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Figure 1-1: Study Area 
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(Reservoir Road) and Route 971 (J.B. Dalton Road). After crossing the railroad, the new 
alignment would parallel White House Road along its south side and then shift to the northwest 
crossing Patterson Branch. The alignment would then shift to the north, following a small ridge 
between Patterson Branch and a tributary to Marrowbone Creek, before crossing Marrowbone 
Creek east of Marrowbone Dam. The alignment would continue north and to the west of a large 
farm/open field, crossing tributaries of Marrowbone Creek. The alignment would shift eastward 
and cross over Route 688 (Lee Ford Camp Road), Stillhouse Run, and a floodplain. After crossing 
Stillhouse Run, the alignment would shift northward and continue for approximately one mile. The 
alignment would then continue north reaching Soapstone Road, where a new interchange would 
be provided, west of the intersection with Joseph Martin Highway. An interchange with Alternative 
A is proposed at Soapstone Road. The alignment would then turn to the northeast to cross three 
minor tributaries to Marrowbone Creek. The alignment continues in a northerly direction with a 
new interchange at Route 58, west of the interchange at Joseph Martin Highway. 

1.2.1.3 Alternative B  

Alternative B would consist of a new roadway alignment that is primarily to the west of existing 
Route 220. Under Alternative B, access would be controlled and provided at two new 
interchanges and a modified interchange at Route 58 and the Joseph Martin Highway. For the 
purpose of this study, it is assumed that new interchanges would be provided at the southern end 
of the facility and at Soapstone Road. If this alternative were to advance to a phase of more 
detailed design, the final interchange locations and configurations would be refined. The 
reconstructed portion of Route 220, along with the new alignment, would incorporate access 
control. 

Beginning at the North Carolina state line, Alternative B would reconstruct Route 220 for 
approximately one mile, where it would shift eastward before turning to the north to cross over 
the Norfolk Southern railroad. The wide horizontal curve in this location would allow for an 
adequate turning radius to meet design standards for the arterial facility with a 60 mph design 
speed, as well as minimize potential impacts to residents in the vicinity of J.B. Dalton Road. A 
new interchange to access a realigned existing Route 220 would be constructed near Reservoir 
Road and J.B. Dalton Road. After crossing the railroad, the new alignment would parallel White 
House Road along its south side and then shift to the northwest prior to crossing Patterson 
Branch. The alignment would then gradually shift from the northwest to the northeast and cross 
three tributaries to Marrowbone Creek. The alignment would continue in a northeasterly direction 
over Lee Ford Camp Road, where it would pass to the east of the Marrowbone Plantation, shifting 
northwest to cross Marrowbone Creek. After crossing Marrowbone Creek, Alternative B would 
continue to the northwest, crossing Magna Vista School Road south of Magna Vista High School, 
then paralleling Magna Vista School Road west of the high school up to a new interchange with 
Soapstone Road. The new interchange at Soapstone Road would require the relocation of a 
portion of Magna Vista School Road. From the Soapstone Road interchange, the alignment would 
continue to the northeast and cross two minor tributaries before shifting to the north. The 
alignment would then shift to the northeast to cross Little Marrowbone Creek and tie in with Joseph 
Martin Highway at its interchange with Route 58, requiring modifications to the existing 
interchange configuration to provide a more direct connection between Route 58 and the new 
roadway. The reconstructed portion of Route 220 at the southern end, along with the new 
alignment, would be an access-controlled facility 

1.2.1.4 Alternative C (Preferred Alternative)  

Alternative C would consist of a new roadway alignment that is primarily to the west of existing 
Route 220. Alternative C was developed as a modification of the initially considered Alignment 
Option 4C based on agency comments, with the primary changes occurring north of Soapstone 
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access would be controlled and provided at three new interchanges and a modified interchange 
at Route 58 and the Joseph Martin Highway. South of Water Plant Road, access to the new 
roadway would be made via frontage roads and new interchanges near Reservoir Road and at 
Morehead Avenue. A new structure providing access to Route 220 would be located at Lee Ford 
Camp Road/Church Street. At Water Plant Road an interchange is suggested where the new 
roadway branches from Route 220 to provide direct access between the new roadway and Route 
220 to the north. From this interchange, the new alignment would proceed northwest, crossing 
Marrowbone Creek and then parallels a tributary of Marrowbone Creek to beyond Joseph Martin 
Highway. The alignment then shifts northward and follows the same alignments as Alternatives B 
and C just north of the Radial warehouse site to the tie-in location with Route 58. Modifications to 
the existing interchange at Route 58 and Joseph Martin Highway would be required with this 
alternative. The reconstructed portion of Route 220, along with the new alignment, would 
incorporate access control. 

1.2.2.2 Alternative E  

Alternative E would consist of fully reconstructing existing Route 220 as an access-controlled 
roadway between the North Carolina state line and Route 58, removing all direct connections of 
existing driveways and side streets to Route 220. 

Under Alternative E, access would be controlled and provided only at interchanges at various 
locations in the corridor. Existing residential and commercial driveways would be directed to 
frontage roads that parallel the roadway, ultimately connecting to Route 220 at interchanges. New 
interchanges to provide frontage road access to Route 220 are located at Reservoir Road and at 
Morehead Avenue. Structures over or under the new Route 220 roadway are included at Lee Ford 
Camp Road/Church Street and Soapstone Road/Main Street to provide east-west connectivity. 
The Route 220 interchange at Route 58 would be modified to provide direct access between the 
new roadway, Route 58, and Business Route 220 to the north. 
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Figure 1-2: Route 220 Alternative Alignment Map 
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 SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC DATA AND FORECASTS 

For the purposes of this air quality analysis, the study was based on those intersections and 
interchanges that would be directly affected by the project alternatives. Section 4.2.5 presents a 
summary of base (2018), opening (2024) and design year (2040) average daily traffic (ADT) 
forecasts for the project. As shown in Section 4.2.5, the peak ADT forecast for the design year is 
22,000 for Alternative A, Alternative B, and Alternative C. The corresponding No-Build design 
year forecast is 31,900 (or 45 percent higher than the worst case Build Alternative). The decrease 
in ADT from the No-Build to the Build Alternatives is primarily due to redistributed ADT to the new 
roadway configuration which would reduce ADT along portions of existing Route 220 and increase 
overall vehicle miles traveled (VMT) for the project for all Build Alternatives due to additional 
roadway segments which result in additional roadway lengths. For example, total daily VMT for 
the Design Year No-Build is forecast at 171,394 while overall worst case daily VMT for the Build 
Alternatives is expected at 193,824 for Alternative A, which is about 13 percent higher than the 
No-Build. Trucks comprise on average between 9 and 28 percent of the total traffic throughout 
the Study Corridor depending on the Build Alternative and Study Year (i.e., Opening or Design 
Year). The detailed traffic forecast is provided as Appendix A to this report.
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Table 2-1: National Ambient Air Quality Standards17 

 
Notes: 

 

                                                 
17 See: https://www.epa.gov/criteria-air-pollutants/naaqs-table (accessed November 1, 2018). 
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