot Safety list.  
 
Regarding the Bicycle/Enhancement Project list: 

• Recommend renaming this section to Bicycle and Pedestrian Projects  (to match STIP) 
• Modify project (to correct STIP number):  South Tar River Greenway - construct new bicycle 

path/greenway from Town Common to Green Mill Run Greenway (3 miles) (ID No. EB-
4702)  

• Modify project (to match TIP):  GREEN MILL RUN GREENWAY PHASE II 
COMPLETION - Construct new bicycle path from Charles Boulevard to Hooker Road 
Evans Park (1.0 miles).  (ID No. EB-4996) 

• Modify project (to match STIP): PARKERS CREEK GREENWAY/BICYCLE PATH - 
Construct new bicycle path along Parkers Creek from SR-1579 (Staton Road) to River 
Park North (3.4 miles). (ID No. EB-4997) 

• Add project: GREEN MILL RUN, NATURAL CORRIDOR – Construct new multi-
use path from terminus of existing Green Mill Run greenway to where main stem of 
Green Mill Run meets a southern fork of the creek system, just East of Evans Road.  
Corridor would provide connectivity to the Green Mill Run Greenway. 

• Add project:  SCHOOLHOUSE BRANCH GREENWAY & COMPLETION OF 3RD 
STREET CONNECTOR – Construct multi-use path along Schoolhouse Branch from 
South Tar River Trail to medical complex area. 

 
Recommended changes to the Public Transportation list (indicated in bold): 

• Intermodal Transportation Center – Design, acquire land, and construct a multimodal 
transfer center for intercity buses, GREAT, ECU Student Transit, PATS, taxis, and 
possibly passenger rail (ID No.  TD-4716B). 

• OPERATING, PLANNING AND CAPITAL ASSISTANCE - For Transit operations 
from        07-01-079 through 06-30-15 

• TRANSIT CAPITAL ITEMS – Projects listed in 20079-20135 MTIP 
• Relocation of CSX Rail Switching Station.  This project will include the relocation of the 

CSX switching station and track improvements on the Norfolk Southern and CSX systems. 
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As is custom, the “draft” Transportation Improvement Priorities (as revised by the TCC) is presented 
to the local governing bodies before the MPO’s Transportation Advisory Committee (TAC) formally 
considers the Priorities on March 17, 2009. 
 
It is requested that the TCC review and recommend a draft version of the priorities list for adoption 
by the TAC. 
 
If you have any questions, do not hesitate to call me at 329-4476. 
 
Attachments 
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Daryl Vreeland 

From: Donna [smartdiva@suddenlink.net]
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2009 3:34 PM
To: Daryl Vreeland
Subject: Transportation improvement - Winterville
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1/6/2009

January 6, 2009 
  
I noted the opportunity for public input regarding transportation in the Winterville/Greenville area. 
  
There are multiple issues that should be given priority. 
The four way stop signs on Forlines Road, Reedy Branch and Frog Level are safety hazards. The four way stop signs should be 
replaced as soon as possible with traffic lights. 
  
The traffic pattern on Forlines Road should be carefully evaluated. There are two schools, residential on Forlines Road and our 
subdivision that primarily depend on access via the bridge on Forlines between Reedy Branch and Red Forbes. Closure of the 
bridge on Forlines Road creates a safety problem for this area. When the bridge is closed all school traffic requires to be re routed. 
In the case of an emergency 
access to this area for emergency vehicles is more difficult. 
  
The intersection of Hwy 903, Red Forbes and Poccosin needs to be redesigned. That intersection is a safety hazard and when the 
Forlines bridge is closed their have been many accidents. The intersection alignment does not offer a line of sight for anyone 
traveling on 903 into Winterville. If the bridge on Forlines Road is closed most of the school traffic funnels through that intersection. 
  
South Central High School and Manchester subdivision only have access from Forlines Road. If for any reason Forlines is closed 
between Red Forbes and Frog Level emergency vehicle access will be extremely limited. 
  
The Forlines bridge should be reassessed as far as capacity. The bridge has a limited weight capacity but every afternoon school 
buses sit on the bridge as they wait to proceed through the four way stop at 
Reedy Branch. 
  
There are very limited walkways and pathways in our area. The development of sidewalks and walking paths should be a priority. 
  
  
Donna Smart 
Manchester Subdivision 
Winterville 
  



Daryl Vreeland 

From: Prati, Robert [PRATIR@ecu.edu]
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2009 6:20 PM
To: Daryl Vreeland
Subject: GREENVILLE TRANSPORTATION 
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Greenville Urban Area MPO, c/o Public Works Dept., PO Box 7207, Greenville, NC 27835-7207 
  
Comments/suggestions: 
  
You are surely well-aware that local traffic has rapidly reached nightmare congestion in merely the past 3-4 years.  Some suggested areas 
needing priority attention: 
  

Evans/Old Tar needs to be widened (like Firetower) from Greenville Blvd all the way south into Winterville.  With more and more 
housing popping up unchecked everywhere, the traffic continues to flow nonstop, or until it becomes a parking lot north and south of 
Firetower on this road.  It’s unbelievable!  More and more people are free-wheeling through the Lynndale and Bedford 
neighborhoods in effort of finding shortcuts and avoiding the parking-lot-roads.  
Widening Firetower was a great idea/much needed, but also needs to continue through to Portertown, because Firetower is already 
a major E-W thoroughfare  
Then Portertown also needs to be widened up north through to 10th Street, allowing a nearly complete circle of most of the city with 
a four lane road system.  All major cities have a loop to help massive traffic flows and commuters.  Loops are key to reducing 
congestion.  
Timing the light signals better would also be nice – shouldn’t there be a team of engineers to work this?  Computerization?  Sub-
surface signal trips?  
A light is BADLY needed at the egress of the new Ashcroft subdivision onto Firetower road (right across from the actual old metal 
Fire-Tower on Firetower road).  I know of more people complaining about almost getting killed there than anywhere else in town.  
This has been the case for several years.  I’ve personally seen at least two accidents there recently, though surely there have been 
many more.  
A 10th street connector (old topic of discussion) to Stantonsburg/264 is still desperately needed and probably still more than a 
decade off…. But worth mentioning nonetheless.  

  
If more than one of these happen in the next five years, I’ll be very impressed.  Thanks for reading and considering requests from 
frustrated motorists. 
  
(And this is coming from a patient driver who used to drive regularly in Atlanta, Dallas and San Diego – some of the more congested cities 
in the country.) 
  
Dr. Robert Prati 
Department of Finance 
College of Business, Bate 3131 
East Carolina University 
Greenville, NC  27858 
Phone: (252) 328-6560 
Email: PratiR@ecu.edu 
  

 
"Do what you can, with what you have, where you are."  President Theodore Roosevelt, 1901 
  
This communication, together with any attachments hereto or links contained herein, is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain information that is confidential or legally protected. If you are not the 
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any review, disclosure, copying, dissemination, distribution or use of this communication is STRICTLY PROHIBITED.  If you have received this communication in error, 
please notify the sender immediately by return email message and delete the original and all copies of the communication, along with any attachments hereto or links herein, from your system. 
  



Daryl Vreeland 

From: Tom L. Adkisson [pivomaker@hotmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2009 9:14 AM
To: Daryl Vreeland
Subject: Transportation Planning for Greenville
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I would just like to voice my support for more bike friendly additions to our fair city. Bike lanes, greenways, etc., 
would be a welcome sight! The benefits are numerous. A more fit population, reducing pollution and dependence 
on oil, and family entertainment are just a few of these benefits. 
 
Thanks for taking my views into consideration. 
 
Tom Adkisson 
202 Lancelot Drive 
Greenville, NC 27858 
558-1919 
 

Windows LiveTM: Keep your life in sync. Check it out. 
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Daryl Vreeland

From: G. Dennis Massey [dmassey@email.pittcc.edu]
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2009 9:09 AM
To: Daryl Vreeland
Cc: Gary Evans; Brian Miller; Donald Spell; Kathy Carnes; Pamela Hilbert; Susan Everett; Susan 

Nobles; Wayne Bowers; Kelly Barnhill
Subject: Pitt Community College

On Friday I plan to attend the meeting related to NCDOT priorities at the Sheppard 
Memorial Library.  I would like to present safety concerns related to the growing Pitt 
Community College campus, its students, employees, and visitors.

This afternoon Dr. Brian Miller, Assistant to the President, will attend the Winterville 
meeting and speak briefly to our Winterville neighbors about increasing traffic due to 
construction west of Reedy Branch Road as well as the new Herman Simon Health Sciences 
Building on Fulford Drive.

We remain eager to experience the increased traffic volume of Firetower Road.  However, 
the extension of Firetower to Reedy Branch between our campus and Sam's Club appears a 
logical path to avoid congestion and get the bulk of traffic towards the Southwest Bypass 
and points west of Memorial Parkway.  This would also minimize the traffic on Reedy Branch
and work towards closing the road to through traffic on the south end of our campus.

Thanks for your assistance in facilitating our speaking at these hearings.

G. Dennis Massey
President, Pitt Community College
PO Drawer 7007
Greenville, NC  27835
(252) 493-7220
dmassey@email.pittcc.edu

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
--------------------------------
E-mail correspondence to and from this sender may be subject to the North Carolina Public 
Records Law and may be disclosed to third parties by an authorized state official. 
(NCGS.Ch.132)
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Daryl Vreeland

From: jcnelson83@suddenlink.net
Sent: Friday, January 09, 2009 11:36 AM
To: Daryl Vreeland
Subject: DOT Priorities-No to South West Bypass-2250

Good Morning Daryl:  My name is Catherine Nelson.   I am a landowner in the Renston 
Historic District and have been a resident of Pitt County all of my life.  You met my 
husband, Joe at the town meeting in Winterville earlier this week.  I understand that you 
are new to the MPO and do not have a great deal of history about the SW Bypass. This 
highway is not necessary in an area with such a small population density.  It is going to 
destroy prime farmland and timber, displace families, and cause urban sprawl.   Our local 
policy makers have not been leaders in this process..only followers of large building 
contractors that managed to get our commissioners and local town boards to change their 
minds about the corridor..and instead, ram it through a federally qualified rural historic
district.   They never read the environmental impact study and no questions were asked to 
the DOT.

My father, Kenneth Dews was a member of the MPO for many years until his death in 2001.  
He would have never thought something like this would have been handled so poorly by our 
community and the DOT.  It's a disgrace. Let me provide an example. In November 2008, 
participants attending a local public hearing recently voiced concerns about the venue 
used to discuss the Southwest Bypass.   It was conducted in a church sanctuary, maps were 
taped to the sanctuary walls, and the public comment podium was placed directly in front 
of the Lord’s Table.

Although I live in the historic district and the bypass will come within 150 feet of my 
mother's home which is in the national register of historic places, there are larger 
issues that should override the need for this highway. With economic conditions as they 
are, this bypass is an extravagance NC cannot afford.  No money has been appropriated to 
build this useless Bypass so why should NCDOT begin acquiring land until they have the 
money in hand to build it?

Any support the MPO can provide to stop the acquisition of land and building of this 
highway to nowhere would be greatly appreciated.

Thank You!

Catherine Dews Nelson
P.O. Box 3
Winterville, NC  28590



Daryl Vreeland 

From: bkane2@suddenlink.net
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2009 2:16 PM
To: Daryl Vreeland
Subject: FW: MPO Comments
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1/12/2009

Daryl, 
Initially I mistyped your email address. I resend this now, hoping I have it correctly written now.  
Barney Kane 
 

From: bkane2@suddenlink.net [mailto:bkane2@suddenlink.net]  
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2009 12:54 PM 
To: dvreeland@greenville.gov 
Cc: 'Mercer, Calvin'; 'Pat Dunn' 
Subject: MPO Comments 
 
Mr. Daryl Vreeland, Transportation Planner 
MPO Coordinator, City of Greenville. 
  
Dear Mr. Vreeland 
  
I attended the MPO Public Input at Sheppard Library last Friday.  I thank you for providing the current priority 
listings, maps, and information.  I particularly appreciate the open invitation for public input.  
  
My input: 
  
1. All proposals for transport which project long-term benefits should be required to address sustainability of 
fuel supplies.  We should not be funding tranportation plans that cannot be sustained for the proposed benefit 
period.  Certainly, where possible, we should develop and select alternatives that will clearly have longer term 
sustainability.  If, for example, the Southwest By-Pass (Priority #1) has a project design/benefit period through 
2030 with 50,000 vehicles per day, what would be the proposed fuel supply?   
  
Support for this project is in clear conflict with the U.S. Energy Information Agency's* projections for fuel 
availability (*EIA, An official, non-agenda based, U.S. government agency).  The EIA predicts that in the year 
2034 world petroleum supplies will be reduced to only 10 year's supply remaining.   The agency 
acknowledges there is a 50% chance they could be wrong.  Thus there is a 50% chance the limits will occur 
sooner.  
  
The issue of scarcity of fuel is frought with wishful thinking.  Some may hope that ethanol, biofuels, hybrid or electric vehicles, or 
shale oil will be our saviour.  But the Greenville City Council and the MPO can do little about those hopes.  The City Council even 
seems shamefully helpless to influence DOT mandates and priorities.   But Greenville does not have to wilt before the 
challenges nor the opportunities of future planning that are within its purview.  We can choose more sustainable transportation 
plans.  Our choice depends upon our willingness to rise to the opportunties presented, our willingness to be realistic, our wisdom to 
choose in favor of economic and environmental sustainability.   
  
In my first comment I have only listed fuel supplies as a consideration for sustainability.  Embedded in that choice are many other 
issues, including climate change, balance of trade, dependence upon foreign oil, and quality of life.  We are, as Adali Stevenson 
noted, passengers on this little space-ship Earth dependent upon its vulnerable reserves, for security and peace by the love and 
care we give our fragile craft (paraphrased).  Such care begins locally with the choices we can and should make.  
  
2. The Southwest By-Pass (Priority #1) promotes sprawl.  The plan itself acknowledges this, only it refers to 
the sprawl as "development."   It will actually result in the last and best vestiges of rural, sustainable, 
agricultural heritage being converted the very kind of sprawl that is wreaking havoc with our economy, with 
our school systems, with our sense of community and which increases our dependence upon the 



automobile.   
  
The DOT plan relies on "local authorities to control sprawl and regulate appropriate development. " These 
being the same local authorities that created the ugly scar of Memorial Blvd from 264 to Winterville, we 
hardly have any reason to trust southwestern Pitt County to those "local authorities." We are not currently 
any more prepared to control the forces of exploitation and growth than we were in the past.  
  
4. The unsustainable Southwest By-Pass is prohibitively expensive ($240 million construction costs).  This is 
equal to about eight years of funding allocation from the Pitt County General Fund for schools ($33 million this 
year).  If that is not sufficient perspective,  we should note that it is equal to roughly 240 years of funding for 
the GREAT Transit System.   And that only accounts for the capital costs of the By-Pass. It does not include 
the estimated annual cost of travel on that corridor, which would be roughly $30 to $40 million.  For that 
annual expense we could operate a Greenville Area Transit System expanded about 35 fold - a system with 
much greater sustainability and utility.  

5. Not only is the Southwest By-Pass expensive, because it does not qualify for the 80% federal match, it will 
drawdown the scarce (or non-existent) NC DOT highways funds at a rate five-fold greater than other more 
viable and useful projects. 

 6. The Southwest By-Pass will serve as a connector to Cutter Creek.  Thus it will enhance the value of those 
properties, promoting development and increased ad valorem taxes in a neighboring county rather than in our 
own economic domain.  
  
7. The Southwest By-Pass will, if I read the proposal correctly, shave only about five minutes travel time from 
the current corridor by the year 2030.  

8. A better plan than the Southwest By-Pass would be to build a system of satellite park-and-ride lots.  
(Perhaps one lot should be out near Ayden.)  People could quickly drive out to that lot, catch buses to the 
Medical complex and to schools, including Pitt Community College and public schools.    

As it is, they drive through congested Memorial Blvd to parking lots at the medical complex where space is at 
a premium.  There, they park in lots so large they must then board University Health System buses which 
snake slowly from lot to lot and building to building to their final destination.   People would be better served 
driving out to a park-and-ride lot, there to catch a high speed bus into the medical complex.   Premium 
properties at the medical complex, PCC and ECU which are now used for parking could then serve better 
uses. 

Properly designed park-and-rides with enclosed shelters could also serve as collector nodes for Pitt County 
School Buses.  Children riding with parents to a common destination could be conveniently, safely, and more 
economically transported to school than by using a system that must travel to and from every neighborhood 
and to and from every school.  

9.  It seems to me that the sources creating the demand for highway improvements should share some 
obligation for relieving the demand.  PCC, ECU, University Health Systems, Public Schools and other places 
that are destinations, and the folks travelling to these sites, join in a chorus for more efficient and 
rapid transportation corridors.  There should be a better system of addressing the needs.   A coordinated 
effort would be reasonable.  Perhaps monies allocated to parking on-site could be used to develop a system 
of satellite parking and public transport.   It may not be an issue of "perhaps."  In view of the energy and 
economic crisis we may have no other choice.  

10. "To relieve congestion by building larger highways and by-passes is akin to relieving obesity by loosing 
one's belt."  (Sorry I cannot attribute the source but this quote is not mine.)  
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January 7, 2009 

Pitt Community College 
Comments For Greenville Urban Area Metropolitan Planning Organization 

January 7, 2009 
 
Pitt Community College is growing at a documented pace of 15% during last five years.  
 
Pitt Community College has the 7th largest credit enrollment in NC. 
 
Preliminary spring 2009 enrollment: 18% increase above last year. 
 
Phase I construction of the Facilities Master Plan will be underway in 2010. 
 
Pedestrian and vehicle safety are priorities for the following areas: 

1. Reedy Branch Road between Tice Road and Davenport Farm Road 
2. Intersection of Firetower Road/Dr. Fulford Drive and Memorial Drive 
3. Possible extension of Firetower Road west to intersect with Reedy Branch Road 
4. The Opening of two buildings on campus will increase pedestrian and vehicle 

traffic: 
a. Goess Student Center (located on east side of Reedy Branch Road) 
b. Herman Simon Building (located on Dr. Fulford Road) 

 
The College looks forward to the new Firetower Road intersection and the benefits it will 
bring to present and future students. 
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Proposal for a Regional Transportation Center 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
For further information, contact:  
 
Lillian Burke 
596 Bayberry LN 
Winterville, NC  28590 
258 6978 
lpburke@peerlessmail.net 
 
If you would like a copy, please notify me, preferably by email or postal mail. Email copies are 
preferred. 
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Winterville Plan 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Bike Lanes

Bus Connector to Pitt County 
Transportation Central 

Winterville 

Local buses along major 
routes, running frequently and 
providing transport to local 
transportation center 
(?Winterville Station) with 
indoor waiting for connection 
to express buses. Elderly and 
Handicapped pickup. 
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Pitt County Plan 
 

 

Bike or Multiuse Lanes Throughout County Useful for 
Transportation; Express buses to ECU, PCMH, PCC, shopping.  

East Carolina Transportation Center (? At Airport) 
Connectors to: Major Town and Community Centers 
e.g. Winterville, PCMH, ECU, Shopping, Convention Center 
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Regional Plan 
 
 

 

Eastern Regional  
Transport Center 
 

Bus Connector (eventually 
Rail?) To Major Centers out of 
East Carolina including Charlotte, 
Raleigh, Richmond, All Airports, 
Washington DC 
Easy Airport Connections to 
Washington DC, Chicago, Atlanta, 
and Major US Cities 

Bus Connectors along Interstate and Major 
Highways to Eastern NC and Regional 
Cities between East Carolina 
Transportation Center and Areas such as:  
Outer Banks 
Myrtle Beach 
Interstate Connector along Major Highways 
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Summary of Goals, Objectives, Funding 
 

Primary Goals 
Improve Traditional Transportation in Eastern North Carolina 
Improve access to services including education, shopping, medical, recreation, and arts 
Provide infrastructure for commercial development 
Provide transportation with potential goal of developing E. NC as retirement area 
Keeping cost of living low in our community 
Minimizing dependence on gas/oil 
 

Details of Transportation Goals 
Improve Traditional Transportation in Eastern North Carolina 

Traditional transportation is defined as using easily available resources, with minimal 
infrastructure development as a first step. For instance, the airport might serve as a Regional 
Transportation Center (RTC). Express buses coming into the RTC from the Outer Banks and 
major Eastern NC communities would promote use of the airport and make it more cost-effective 
for USAir to increase jet service to the community.  We could also run buses directly to the 
Raleigh airport and possibly to Richmond and/or Charlotte. Any loss of revenue from airport fees 
could be compensated by a RTC fee to cover needed services. Although theoretically this is 
present now, examination of bus schedules shows that it takes hours to get from Greenville to 
RDU and might involve several bus transfers (RDU to Raleigh, Raleigh to Rocky Mt, and Rocky 
Mt to GV). An overall plan with buses running on, e.g. 264, with stops only along the highway 
 
 

Improve access to services including education, shopping, 
medical, recreation, arts 

Many people can get transportation to a local stop, e.g. at Washington or Manteo, but have 
difficulty getting into Greenville for medical services or other purposes.  There could be express 
buses running from towns on the major highways and just making one stop in each town.  
 

Provide infrastructure for commercial development 
Good and inexpensive transportation has several advantages for companies: 
 They are able to build up a business and get their goods to market at a lower cost 
 Workers can live in their own communities and get to work at less cost 
 Desirable living with bike trails, greenways, parks, environmentally friendly waterways  
  Helps on recruitment of executive and professional talent 
 

Provide transportation with potential goal of developing E. NC 
as retirement area 

 
E. NC would be an ideal retirement area but we are limited by transportation for people who 
cannot drive. This area has a low cost of living, moderate climate, access to excellent medical 
care. There would be other needs such as the need for overall planning for development of 
waterways, access to arts, etc.  However, access to transportation is a basic need 
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Keeping cost of living low in our community 
Transportation, as a major cost, provides assistance to many members of the community.  
Development of an overall plan might make  
 

Minimizing dependence on gas/oil 
 
Ultimately, we can expect that gas and oil will get higher or be limited. This is a good time to think 
about regional planning due to the possible infrastructure development money that might become 
available.  
 

Potential Funding 
Federal 

Funding for bicycle transportation lanes 
Potential infrastructure funds available as part of economic stimulus 
 

State 
Special funding available for bicycle lanes (most has gone to Asheville) 
Application for specialized grants 
 

Regional 
Companies and institutions that might benefit from access 
 e.g. University Health Systems might collaborate on a medical transportation system to 
the Heart Center and other regional services 
 Companies might collaborate on services needed to bring in workers and ship in/out 
goods and supplies.  
 Support from towns in region who might wish to incorporate this into their own 
transportation system (e.g. by making the Outer Banks more accessible for vacationers).  
 

User Fees 
User fees incorporated into ticket fees for express buses using infrastructure transportation 
system 
 
Ticket fees 
Parking fees at regional transportation center 
 

Future Ideas 
Further development of low cost transportation ideas: 

Could we have a transportation system that allows people to use mini-vehicles, such as golf 
carts, for transportation to the local regional transportation center?  This would be practical for 
people who are not likely to bicycle or walk.  
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Steps 
 
Consider the possibility of a regional transportation center by local planning commissions and 

governments 
If a possibility, establish working group to develop an initial proposal including: 
 Potential scope 
 Stakeholder identification 

Initial contact with other regional governments to see if they are interested in 
collaboration 

 Consider whether any local plans can be initiated immediately: 
  e.g. local bike transportation 
 
If further development needed: 
 Invite stakeholders, representatives from interested regional governments 
 Develop final overall plan 
 Develop priorities 
 Establish working groups for various parts of plan 
  Example working groups: 
   Bicycle Plans (in progress already) 
   Planning for Regional Transportation Center 
   Express Bus Plans 
   Future transportation options 
   Group to coordinate with other regional governments 
 Determine plans for each component 
  Get approvals needed 
  Seek funding  
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RESOLUTION NO. 2009-04-GUAMPO 
 

RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING THE GREENVILLE URBAN AREA METROPOLITAN 
PLANNING ORGANIZATION'S 2009-2010 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT 

PRIORITIES 
TO BE PRESENTED TO THE NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF 

TRANSPORTATION 
 
 

WHEREAS, the Greenville Urban Area Metropolitan Planning Organization held public 
informational meetings on January 7th  and January 9th and a 30-day comment period to receive citizens' 
input on the Transportation Improvement Priorities; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Transportation Advisory Committee of the Greenville Urban Area met on the 17th 
day of March 2009, to consider needed transportation improvement priorities; 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Transportation Advisory Committee of the 
Greenville Urban Area that the following transportation improvements, listed by category in order of 
priority, are recommended to the North Carolina Department of Transportation for inclusion in the 
Transportation Improvement Program: 

 
2009-2010 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PRIORITIES  

HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENTS 
 
1.* SOUTHWEST BYPASS - Construct a four-lane, median divided, limited access facility on new 

location from US-264 west of Greenville to NC-11 near Ayden with a bypass of Winterville             
(7.8 miles) (ID No. R-2250). 

 
2. TENTH STREET CONNECTOR - Improve existing multi-lane, curb and gutter facility with 

sidewalk, bicycle, and landscaping improvements on Farmville Boulevard from Memorial Drive      
(NC-11/43/903) to Fourteenth Street; and new location multi-lane urban section facility from 
Fourteenth Street to Dickinson Avenue (SR-1598) at Tenth Street (SR-1598) with a grade separation 
at CSX Railroad (0.9 miles) (ID No. U-3315).   

 
3.* EVANS STREET AND OLD TAR ROAD (SR-1700) - Widen existing two/three-lane roadway to 

multi-lane urban section facility with sidewalk, bicycle, and landscaping improvements from 
Greenville Boulevard (US-264A) to Worthington Road/Cooper Street (SR-1711) (3.8 miles)            
(ID No.  U-2817)  

 
4. NC 43 - Widen existing two-lane roadway to a four-lane divided facility from Memorial Drive       

(NC 11/US 13) to US 264 (2.5 miles) (ID No. U-5018). 
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5.* GREENVILLE BOULEVARD (US 264A/NC-43) – Widen to six travel lanes and improve 
intersections from Memorial Drive (NC-11/903) to Charles Blvd. (2.3 miles). 

 
6.* FIRE TOWER ROAD PHASE II (SR-1708) - Construct a multi-lane urban section facility on new 

location with sidewalk, bicycle, and landscaping improvements from Memorial Drive (NC-11/903) to 
Forlines Road (1.6 miles) (ID No. U-3613). 

 
7.* MAIN STREET (SR-1133) - Reconstruct existing curb and gutter portion with sidewalk, 

landscaping, and bicycle improvements from NC-11 to the end of curb and gutter; widen existing two-
lane roadway to a multi-lane urban section facility with sidewalk, landscaping, and bicycle 
improvements from the end of existing curb and gutter to the end of the existing pavement east of Old 
Tar Road (SR-1700).  

 
8.* FROG LEVEL ROAD (SR-1127) – Widen to meet tolerable lane width requirements and to serve as 

a connector between US 13/US 264A and NC-903. 
 
9.* NC-33 WEST - Widen roadway to a multi-lane rural section facility from US-264 in Greenville to 

US-64 southeast of Tarboro (17.9 miles) (ID No.  R-3407). 
 
10.* FIRE TOWER ROAD PHASE III, EAST FIRE TOWER ROAD (SR-1725) FROM CHARLES 

BOULEVARD (NC-43) TO FOURTEENTH STREET EXTENSION (SR- 1704) - Widen existing 
two-lane roadway to a multi-lane urban section facility from Charles Boulevard (NC-43) to 
Fourteenth Street Extension (SR-1704) (0.6 miles). 

 
11.* FOURTEENTH STREET (SR-1704) - Widen existing two-lane roadway to a multi-lane urban 

section facility with intersection improvements from York Road to East Fire Tower Road (SR-1725) 
(0.9 miles).  

 
12. * NORTHEAST BYPASS INCLUDING THE US-264/NC-33 EAST CONNECTOR - Construct a 

four-lane, median divided, limited access facility on new location from US-264 Northwest Bypass to 
NC-33 East with a new bridge over the Tar River east of Greenville (9.2 miles) (ID No. U-3430). 

 
13.* FIRE TOWER ROAD PHASE IV, EAST FIRE TOWER ROAD (SR-1725) FROM 

FOURTEENTH STREET EXTENSION (SR- 1704) TO PORTERTOWN ROAD (SR 1726) 
AND PORTERTOWN ROAD - Widen existing two-lane roadways to multi-lane urban section 
facilities on East Fire Tower Road from Fourteenth Street Extension (SR-1704) to Portertown Road 
(SR-1726) (.75 miles), and Portertown Road from East Fire Tower Road (SR-1725) to just east of the 
railroad tracks (1.2 miles).  Includes intersection improvements at East Fire Tower Road and 
Portertown Road to change the primary movement to East Fire Tower Road and the northern leg of 
Portertown Road.  

 
14.* CHARLES BOULEVARD (NC-43 South) – Widen existing two-lane and three-lane roadway to a 

multi-lane urban section facility including sidewalk, landscaping, and bicycle improvements from 
Bell’s Fork to Worthington Road (SR-1711) (3.0 miles).   

 
15.* ALLEN ROAD (SR-1203) - Widen existing two and three lane roadway to multi-lane urban section 
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facility with sidewalk, bicycle, and landscaping improvements from Stantonsburg Road (SR-1200) to 
US-13/264A (2.3 miles).   

16.* IVY ROAD (SR-2241), TUCKER ROAD (SR-1759), AND AYDEN GOLF CLUB ROAD        
(SR-1723) - Widen to meet tolerable lane width requirements, including straightening and realigning 
intersections, to serve as a connector between NC-102, NC-43 South, and NC-33 East. 

 
17.* NC 102, from NC 11 to Verna Avenue, widen to multi-lane with sidewalks.  Improve existing section 

to a 5 lane facility near NC-11 and tapering down to a 3-lane facility heading east towards Verna 
Avenue. 

 
18. * FOURTEENTH STREET, Railroad grade separation at CSX Transportation crossing 641, 641E (ID 

No. U-3839). 
 
LOCAL PROJECTS 
 

THOMAS LANGSTON ROAD EXTENSION – Construct on new location a multi-lane urban 
section facility including sidewalk, landscaping, and bicycle improvements from Memorial Drive 
(NC-11/903) at Thomas Langston Road (SR-1134) to Evans Street Extension (SR-1700)(1.14 miles). 
 
BROWNLEA DRIVE EXTENSION PHASE II – Construct primarily on new location a multi-lane 
urban section facility with sidewalk from Tenth Street to Fourteenth Street (0.8 miles). 

 
   MAIN STREET EXTENSION - Construct new multi-lane urban section facility with sidewalk, 

landscaping, and bicycle improvements from end of roadway to Worthington Road (SR-1711).  
 
BRIDGE REPLACEMENT IMPROVEMENTS 
 
1. MEMORIAL DRIVE (US 13/NC-11/903) OVER TAR RIVER BRIDGE NO. 38 - Replacement 

of existing bridges over the Tar River and overflow (ID No. B-4786). 
 
2. MT. PLEASANT CHURCH ROAD (SR-1418) BRIDGE 171 - Replacement of an existing bridge 

over Johnson’s Mill Run (ID No. B-4788). 
 
3. STANTONSBURG ROAD (SR-1200) BRIDGE NO. 65 - Replacement of an existing bridge over 

Pinelog Branch (ID No. B-4233). 
 
4. JACK JONES ROAD (SR-1715) BRIDGE NO. 29 - Replacement of an existing bridge over Fork 

Swamp (ID No. B-4603). 
 
5. OLD RIVER ROAD (SR-1401) BRIDGE NO. 95 – Replacement of an existing bridge over 

Johnson’s Mill Run (ID No. B-4787). 
 
6. AYDEN GOLF CLUB ROAD (SR-1723) BRIDGE NO. 25 - Replacement of an existing bridge 

over east branch of Swift Creek east of Ayden (ID No. B-4237). 
7.* WEYERHAEUSER ROAD (SR-1900) BRIDGE NO. 154 - Replacement of an existing bridge 

over branch of Swift Creek (ID No. B-4791). 
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8. PORTERTOWN ROAD (SR-1726) BRIDGE NO. 219 – Replacement of an existing bridge over 

Hardee Creek, .2 miles east of King George Road (ID No. B-4238). 
 
9.* WORTHINGTON ROAD (SR-1711) BRIDGE NO. 28 – Replacement of an existing bridge over 

Fork Swamp (ID No. B-4602). 
  
10. FISHPOND ROAD (SR-1214) BRIDGE NO. 64 - Replacement of an existing bridge over Pinelog 

Creek with culvert (ID No. B-4601). 
 
11. NC-903 BRIDGE NO. 9 - Replacement of an existing bridge over Swift Creek east of Ayden (ID 

No. B-4232) 
 
12. KING GEORGE ROAD BRIDGE NO. 421 – Replacement of an existing bridge over Meeting 

House Branch. (ID No. B-5100) 
 
 
 
RAILROAD CROSSING IMPROVEMENTS - In full support of railroad crossing improvements listed in 
the State TIP. 
 
 
HIGHWAY SPOT SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS 
 
1.* NC-11/DAVENPORT FARM ROAD (SR-1128) INTERSECTION - Improve safety and capacity 

at this intersection in Winterville. 
 
2.* NC-11/THOMAS LANGSTON ROAD (SR-1134) INTERSECTION - Improve safety and 

capacity at this intersection in Greenville. 
 
3.* FIRE TOWER ROAD (SR-1708)/ARLINGTON BLVD AND COUNTY HOME ROAD         

(SR-1725) INTERSECTION - Improve safety and capacity at this intersection in Greenville. 
 
4.* OLD TAR ROAD/MAIN STREET INTERSECTION- Improve safety and capacity at this 

intersection; design and construct in anticipation of and accommodation of future widening on Old 
Tar Road (SR-1700) and Main Street (SR-1133) in Winterville. 

 
5.* COUNTY HOME ROAD (SR-1725) SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS – Improve safety on County 

Home Road from Bells Chapel Road to Wintergreen Intermediate School, including adding a 
continuous turn lane. 

 
6*. D.H. CONLEY HIGH SCHOOL SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS – Improve safety on Worthington 

Road (SR-1711) in front of D. H. Conley High School. 
 
7*. SOUTH CENTRAL HIGH SCHOOL AND CREEKSIDE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS – Improve safety on Forlines Road (SR-1126) in the vicinity of these 
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schools.  
8.* NC-11 SOUTH/OLD SNOW HILL ROAD (SR-1113) INTERSECTION - Improve safety and 

capacity at this intersection on the southwest side of Ayden. 
 
9.* NC-11 SOUTH/ELLIOT DIXON ROAD (SR-1154) INTERSECTION - Improve safety and 

capacity at this intersection south of Ayden. 
 
10.*  FORLINES ROAD/FROG LEVEL ROAD - Improve safety and capacity at this intersection in 

Winterville. 
 
11.* NC 43/IVY ROAD -  Improve safety and capacity at this intersection in Winterville. 
 
  
BICYCLE/PEDESTRIAN PROJECTS 
 
1. SOUTH TAR RIVER GREENWAY – Construct new bicycle path along south side of Tar River 

from Greenville Bridge over Town Creek to Green Mill Run Greenway (3.0 miles).  
 (ID No.  EB-4702).   
 
2.*  BIKEWAY SYSTEM IMPROVEMENTS – Signs, pavement markings, maps, and brochures to 

develop the short-term “Bikeway 2000” system. 
 
3. GREEN MILL RUN GREENWAY - Construct new bicycle path from Charles Boulevard to Evans 

Park.  (ID No. EB-4996) 
 
4.* PARKERS CREEK GREENWAY/BICYCLE PATH - Construct new bicycle path along Parkers 

Creek from SR-1579 (Staton Road) to River Park North (3.4 miles).  (ID No. EB-4997) 
 
5.* GREEN MILL RUN, NATURAL CORRIDOR – Construct new multi-use path from terminus of 

existing Green Mill Run greenway to where main stem of Green Mill Run meets a southern fork of 
the creek system, just East of Evans Road.  Corridor would provide connectivity to the Green Mill 
Run Greenway. 

 
6.* SCHOOLHOUSE BRANCH GREENWAY & COMPLETION OF 3RD STREET 

CONNECTOR – Construct multi-use path along Schoolhouse Branch from South Tar River Trail to 
medical complex area. 

 
 
PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION  
 
1.  RELOCATION OF CSX RAIL SWITCHING STATION – Relocation of CSX switching station 

and track improvements on the Norfolk Southern and CSX systems (P-5000) 
 
2.* INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION CENTER – Design, acquire land, and construct a 

multimodal transfer center for intercity buses, GREAT, ECU Student Transit, PATS, taxis, and 
possibly passenger rail (ID No.  TD-4716B).  
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3.* PASSENGER RAIL SYSTEM (RALEIGH TO GREENVILLE) – Feasibility/planning study for 

passenger rail service from Raleigh to Greenville, as described in NCDOT’s 2001 North Carolina 
Rail Plan.  

 
4. OPERATING, PLANNING AND CAPITAL ASSISTANCE - For Transit operations from        

07-01-09 through 06-30-15. 
 
5.* TRANSIT CAPITAL ITEMS – Projects listed in 2009-2015 MTIP.  
 
 
Adopted the 17th day of March 2009. 
 
 
 

_______________________                             
Mayor Patricia C. Dunn, Chairperson 
Transportation Advisory Committee 
Greenville Urban Area 

ATTEST: 
   
 
_____________________________________                                                                
Amanda J. Braddy, TAC Secretary 
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GREENVILLE URBAN AREA METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION 
TRANSPORTATION ADVISORY COMMITTEE (TAC) MEETING 

 
Tuesday, December 2, 2008, at 2:00 p.m. 

Public Works Conference Room 
Actions  taken in bold italics 

 
  I. Approval of Agenda; approved 
 
II. Approval of Minutes of August 12, 2008, Meeting (Attachment 1); approved 
 
III. Public Comment Period 

 
IV. New Business / Action Items 
  

A. 2009-2015 Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP) (Attachment 2) 
– Resolution No. 2008-07-GUAMPO; adopted 

 
B. 2009-2015 Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP) (Attachment 3) 

– Resolution No. 2008-08-GUAMPO; adopted 
 

C. Resolution of Support for update to Greenville Urban Area Bicycle Master Plan grant 
application (Attachment 4) – Resolution No. 2008-09-GUAMPO; adopted 

 
D. Resolution of Support for Safe Routes to School Infrastructure grant application 

(Attachment 5) – Resolution No. 2008-10-GUAMPO; adopted 
 

E. “Draft” Update to the MPO’s Public Involvement Plan (Attachment 6) – Resolution 
No. 2008-11-GUAMPO adopted 

 
F. Resolution of Support for Development of a Coordinated Public Transit-Human 

Services Transportation Plan for Pitt County and Endorsement of grant application for 
funds to be used in the development of such plan. (Attachment 7) – Resolution No. 
2008-12-GUAMPO; adopted 

 
G. Resolution of Support for Safe Routes to School Non-Infrastructure grant application 

(Attachment 8) – Resolution No. 2008-13-GUAMPO; adopted 
 

H. Discussion of the General Assembly’s 21st Century Transportation Committee 
proposal to transfer 5,000 linear miles of state roads within municipal boundaries to 
local municipalities (Attachment 9); Discussed 

 
I.     Resolution of Support for Safe Routes to School Infrastructure grant application  

(Ayden) (Attachment 10) – Resolution No. 2008-14-GUAMPO adopted 
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V. Non-Action Items: 
 

A. Project Informational Updates: 
• Southwest Bypass 
• Fire Tower Road 
• Tenth Street Connector 
• Greenville Urban Area MPO Travel Demand Model  
• Long Range Transportation Plan Update 

 
B. General Information  

1) Tentative STIP Deadlines  
i. Current Priority List 

2) DENR notice of Potential Designation of Ozone Nonattainment Area 
 

C. General Information (no discussion required) 
1) NCDOT Approval of MTIP 
2) MPO/RPO Deadlines 
3) Bicycle Commuter Benefits Act 
4) Complete Streets  

i. Complete streets policies require that the safety, interests, and 
convenience of all users – drivers, bicyclists, transit users and pedestrians 
of all ages and abilities  – be considered in the design and construction of 
transportation projects 

ii. Update on Senate and House Bill concerning “Complete Streets” 
iii. California Complete Streets 

5) AASHTO white paper with recommendations for next year’s authorization of 
federal highway and transit programs. 

6) 2008 federal fiscal year authorizations. 
 

D. Actions Taken at Last TCC Meeting (Attachment 11)  
 

VI. Adjourn                                                      




