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INTRODUCTION:

The Tri-Cities Area MPO conducted an extensivie public participation process for
Plan2045. Public participation for Plan2045 consisted of these primary areas:

e Creation of TCAMPO webpage and Plan2045 webpage,—andwebpage and use
of the Crater PDC newsletter-

e Created a Plan2045/MPO distribution list (from website, Metroquest surveys, etc.)
to update/notify persons and groups of the milestones and opportunities to
participate

o Advertised Plan2045, surveys, and draft document using website, Facebook/
Instagram ads, local Facebook groups, PDC newsletter, MPO members’
newsletters/emaiils.

e Online Surveys:

0 Vision, Goals, and Objectives Metroquest survey (December 2020-January
2021)
o0 Transportation Problems, Issues, and Needs Locations Metroquest survey
(July-August 2021)
o Persons were also asked if they wanted to be included in an email list
¢ Draft Plan2045 report out for 30-day public review

Efforts were made to reach out to disadvantaged and underserved populations,
including:

¢ Informing minority and non-English speaking media about opportunities to review
and respond to surveys; Plan2045 Committee meetings, TAC meethgsmeetings,
and Policy Committee meetings; and documents

e Using social media groups and social media advertising to the zip codes in the Tri-
Cities Planning Area with links to surveys, meetings, and documents (note:
according to FHWA in their “FHWA VPl Webinar: Engaging Traditionally
Underserved Communities using Virtual Public Involvement” webinar, the primary
way many of these groups have internet access is via their phones or tablets,
FHWA noted this method is more effective than in-person public meetings)

The TAC also served as the Plan2045 Committee, plus a member of the RRTPO’s staff who
conducts their long-range plans (for coordination between RRTPO and TCAMPO, as the
TCAMPO Director served on the RRTPO’s long-range plan committee). TAC members
informed their public about the progress of Plan2045 by various means.



METROQUEST SURVEY #1: VISION, GOALS, AND OBJECTIVES

Background:
e Developed in December 2020 with help from VDOT Richmond District

e Survey ran from December 26, 2020, to January 31, 2021
¢ Note: This is the first time TCAMPO did a survey for its MTP
e Survey asked for public responses regarding:

0 Relative importance of goals (safety, accessibility, health/equity,
connectivity, economic vitality, environment, maintenance & operations,
resiliency)

How important various aspects are for each goal
o0 How the MPO should divide its limited funds for project types (“chips
exercise”)

o

Promotion:

e Facebook ads: 5,187 total ads posted/boosted from TCAMPO’s Facebook page.
o First set (December 26-Jan 8); 2,967 reached
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Audience

This ad reached 2,967 people in your audience.

People Placements Locations
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Audience Details A

Location - Living In

United States: Chester (23831), Church Road (23833), Church Road
(23838), Colonial Heights (23834), Dewitt (23840), Dinwiddie
(23841), Disputanta (23842), Ettrick (23806), Ford (23850), Fort Lee
(23801), Hopewell (23836), Hopewell (23860), Matoaca (23803),
Petersburg (23805), Prince George (23875), Sutherland (23885)
Virginia

Age
18 - 65+

0 Second set: (January 9-January 31); 2,220 reached
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Audience

This ad reached 2,220 people in your audience.

People Placements Locations
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Location - Living In

United States: Chester (23831), Church Road (23833), Church Road
(23838), Colonial Heights (23834), Dewitt (23840), Dinwiddie
(23841), Disputanta (23842), Ettrick (23806), Ford (23850), Fort Lee
(23801), Hopewell (23836), Hopewell (23860), Matoaca (23803),
Petersburg (23805), Prince George (23875), Sutherland (23885)
Virginia

Age
18 - 65+

¢ Instagram ads: 1,954 reached/boosted from TCAMPQO’s Instagram page
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Audience

This ad reached 1,954 people in your audience.

People Placements Locations
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Audience Details A

Location - Living In

United States: Chester (23831), Church Road (23838), Church Road
(23833), Colonial Heights (23834), Dewitt (23840), Dinwiddie
(23841), Disputanta (23842), Ettrick (23806), Ford (23850), Fort Lee
(23801), Hopewell (23860), Hopewell (23836), Matoaca (23803),
Petersburg (23805), Prince George (23875), Sutherland (23885)
Virginia

AQ

18 - 65+

M

Ad with link to survey posted 3-4 times each to local Facebook groups in Colonial

Heights, Petersburg, Dinwiddie, Hopewell, and Prince George County

Survey also sent to TAC and Policy Committee distribution lists (including the media)

for further advertising on locality websites, etc.

Survey was placed in the TCAMPO, Crater PDC and Plan2045 webpages (over 1,200

hits in January 2021)

Results:

244 visits to survey site

125 persons filled out the entire survey

26 persons asked to be added to the emaiil list for Plan2045 and/or MPO
Demographics:



0 Age of respondents to this question (rounded to nearest %):
= 19-30-7%
= 31-40-14%
= 41-50 - 20%
= 51-60-23%
= 61+-36%

0 Race of respondents to this question (rounded to nearest %):
= Black or African American - 19%
= Hispanic or Latino - 2%
= Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander -2%
=  White - 77%

Responses:

0 Rankings of Importance:
=  #1 Safety
= #2 Accessibility
=  #3 Health and Equity
=  #4 Connectivity
= #5 Economic Vitality
*  #6 Environment
»  #7 Maintenance and Operations
=  #8 Resiliency

0 “Chips exercise” (how to spend each dollar, by project type)
*» Road Safety - 22%
» Bike/Ped - 22%
* Intercity Bus or Rail* — 20%*
=  Transit— 12%
= New/Expanded Roads - 9%
= Air—-7%
= Remaining 8%

*Note: a significant set of persons from the Concerned Citizens of Ettrick
(which supports keeping the Petersburg Station in Ettrick) appear to
have given this answers; it is also not clear if some respondents defined
“intercity” as meaning travel by bus or rail from Tri-Cities to Richmond or
Hampton Roads.

Lessons Learned:

This was a long and potentially confusing survey; fortunately, MPO staff had
decided to do this survey first, then do the Problems, Issues, and Needs Locations
survey in Summer of 2021

Make sure an online survey lasts at least a month

It appears our Facebook targeted older persons and Instagram targeted younger
persons, so divide the advertising between these social media platforms



e We can only know the race and home/work/school locations of respondents by
asking these questions in the survey. Facebook and Instagram only give age and
sex.

e Advertising on social media reaches a wider and larger audience, may better
reach low-income, disadvantaged, and underserved populations at a low price.

e We need to better engage minority and non-English speaking persons. We have
begun reaching out to these media to help keep these groups informed and get
these populations engaged, keep asking and reaching While whites represent
53% of the total population of the entire localities, 77% of the survey respondents
(that answered this question) stated they were white. It is hoped the Problems,
Issues, and Needs Locations survey in the Summer of 2021 (being better
connected to residents and shorter and easier to fill out on a phone or tablet) will
yield a better result.

See the results on the Plan2045 Engagement webpage.


https://craterpdc.org/plan-2045-engagement/

METROQUEST SURVEY #2: PROBLEMS, NEEDS, ISSUES SURVEY

Background:
e Developed.in July 2021 with help from VDOT Richmond District

e Survey ran from July 15, 2021, to August 15, 2021

e Survey asked for public responses regarding:
o0 Identify and map needs, problems, and issues
0 Response to proposed Draft Plan2045 Vision

Promotion:
o Facebook ads: 6,737 total ads posted/boosted from TCAMPQO’s Facebook page
and local issues-oriented Facebook groups.
0 Boosted July 9 — August 20; 6,737 reached

Performance
$227.00 spent over 42 days.

Messaging Conversations g Reach @ 6,737
Started
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Audience

This ad reached 6,737 people in your audience.

People Placements Locations

52.1% Women 47.9% Men

20%

18-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-84 65+

Audience Details A~

Location - Living In

United States: Chester (23831), Church Road (23833), Church Road
(23838), Colonial Heights (23834), Dewitt (23840), Dinwiddie
(23841), Disputanta (23842), Ettrick (23806), Ford (23850), Fort Lee
(23801), Hopewell (23836), Hopewell (23860), Matoaca (23803),
Petersburg (23805), Prince George (23875), Sutherland (23885)
Virginia

Age

18 - 65+

Edit Audience

¢ Instagram ads: posted/boosted from TCAMPQ’s Instagram page July 15-August 15:
o 4,388 reached

Performance
$40.00 spent over 31 days.

Post Engagements o Reach @ 4,388

Cost Per Post o
309 Engagement $0'13
Activity

Post Engagement
309

Link Clicks

Post Reactions
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See Less ~



Audience

This ad reached 4,388 people in your audience.

People Placements Locations

0% = - 2 =
13-17 12-24 25-34 25-44 45-54 55-84 B85+

Audience Details A

United States: Chester (23831), Church Road (23838), Church Road
(23833), Colonial Heights (23834), Dewitt (23840), Dinwiddie
(23841), Disputanta (23842), Ettrick (23806), Ford (23850), Fort Lee
(23801), Hopewell (23860}, Hopewell (23836), Matoaca (23803),
Petersburg (23805), Prince George (23875), Sutherland (23885)
Virginia

18 - 65+

Edit Audience

e Ad with link to survey posted 3-4 times each to local Facebook groups in Colonial
Heights, Petersburg, Dinwiddie, Hopewell, and Prince George County

e Survey also sent to TAC and Policy Committee distribution lists (including the
media) for further advertising on locality websites, etc.

e Survey sent to local media

¢ Survey was placed in the TCAMPO, Crater PDC and Plan2045 webpages (over
200 hits in July 2021)

Results:

e 299 clicks to survey site from Facebook and Instagram

e 125 persons filled out the entire survey

e An additional 42 persons asked to be added to the email list for Plan2045 and/or

MPO
¢ Demographics:
0 Age of respondents to this question (rounded to nearest %):

= 19-30-7%
= 31-40-14%
= 41-50 - 20%
= 51-60-23%
= 61+-36%



0 Race of respondents to this question (rounded to nearest %):
» Black or African American - 19%
= Hispanic or Latino - 2%
= Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander -2%
= White - 77%
0 Household Income:
0 See the results on the Plan2045 Engagement page
Responses:
0 Responses vary from poor pavement to congestion to intersection safety
to needing sidewalks, etc.

Lessons Learned:

It continues to appear that Facebook targeted older persons and Instagram
targeted younger persons, so we need to continue to divide the advertising
between these social media platforms

We were able to know the race, household income, and home/work/school
locations of respondents by asking these questions in the survey. We will need to
also for household size to more fully assess if we are capturing Low Income persons
(i.e., percent below poverty level). Facebook and Instagram only give age and
Sex.

Advertising on social media reaches a wider and larger audience, appears to
better reach low-income, disadvantaged, and underserved populations at a low
price.

Our Facebook presence and engagement with others was improved; we
received almost 600 post engagements with about 100 likes and comments
through our Facebook posts (our site and the issues-oriented local Facebook
Groups).

We need to continue to improve engaging minority and non-English speaking
persons. We began reaching out to these media before this Needs, Problems, and
Issues survey started to help keep these groups informed and get these
populations engaged, keep asking and reaching. We were better able to lower
the whites (53% of the total population of the entire localities) from 77% of the
survey respondents in the first survey to 66% in this survey stating they were white.
While many persons were reached via Facebook/Instagram (11,125), and from
them there were 587 “clicks” going from Facebook/Instagram to the survey, only
125 completely filed out the survey. This could be due to some persons multiple
times going to the survey, which would pump up the number going to the survey.
RRTPO noted about 1,000 persons responded to their survey for ConnectRVA 2045
(the RRTPO portion of the urban area is about 825,000 of the 2010 urban area
population), which equals 0.12% of the total population. The TCAMPO portion of
the urban area is about 128,000 population, which using RRTPO’s 0.12% response


https://craterpdc.org/plan-2045-engagement/

rate would have been 153 persons (which we are slightly short). Other MPOs are
experiencing much higher completed surveys. We plan on even broader and
varied promotion of the Draft Plan2045 in the Spring of 2022.



Draft Plan2045 Document Public Participation Public Involvement Period

April 15 — May 15, 2022

Outreach/Advertisements:

Announcement on Crater PDC and Plan2045 webpage

Facebook ads - 14,568 persons reached

Instagram ads - 5,457 persons reached

In multiple Facebook local issues groups

MPO Member/Interested parties ads/notes

Legal ads published April 22 in Richmond Times-Dispatch, Petersburg
Progress-Index, and Richmond Free Press (minority)

Public Meeting April 26, 4-6 p.m.; at the Petersburg Public Library

Results:

429 clicks from Facebook and Instagram ads to the Plan2045 website

6 likes on Facebook, 16 likes on Instagram

3 persons used our “Get Connected” comments tool on the Plan2045
webpage

659 persons connected to the Plan2045 Engagement webpage from April
1, 2022 - May 18, 2022

Received written comments from 5 people

Received one oral comment/question at the Public Meeting

Two persons (beyond the MPO and VDOT) attended the 4/26 Public
Meeting

Invited to give an overview of Plan2045 to the Colonial Heights Planning
Commission



Reach X

® Vvirginia 100 %

Age and gender

The estimated breakdown of people who saw your ads. @

43.6% Women 56.4% Men

20%
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10%
5% I I I I I I I I I
0% T 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 a5+
Placements
Where people saw your ads. 0 &
Mews Feed on Mobile App 42 9%
Instagram Feed on mobile devices 17 %
Suggested videos feed on mobile devices 15 294
See more
Reach

The number of people who saw your ads at least once.



Ads summary
Tri-Cities Area Mpo spent $§388.16 on 3 ads in the last 60 days.

Reach ©

[ Last 60 days: Mar 16, 2022 - May 14, 2022 w»

Post engagement @ Messaging Conversati 1] Link clicks @
Started
18,988? 100% 4621“ 100% 4341‘ 100%
See more See more See more See more
Recent ads
Completed * May & * Created by Tri-Cities Area Mpo e View results
Boosted 3,648 T
Instagram media Reach i
Completed * May 2 * Created by Tri-Cities Area Mpo e View results
Boosted 1,809 19 $1614
Instagram media Reach Link clicks
Completed = Apr13 = Created by Tri-Cities Area Mpo Liid View results
Website visitors 14,568 410 S$3='1 o
The Draft Plan2045.... Reach Link clicks pe
See all ads
Audience & Last 60 days =
Post Engagement @
Age & gender Placements Locations
20%
18-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65+
B Women B Mven B Unknown



Recommendations and Needs from Various Plans and Studies

Locality

Route

Plan2045 Vision Regionally Signficant and Scored Projects

Location

Comment

Project UPC

Chesterfield 10 1-295 to N. Enon Church Rd Widen from 4-6 lanes in median
Prince George 144  |Appomattox River to Puddledock Rd Widen from 4-6 lanes in median
Prince George 144 Puddledock Rd to Oaklawn (Rt 36) Widen from 4-6 lanes in median
1-95 RSA Projects
Locality Route Location Comment Project UPC
Exit 53 SB Improve interchange configuration at Roslyn Road
Colonial Heights 95 |to address safety issues (Further Study Required) Formerly had a Chapter 527 report
Exit 52 Improve 1-95 SB interchange configuration at Change from stop sien to vield?
Petersburg 95 Washington St. (further study required) 8 p sig yield:
Petersburg 95 Wagner Road interchange Remove weaving so Route 460 can be officially placed
Petersburg 95 Capacity Constraint: Off Ramp at Rives Rd Interchange Need Interchange Improvement by 2017 (TCAMPO)
1-95 Corridor Study Candidate Projects
Locality Route Location Comment Project UPC
Petersburg 85/95 |I-85 NB to I-95 SB Relocate off-ramp further south down CD road to Crater Rd
Petersburg 95/85 |1-95 NB Flyover Build flyover ramp from I-95 NB to -85 SB
Colonial Heights 95 SB  |Roslyn/Southpark Interchange Extend acceleration lane, study further improvements
Petersburg 85 Route 1 Interchange Extend acceleration lane
Exit 52 Improve 1-95 SB interchange configuration at . a1
Petersburg 95 Washington St. (further study required) Change from stop sign to yield?
Exit 48 Improve interchange configuration at U.S. 460 (Wagner . ..
Petersburg 9 Road) to remove weaving movements (Further Study Required) Remove weaving so Route 460 can be officially placed
Exit 47 Improve interchange configuration at Rives Rd (Further . . .
Petersburg 95 Study Required) Former project to improve interchange
Petersburg 95 Capacity Constraint: Off Ramp at Rives Rd Interchange Need Interchange Improvement by 2017 (TCAMPO)
1-85 Technical Memorandum Recommendations
Locality Route Location Comment Project UPC
Petersburg 85/95 |1-95 NB to I-85 SB Flyover Also in 1-95 Corridor Study
Dinwiddie 85 Extend acceleration lane from Route 1 NB
Evaluate Interchage to improve safety and operations traveling
Dinwiddie 85 Exit 63 improve safety and operations onto and off of US 1 and I-85. Include the US 1 segment
bewtween Simmons Ave and Simpson rd
Evaluate intersections on US 460 between the SB I-85 ramp and
the intersection of US 1 and US 460. Study should focus on
Dinwiddie 85  |Exit 61 Safety the intersect! ucdyshouidtocu
improving safety at the SB I-85 ramp node, and well as
operations and safety at the intesection of US 460 and US 1
Dinwiddie/ 1 US 1 1-85 to Atlantic St. Fvaluate segment for further study to reduce congestion at and
Petersburg improve access management
Evaluate segment for further study to reduce congestion at Co
Dinwiddie 1 US 1: Franklin Street to Cox Rd val g ) ey N gest! X
Rd and US 1 and reduce angle crashes along segment
Evaluate NB US 1 segment to eliminate confusing lane drop and
Dinwiddie 1 |NBUS 1: Exit 63A to Simmons Ave valu 8 m using P
merge area on US 1 with |-85
Dinwiddie 1 NB US 1: Exit 63A Widen and lengthen NB US 1 turn lane onto -85 NB
Evaluat t for further study to i
Dinwiddie 1 US 1: Exit 63A to Sterling Rd valuate segment for further study to Improve access
management
Study interesection to reduce angle crashes. Re-evaluate
Dinwiddie 1 US 1/US 460 intersection clearance intervals, consider innovative intersections, and

determine pavement width

1-295 Technical Memorandum Recommendations

Location

Comment

Project UPC

Locality

Chesterfield 295 Varina-Enon Bridge Install Wind Advisory System
1-85/95 Interchange Feasibility Study Projects
Locality Route Location Comment Project UPC
Petersburg 85/95 |I-85 NB to I-95 SB Relocate off-ramp further south down CD road to Crater Rd
Petersburg 85/95 |I-95 NB ramps Combine NB off ramps and realign NB on-ramp
Petersburg 95/85 |1-95 NB Flyover Build flyover ramp from 1-95 NB to 1-85 SB




2016 TCAMPO CMP Needs Locations

Locality Route Location Comment Project UPC
Chesterfield 10 2020 Congestion - N. Enon Church Rd (Rt 746) to 1-295 Ramp  [Need additional 1 lane in each direction by 2020
c i 1 2020 Congestion - Rt 144 Temple Ave from ECL Colonial
hesterfield 44 Heights to Prince George CL Need additional 1 lane in each direction by 2020
. . 2020 Congestion - Temple Ave Ramp (Rt 144) to NCL Colonial
Colonial Heights 95 Heights Need additional 1 lane in each direction by 2020
2020 Congestion - Oaklawn Blvd from WCL Hopewell to
Hopewell 36 Jefferson Park Rd Need additional 1 lane in each direction by 2020
2020 Congestion - Oaklawn Blvd from Jefferson Park Rd to |-
Hopewell 36 295 Need additional 1 lane in each direction by 2020
. 2020 Congestion - 1-95 from Warwick Swamp to NB Off Ramp
Prince George 95 Rt 301 Need additional 1 lane in each direction by 2020
. 2020 Congestion - 1-95 NB Off ramp Rt 301 to SB On Ramp |-
Prince George 95 205 Need additional 1 lane in each direction by 2020
. G 1 2020 Congestion - Rt 144 from Prince George CL to
Prince George 44 [buddledock Rd Need additional 1 lane in each direction by 2020
Prince George 144 2020 Congestion - Rt 144 from Puddledock Rd to Rt 36 Need additional 1 lane in each direction by 2020
Trail Plans
Locality Route Location Comment Project UPC

Appomattox River Trail Master Plan Trails (trails all along
the Appomattox River, both sides)
Fall Line Trail (ATP), Branders Bridge Rd to Patton Park

Multi-Jurisdiction FOLAR Master Plan, RRTPO Regional Bike-Ped Plan

Multi-Jurisdiction ATP Trail Plan

RTC Model Needs, 2017 to 2045

Locality Route Location Comment Project UPC
) Capacity Constraint: E Hundred Rd from Old Bermuda Hundred .
Chesterfield 10 Rd to Riverside Blvd Capacity Improvements
Chesterfield 10 2020 Congestion - N. Enon Church Rd (Rt 746) to 1-295 Ramp Capacity Improvements
Chesterfield 295 Capacity Constraint: E Hundred Rd & 1-295 Interchange Capacity Improvements
Chesterfield 295 Capacity Constraint: I-295 & Meadowville Rd Interchange Capacity Improvements
) Capacity Constraint: Ramblewood Dr from Golf Course Rd to .
Chesterfield 620 Woods Edge Rd Capacity Improvements
) Capacity Constraint: Woods Edge Rd from Lawing Dr / Wood .
Chesterfield 620 Edge Rd to Walthall Creek Dr Capacity Improvements
) Capacity Constraint: Woodpecker Rd from Bradley Bridge Rd .
Chesterfield 626 to Sandy Ford Rd Capacity Improvements
" Capacity Constraint: Woodpecker Rd from Woodpecker Rd/ .
Chesterfield 626 Matoaca Rd intersection to Lakeview Dr / Chestnut Ridge Rd Capacity Improvements
Chesterfield/ 10 Capacity Constraint: Rt 10 E Hundred Rd from Point of Rocks Capacity Improvements
Hopewell Rd to N 6th Ave pacily Imp
Cheste:;eigi;tgolonlal 95 Capacity Constraint: 1-95 from Willis Rd to Temple Ave Capacity Improvements
Colonial Heights 95 glizamty Constraint: 1-95 SB from Conduit Rd to Southpark Capacity Improvements
Colonial Heights N/A g;izmty Constraint: Dupuy Ave from Boulevard to Battery Capacity Improvements
Colonial Heights/ . - :
Petersburg 95 Capacity Constraint: I-95 from Southpark Blvd to E. Bank St Capacity Improvements
Dinwiddie/ . - . .
Petersburg 85 Capacity Constraint: -85 from Airport St to Youngs Rd Capacity Improvements
Capacity Constraint: E. Randolph Rd from E. City Point Rd to .
Hopewell 10 Winston Churchill Drive Capacity Improvements
Hope(\zl‘v:cl)lr/gI:rlnce 295 Capacity Constraint: I-295/Oaklawn Interchange Capacity Improvements
Petersburg 95 Capacity Constraint: I-95 from Wagner Rd to County Dr Capacity Improvements
Petersburg 95 Capacity Constraint: [-95 NB On Ramp at County Dr Capacity Improvements
Interchange
Petersburg 95 Capacity Constraint: Off Ramp at Rives Rd Interchange Capacity Improvements
Petersburg 95/85 |Capacity Constraint: I-85/95 Interchange Capacity Improvements
. Capacity Constraint: 1-95 from [-295/I-95 Interchange to .
Prince George 95 TCAMPO line Capacity Improvements
Route 36 STARS Study
Locality Route Location Comment Project UPC
Hopewell 36 Crossings intersection Innovative intersection
Hopewell 36 Tri-Cities intersection Innovative intersection

Locality

Location

Project UPC

Chesterfield 1 Old Hundred Rd to Colonial Hts NCL PSAP 1.0 Priority 1 (top .1%)
Colonial Heights 1 Colonial Hts NCL to Colonial Hts. SCL PSAP 2.0 Priority 2 (top 1%)
Colonial Heights 144  |Route 1 to roundabout PSAP 2.0 Priority 3 (top 5%)




Colonial Heights

Ellerslie Ave, Rt 1 to Conduit

PSAP 2.0 Priority 3 (top 5%)

Hopewell 10 Hopewell NCL to Hopewell ECL PSAP 2.0 Priority 3 (top 5%)
Hopewell 36 Hopewell WCL to Rt 10 PSAP 2.0 Priority 1 (top .1%)
Hopewell 156  |Hopewell SCL to Rt 10 PSAP 2.0 Priority 2 (top 1%)
Hopewell W. Broadway Ave, N. 6th Ave to Rt 10 PSAP 2.0 Priority 3 (top 5%)
Hopewell N. 6th Ave, w. Broadway to Winston Churchill PSAP 2.0 Priority 3 (top 5%)
Hopewell Danville St, Miles Ave. to s. 17th Ave PSAP 2.0 Priority 3 (top 5%)
Hopewell Courthouse Rd, Ashland Ave to Arlington Rd PSAP 2.0 Priority 3 (top 5%)
Hopewell Old Iron Rd, Courthouse Rd to Monroe Ave PSAP 2.0 Priority 3 (top 5%)
Petersburg 1 Wythe St, S. Jefferson St to Summit St. PSAP 2.0 Priority 1 (top .1%)
Petersburg 1 Adams St, Petersburg NCL to Central Park PSAP 2.0 Priority 2 (top 1%)
Petersburg Adams St, Central Park to Apollo St PSAP 2.0 Priority 2 (top 1%)
Petersburg 36 Bollingbrook St, Adams St to N Crater Rd PSAP 2.0 Priority 2 (top 1%)
Petersburg 36 N. Crater Rd, Bollingbrook St to E Wythe St PSAP 2.0 Priority 2 (top 1%)
Petersburg 360 |Crater Rd, E Wythe St to Petersburg SCL PSAP 2.0 Priority 2 (top 1%)
Petersburg 3rd St., Bollingbrook St to Henry St. PSAP 2.0 Priority 1 (top .1%)
Petersburg Henry St, 3rd St. to N. Jefferson St. PSAP 2.0 Priority 1 (top .1%)
Petersburg N. Jefferson St., Henry St to E. Wythe St. PSAP 2.0 Priority 1 (top .1%)
Petersburg Bank St., N. Sycamore St. to Adams St. PSAP 2.0 Priority 3 (top 5%)
Petersburg E. Bank St., Adams St. N. Madison St. PSAP 2.0 Priority 2 (top 1%)
Petersburg E. Bank St., N. Crater Rd to E. Washington St. PSAP 2.0 Priority 3 (top 5%)
Petersburg N. Sycamore St., Bollingbrook St. to Washington St. PSAP 2.0 Priority 3 (top 5%)
Petersburg Union St., N of Washington St. to Wythe St. PSAP 2.0 Priority 2 (top 1%)
Petersburg Halifax St., Wythe St. to S. West St. PSAP 2.0 Priority 2 (top 1%)
Petersburg 36 E. Wythe St., N. Crater Rd to Washing ton St. PSAP 2.0 Priority 2 (top 1%)
Petersburg 36 E. Washington St., E. Wythe St. to Petersburg ECL PSAP 2.0 Priority 2 (top 1%)
Petersburg Puddledock Rd, Rt 36 to Harrison Creek PSAP 2.0 Priority 3 (top 5%)
Petersburg S. West St., Halifax St. to Lincoln St. PSAP 2.0 Priority 3 (top 5%)
Petersburg Patterson St., S. West St. to Augusta Ave. PSAP 2.0 Priority 2 (top 1%)
Petersburg Farmer St., Youngs Rd. to Halifax St. PSAP 2.0 Priority 3 (top 5%)
Petersburg S. West St., Willcox St. to Young Ave PSAP 2.0 Priority 3 (top 5%)
Petersburg Young Ave, S. West St. to Halifax St. PSAP 2.0 Priority 3 (top 5%)
Petersburg Virginia Ave., Halifax St. to High Pearl Rd PSAP 2.0 Priority 3 (top 5%)
Petersburg High Pearl Rd., St. Matthew St. to Homestead Dr. PSAP 2.0 Priority 3 (top 5%)
Petersburg W. South Blvd, High Pearl Rd to Crater Rd PSAP 2.0 Priority 3 (top 5%)
Petersburg S. South St., Farmer St. to Lee Ave PSAP 2.0 Priority 3 (top 5%)
Petersburg Lee Ave, S. South St. to Halifax St. PSAP 2.0 Priority 2 (top 1%)
Petersburg Harding St., New St. to St. Matthew St. PSAP 2.0 Priority 3 (top 5%)
Petersburg St. Matthew St., High Pearl Rd to Harding St. PSAP 2.0 Priority 3 (top 5%)
Petersburg S. Sycamore St., Wythe St. to S. Crater Rd PSAP 2.0 Priority 2 (top 1%)
Petersburg Porterville St., Halifax St. to Harding St. PSAP 2.0 Priority 2 (top 1%)
Petersburg New St., Harding St. to Harrison St. PSAP 2.0 Priority 2 (top 1%)
Petersburg Corling St., Harrison St. to S. Sycamore St. PSAP 2.0 Priority 2 (top 1%)
Petersburg Harrison St., New St. to Corling St. PSAP 2.0 Priority 2 (top 1%)
Petersburg Graham Rd, S. Sycamore St. to Jefferson Pl PSAP 2.0 Priority 2 (top 1%)
Petersburg Wagner Rd, S. Crater Rd. to I-95 PSAP 2.0 Priority 3 (top 5%)
Petersburg County Drive, 1-95 to I-295 PSAP 2.0 Priority 3 (top 5%)
Vtrans Priority 1 Locations
Locality Route Location Comment Project UPC
Colonial Heights 1 Boulevard/Temple Ave intersection High Safety, congestion, TDM, bicycle access, pedestrian access 109264
Chesterfield 1 Happy Hill and Woods Edge intersections Already addressed with HSIP and MPO funds 104661
Chesterfield 1 Rt 144 (Harrowgate Rd ) intersection High safety and capacity preservation needs
Chesterfield 10 Rt 742 (N. Enon Church Rd) intersection High safety, congestion, and bicycle access needs
Hopewell 36 Winston Churchill/High St intersection High safety, TDM, bicycle access needs
Petersburg 36 Puddledock Rd intersection High congestion, safety, TDM needs 101030
Petersburg Wagner Rd/ Poplar intersection High safety, TDM, bicycle access needs
Prince George 144 Puddledock Rd intersection High congestion, safety, TDM needs 105131

Note: all Priority 1 projects are District Priorities, none are Statewide

ct and Statewide

Locality

Route

Location

Comment

Project UPC

Colonial Heights 1 Boulevard/Ellerslie intersection High safety, bicycle access needs

Colonial Heights 1 Boulevard, Temple Ave to Branders Bridge High TDM, bicycle access 107534
Colonial Heights 1 Boulevard, Piedmont to Dupuy Ave High TDM, bicycle access, pedestrian access 52434, 3945
Colonial Heights 144 From Conduit to Mall Entrance High TDM and bicycle access needs 98882 (int.)
Colonial Heights 144 |Charles Dimmock Parkway intersection High safety, bicycle access needs 97691

Colonial Heights

Dimmock Pwky, Southpark Blvd - Temple Lake Dr

High safety need

Colonial Heights

Conduit Rd, Home Depot to EImwood

High safety need




Chesterfield 1 From Woods Edge to Harrowgate High capacity preservation need
Chesterfield 626 Branders Bridge/Lakeview intersection Roundabout project? 109229
Dinwiddie 1 Rt 1/226 intersection High TDM, distressed area needs 73268
Dinwiddie 1 Rt 1/Ritchey Ave/Weakley Rd intersection High safety, distressed area needs
Dinwiddie 600 Ferndale/River Rd intersection High safety, distressed area needs; SS funded 112715
Hopewell 36 Oaklawn/Crossing intersection High safety, STARS study; SSS application
Hopewell 36 Oaklawn, Crossings to 1-295 High safety, STARS study; SS application
Hopewell 10 W. Randolph/Riverside Ave intersection High bicycle access, distressed area needs
Hopewell 10 E. Randolph/N. Main St intersection High bicycle access, distressed area needs
Hopewell 10 E. Randolph/E. City Point Rd intersection High bicycle access, ped access, distressed area needs
Hopewell 36 Oaklawn Blvd/Miles Ave intersection High safety, distressed area needs
Hopewell 36 Winston Churchill, Cavalier Sq. to Twin Rivers Rd High bicycle access, distressed area needs
Hopewell 15th Ave, W. City Point Rd through Maryland Ave High safety, bicycle access needs, distressed area needs
Hopewell S. Mesa/Danville St intersection High safety, distressed area needs
Hopewell W. Broadway/21st Ave intersection High safety, distressed area needs
Hopewell W. Broadway, S. 15th Ave to N. 6th Ave High bicycle access, distressed area needs
Petersburg 1 Washington/West St. intersection High bicycle access, distressed area needs
Petersburg 301 Washington/Crater Rd intersection TDM, distressed area needs
Petersburg 1-95 SB  |NCL to St. Andrews St TDM, rail on-time, distressed area needs
Petersburg I-95 NB [Wythe St to Washington St. TDM, pavement, distressed area needs
Petersburg 1-95 SB |Rives Rd/I-95 SB ramps intersection TDM, rail on-time, distressed area needs
Petersburg 301 Crater Rd/Washington intersection TDM, distressed area needs
Petersburg 301 Crater Rd/Mingea St intersection Distressed area needs
Petersburg 301 Crater Rd/Graham Rd intersection High safety, transit equity, bicycle access needs
Petersburg 301 Crater Rd, Graham Rd to South Blvd High safety, transit equity, bicycle access needs
Petersburg 301 Crater Rd/Sycamore/Walnut intersection High safety
Petersburg 301 Crater Rd., RR overpass to Oak Hill Rd High safety
Petersburg 301 Crater Rd/Wagner Rd intersection High safety, bicycle access needs
Petersburg 301 Crater Rd, Wagner Rd to Rives Rd High safety, bicycle access needs
Petersburg 36 From Puddledock Rd to Prince George Co High safety, distressed area needs
Petersburg 36 E. Washngton St, Amelia St to Puddledock Rd High safety, distressed area needs
Petersburg Bus 460 |From Hickory Hill Rd to Wagner Rd High safety, distressed area needs
Petersburg Alt 301 |Sycamore St, Wythe to Central Park High safety, distressed area needs
Petersburg Alt 301 [Sycamore St/North Blvd intersection High safety
Petersburg Alt 301 |Sycamore St, East Blvd to Wyanoke High safety, transit equity
Petersburg Third/Bank St intersection TDM, distressed area needs
Petersburg Halifax/Virginia/Young Ave intersection High safety, bicycle access, distressed area needs
Petersburg Wagner Rd, Rt 1 - 1-95 High safety, TDM, bicycle access needs
Prince George 36 Ramp/Sisisky intersection High congestion, TDM, pavement needs; ARRA projects
Prince George 106 Rt 106/156 intersection High TDM, pavement needs
Prince George 460 |W. Quaker Rd to Wells Station Rd High TDM
Commerce Corridor Study
Locality Route Location Comment Project UPC
Improvements to CSX Bermuda Hundred Lead. Construction of
Chesterfield sidings and leads as needed to provide rail access to select Rail
parcels within Meadowville Area
Multi-Jurisdiction 95 Maintain and enhance 1-95 mainline capacity Freight and Intermodal
State Park and Ride Plan Update
Locality Route Location Comment Project UPC
Dinwiddie 85 New Park and Ride Lot at |-85 & Rt 460/Airport Rd, Exit 61 Recent State PNR study update
Petersburg 95 New New Park & Ride lot near Crater Rd/Graham Rd (Exit 50) |Earlier State PNR plan, |-85/95 Interchange Feasibility Study
Petersburg 95 [\‘Ei\?: ;8;)—space Park & Ride lot near Winfield/Rt 460 and I-65 Recent State PNR plan update, 1-85/95 Interchange Feasibility Study
Prince George 295 New Park & Ride lot near I-295 & Rt 460/ County Drive Recent State PNR plan update

State Railway Plan (2017)

Location

Comment

Project UPC

Locality

Multi-Jurisdiction

Atlantic Gateway Rail: S-Line Transfer-Provide a mechanism to
allow for the transfer from CSX to public ownership of the S-
Line, an abandoned rail line that runs from North Carolina to
the Petersburg area.

Passenger Rail, State Railway Plan 2017
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Introduction

Developing and adopting a metropolitan transportation
plan (MTP) is a huge job. Once an MTP is adopted, staff and
decision-makers often look at the document with justified
pride, having spent enormous effort developing a plan
focus, and move on to the next job. Thisis one of a proposed
series of whitepapers intended to keep the MTP current,
address easily understood parts of the MTP, allow partner
agencies and the public more opportunities to meaningfully
participate in transportation planning, and better inform
decision-makers.

The whitepapers are organized similarly, and each wiill
include a title, our contact information, a revision history,
MPO context, the regulatory citation that we are working
with information showing current conditions, a discussion of
conditions, recommendations for improvement and cited
literature.

Context

The Tri-Cities Metropolitan Planning Organization was
created on March 21, 1974, by agreement between the
Crater Planning District Commission and the Virginia
Department of Highways. The Cities of Colonial Heights,
Hopewell, Petersburg and the Counties of Chesterfield,
Dinwiddie and Prince George also entered into supporting
a continuing transportation planning process for the
metropolitan area. On November 7, 1979, Virginia's

Secretary of Transportation designated the Tri-Cities Area
Policy Committee as the Metropolitan Planning
Organization for the Tri-Cities Area. Figure 1 shows the MPQO’s
planning area and its location in the Commonwealth of
Virginia. To better understand transportation in the Tri-Cities
Area you may wish to read our Tri-Cities Area Year 2040
Transportation Plan located at
https://www.craterpdc.org/transportation/mpo.htm

Tri-Cities MPO Planning Area Selecting the Base
and Design Years for the Socio-Economic Data

Methodology for the Base Year

For the 2012 Base Year Data Traffic Analysis Zone (TAZ)
Numbers were changed in Richmond Regional TPO and Tri-
Cities Area MPO to be consistent with each other. In
previous years, the Richmond Regional TPO and Tri-Cities
Area MPO did not have TAZs that followed each other for
the Virginia Department of Transportation Traffic Analysis
Model. These new TAZ Numbers were used for the 2017 Base
Year Data. For 2017 Base Year Data, TAZs were assigned for
all of Dinwiddie County and Prince George County, not just
TAZs in the Tri-Cities Area MPO Planning Area (as was done
in previous SE data exercises).
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Population and Housing

The 2017 base year methodology for development housing
and population data used a bottom up approach for
tracking local residential development. Chesterfield County
(Tri-Cities Area MPO members) was the only locality that
tracked their annual growth through their Continuing,
Cooperative and Comprehensive data process, also known
as 3-C data. Crater Planning District Commission (CPDC)
and local staff decided to use this approach for all
jurisdictions in developing the population and housing data
as part of the 2017-2040 Socioeconomic update.

In the previous 2040 Long-Range Transportation Plan effort,
for the 2012 base year development, the CPDC attended a
3-C workshop led by Henrico, Chesterfield and Hanover to
better understand how housing and population data is
tracked. CPDC Staff used the Henrico method for this effort
also to develop a standard model template for the rest of
jurisdiction as follows:

e Record certificate of occupancies (COs) or Building
Permit and demolitions by address/location and
using GIS, spatially joining each CO or building permit
and demolition point to the transportation analysis
zone (TAZ).

¢ Since the 2010 Census Summary File 1 (SF1) data was
completed on April 1, 2010 each jurisdiction was
instructed to track their COs or building permits and
demolitions from April 1 - Dec 31, 2010, and then for

each subsequent calendar year 2011 and 2017.

e Using the 2010 Census SF1 data as the starting point,
all the Census blocks with total population, group
guarters population, total housing units, vacant
housing units, and occupied housing units where
nested into each TAZ.

e COs or building permit and demolitions dating from
April 1 — Dec 31, 2010 were then input-ted into 3-C
model for year 2010.

¢ The same step above was repeated for 2017 which
calculated the population and housing data
through the end of 2017.

e Vacancy rates and average household sizes used
the 2010 Census SF1 for years 2010 - 2017 as more
accurate estimates than ACS.

e Opverall locality population data were compared to
the 2017 American Community Survey (ACS) and the
2017 Weldon Cooper Estimates of Population.

Base Year (2017) Automobiles

The following methodology was used to determine auto

distribution by TAZ in the Region:

¢ The source for auto data is the Census Transportation

Planning Products (CTPP) 2006-2010 5-year estimates
based on ACS 2006-2010 released on October 31,
2013. The CTPP releases data in many geographic
levels, TAZ (henceforth called CTPP TAZ) being one.
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Note on Chesterfield County

Chesterfield County is shared between the Tri-Cities Area
MPO and the Richmond Regional TPO. To improve
consistency and efficiency, staff from the Richmond TPO
developed the base and design year socioeconomic data
for all of Chesterfield County and shared them with the Tri-
Cities MPO staff. TCAMPO is including those estimates in this
report for completeness.




Figure 1: Tri-Cities Area MPO Metropolitan Planning Area




Table 1: 2017 Base Year Summary Table

Population Housing School Enroliment Employment

Jurisdiction In In Group . Households Autos . .

Units K-12 College Retail Non-Retail

Households Quarters

Chesterfield 40,919 2,764 43,683 15,863 14,909 36,623 6,614 4,714 980 9,404 10,384
Colonial Heights 16,704 691 17,395 8,405 6,782 7,935 3,591 - 3,094 6,250 9,344
Dinwiddie 27,838 666 28,504 11,307, 9,980] 15,932 4,523 1,000, 620 8,027 8,647
Hopewell 23,196 480 23,676 10,447, 8,910] 12,799 4,934 - 556 6,581 7,137
Petersburg 31,785 1,133 32,918 14,128| 12,410 22,176 5,676 - 2,123 11,007 13,130
Prince George (w/o Ft. Lee) 20,954 1,069 22,023 10,285 9,593] 22,113 9,044 - 833 6,812 7,645
Prince George (Ft Lee) 16,163 3,950 21,313 8,130 2,659 4,318 2,387, - 100 24,290 24,390
Grand Total 177,559 10,753 189,512, 78,565 65,243| 121,896/ 36,769 5,714 8,306 72,371 80,677

Table 2: Design Year (2045) Summary Table

Population i School Enrollment Employment

Jurisdiction In In Group . Households Autos . .

Total Units K-12 College Retail Non-Retail

Households = Quarters

Chesterfield 55,000 2,764 57,764 21,382 20,094 49,720 8,106 6,000 988 16,101 17,089
Colonial Heights 16,119 691 16,810 8,664 6,590 8,050 2,900 - 2,990 6,040 9,030
Dinwiddie 33,708 670 34,378 13,003 12,287| 24,574 4,439 1,000 748 9,506 10,254
Hopewell 23,636 250 23,886 10,321 9,798| 13,184 4,700 - 574 6,792 7,366
Petershurg 27,457 1,189 28,646 20,624 10,564 12,714 4,500 - 1,622 8,590 10,212
Prince George (w/o Ft. Lee) 27,294 660, 27,954 15,203 13,997 25,615 6,483 = 762 12,647 13,409
Prince George (Ft Lee) 5,396 9,250 14,646 3,028 2,951 5,677 517 - 114 16,832 16,946
Grand Total 188,610 15,474 204,084| 92,225 76,281] 139,534 31,645 7,000 7,798 76,508 84,306




Table 3: 2017 Autos/Household

Jurisdiction Autos Households Ratio
Chesterfield 36,623 14,909 2.46
Colonial Heights 8,390 7,171 1.17
Dinwiddie 15,952 9,980 1.60
Hopewell 12,799 8,910 1.43
Petersburg 22,176 12,410 1.83
Prince George 26,431 12,252 2.16
Grand Total 122,371 65,632 1.86

TAZ Framework:
The TAZ framework used for the socioeconomic data
report (henceforth called Model TAZs) nests to form CTPP

TAZs.

There are 280 CTPP TAZs and 388 Model TAZs in the
Tri-Cities Region.

200 of CTPP TAZ retain the same geographic
footprint as the model TAZs. These TAZs are referred
to “Non- Split Model TAZs”.

The remaining 80 CTPP TAZs have been splitinto 180 Model
TAZs. These TAZs are “Split Model TAZs”. The methodology
for automobile calculation for Split and Non-Split Model

TAZs differs and are described below:

For Non-Split Model TAZs

Two tables were used from CTPP 2006-2010, Table
B111103 (Aggregate Number of Vehicles Available
in  Households) and Table A112100 (Total
households). Since the Non-Split Model TAZs retain
same geographic structure as CTPP TAZs the data
from the above two tables, Total Autos and Total
House- holds were used directly. Autos per
Household ratio for each Non -Split Model TAZ were
then derived.

For Split TAZs

0 Total Household for each- Split Model TAZ for
Decennial Census 2010 was calculated
using the Census block data.

0 The total household was then aggregated
to CTPP TAZ.

0 A ratio of total households for the CTPP TAZ
and the total households of nested Split
Model TAZ was calculated to arrive at the
distribution of households in each Split
Model TAZ.

o Two tables from CTPP 2006-2010, Table
B111103 (Aggregate Number of Vehicles
Available in Households) and Table A112100
(Total households) downloaded previously
were then multiplied by the ratio
determined in the previous step to calculate
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total autos and total households for split
Model TAZs.

o0 The total autos were then divided by total
household to get the autos per household
ratio.

To arrive at 2017 automobiles per TAZ the ratio from the
previous step was multiplied by the 2017 households
provided by jurisdictional 3-C data.

School Enroliment

K-12 school enrollment was compiled using the fall of
2017-2018 academic enrollment numbers provided by
Virginia’s Department of Education (DOE). K-12 private
school enrollment was compiled by calling/email private
school administrators to get enrollment totals for 2017-
2018 school year. University and college enrollment were
compiled through phone calls to each institution, using
the fall enroliment of the 2017-2018 academic year. These
enrollment numbers include both full-time and part-time
students. These institutions include 4-year universities, 2-
year colleges, post-graduate programs, certificate
programs, technical schools, and proprietary colleges
and universities (for-profit institutions of higher learning).

Employment

The TCAMPO staff used the 2nd quarter 2017 VEC data as
the main source to conduct the employment process of
the 2017 SE Base Year Data. The 2017 VEC data was

provided with latitude and longitude coordinate systems
for most of the employer addresses, allowing staff to plot
all of the points rather than geocoding over 12,000
employer addresses. 99.9% of the 2017 VEC employment
was either plotted or successfully geocoded. Employer
addresses without latitude and longitude coordinates
were geocoded after their addresses were verified.

With a point layer for the 2017 employment, a thorough
spot-checking process was performed; staff compared it
against the 2008 employment using the new TAZ
geography. Any major differences were reality-checked.
Some differences reflected employers relocating or going
out of business. Other addresses were geocoded on the
wrong side of the street or employment needed to be
disaggregated into several locations.

The 2008 base year employment made use of the VEC
data and verified through contact with employers of 50 or
more and disaggregated employment where it was
necessary. The extensive verification of the 2008 base year
employment data to verify the 2017 VEC data using the
2008-point file. It is recognized that even though different
economic conditions existed between 2008 - 2017, a base
year comparison was helpful at the TAZ level.

Fort Lee Miltary Employment was compiled by
calling/email (2017 Fort Lee Fast Facts Data Sheet) the Tri-
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Cities Area MPO Technical Committee Member
representative for Fort Lee and compiling employment
data for TAZs that Fort Lee is within. Virginia Employment
Commission (VEC) does not collect/record employment
in the Fort Lee TAZs.

Forecasting the Future Year

To maintain consistency with the Richmond Regional TPO
and the shared regional travel demand model the MPO
forecasted population and employment by TAZ to 2045.

TCAMPO staff used a top down approach to estimate
2045 population and employment. The 2045 Weldon
Cooper Center projections were used as population
control totals for each jurisdiction. In turn the employment
control totals for each jurisdiction were set by multiplying
the 2017 ratio of jobs per person by to population control
total for 2045 to establish the control total jobs for each
jurisdiction.

The MPO staff used the Weldon Cooper Center’s 2045
population estimates (developed in 2017) as the control
totals for the jurisdictions in the MPO.

Figure 2: Population Change in the Tri-Cities Region




Projecting Population

V6 T Weldon Cooper

=Sum of Jurisdiction Population Population from

=Weldon Cooper Jurisdiction Population Totals

Wil  for 2045 are used as Jurisdiction Control Totals

Total

«TAZ Population Estimated as the Ratio of the
Juisdiction Population

<Population in Group Quaters Assumed Constan

Figure 3: Assigning Design Year Population To TAZ

Population in Group Quarters

The population in group quarters is assumed to remain
constant during the forecast period. This means that the
number of persons in group quarters and their location
remain the same throughout the projection period.

The population in households for 2045 for each TAZ is
calculated using the formula below.

Population in Households

The population in households, for each jurisdiction, was
developed by subtracting the number of persons in group
guarters from the Weldon Cooper Center control total for
each jurisdiction using the formula below.

PTaz17;

PTaz45; = PJur45 x
az4d; = Pjurd5 x5 17

Persons per Household
This was computed by dividing the number of persons by
the number of households

Projecting Automobiles
Automobile estimates for 2045 use the same proportion of
autos to population as in 2017

Table 4: Autos/Household Trend

Jurisdiction Historic Projected ‘
2009 2012 2017 2040 2045
Chesterfield 2.18 2.09 1.82 1.22 2.40
Colonial Heights 1.07 1.88 1.17 1.43 1.40
Dinwiddie 1.43 2.22 1.61 2.04 2.00
Hopewell 1.45 1.87 1.43 1.34 1.34
Petersburg 3.24 1.70 1.30 1.17 1.17
Prince George 1.62 2.06 1.69 1.83 1.83
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Projecting Students

Table 5: Estimated Student Enrollment by Jurisdiction

Jurisdiction Students/  Household K-12
Household Population Enrollment
Population (2045) (2045)
(2017)
Chesterfield (pt.) 0.11 55,000 8,106
Colonial Heights 0.20 16,119 2,900
Dinwiddie 0.15 33,708 4,439
Hopewell 0.20 23,444 4,700
Petersburg 0.19 27,751 4,500
Prince George 0.38 42,600 7,000
Total 31,645

College enrollment:

John Tyler Community College (JTCC), Virginia State
University (VSU), and several proprietary colleges are
located in Chesterfield County. JTCC’s total enrollment
(both campuses in Chesterfield) was extrapolated to 2040
based on historical enrollment numbers. Once the total
enrollment was projected enrollment based on campus
location was allocated based on the 2017 enrollment
distribution. VSU enrollment was also extrapolated to 2040
based on historical enrollment numbers. The proprietary
colleges were assumed to remain constant.

Table 6: College Enrollment

2,017 2,045

Chesterfield 4714 7,000
Colonial Heights - -
Dinwiddie 1,000 1,000
Hopewell - -
Petersburg - -
Prince George - -
Total 5,714 8,000

Projecting Employment

An employment control total of 181,391 was established
by Chmura Economics and Analytics and accepted by
Chesterfield County staff. To reach this employment the
County would increase by an additional 64,957 jobs from
its 2017 base year employment. The County provided new
retail, office, and industrial development (square
footage) by TAZ by year ranges (2010-2014, 2015-2020,
2020-2025, and 2025-2040). Revisions by RRPDC staff
added employment in James River Industrial Park and
Meadowville Technology Park based on recent
announcements and additional capacity. This resulted in
an additional employment of 53,809 being allocated to
55 TAZs. The remaining employment of 11,148 (needed to
reach the control total) was distributed proportionally to
all remaining 187 TAZs not previously allocated to account
for natural employment growth based on the 2017
employment distribution.
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Socioeconomic Data Tables (2017 and 2045)

The following pages include the Socioeconomic Data
Maps and Tables for each jurisdiction by TAZ. The format
used is similar to what is used by RRTPO for their SE Data
Report.
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Chesterfield County

Population Housing School Enroliment Employment
In Occupied | In Group

Total Housing Units | Quarters |Housing Units| Households | Automobiles | Grade K-12 | Colleges Total Retail Non-Retail
TAZ| 2017 |2045| 2017 2045 (2017|2045| 2017 | 2045 | 2017 | 2045 | 2017 | 2045 | 2017 | 2045 | 2017 | 2045 | 2017 | 2045 | 2017 | 2045 | 2017 | 2045
892 756 859 | 756 859 0 (0] 307 349 288 327 672 763 0 0 0 0 4223 | 4235 | 462 | 462 | 3,761 | 3,773
893 © 7 6 7 0 0 4 5 4 5 9 11 0 0 3,735 | 3,735 | 960 960 534 534 426 426
894 | 209 246 | 209 246 0 (0] 72 85 68 80 194 228 0 0 0 0 1,850 | 1941 | 240 | 240 | 1,610 | 1,701
8951 3128 |4,021| 3,128 4,021 0 0 1,070 | 1,375 | 1,005 | 1,292 | 2,978 | 3,828 | 2,305 | 2,753 0 0 914 929 240 | 240 674 689
896 747 1,034 | 747 1,034 0 () 261 361 245 339 805 114 0 0 0 0 65 65 8 8 57 57
897 | 1591 |2599| 1,591 2,599 0 0 538 879 506 827 1,608 | 2,628 0 0 0 0 129 129 14 14 115 115
898 513 605 513 605 0 0 211 249 198 234 613 724 0 0 0 0 * 1 * 0 * 1
899 252 521 252 521 0 0 105 217 99 205 255 528 0 0 0 0 * 5 * 0 * 5
900 95 1,356 | 95 1,356 0 () 42 599 39 557 105 1,500 0 0 0 0 18 18 0 0 18 18
901 254 300 | 254 300 0 0 109 129 102 120 285 335 0 0 0 0 27 27 1 1 26 26
902 168 198 168 198 0 (0] 70 83 66 78 191 226 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
903 436 679 | 436 679 0 0 168 262 158 246 469 730 0 0 0 0 19 19 0 0 19 19
904 741 874 | 741 874 ©) (0] 274 323 257 303 870 | 1,026 0 0 0 0 6 7 1 1 5 6
905 259 305 | 256 302 3 3 106 125 100 18 307 362 0 0 0 0 * 6 * 0 * 6
906 192 253 192 253 0 (0] 90 119 85 12 184 242 0 0 0 0 * 5 * 0 * 5
907 729 924 | 729 924 0 0 303 384 285 301 881 1,116 0 0 0 0 36 36 0 0 36 36
908 173 204 | 173 204 0 (0] 73 86 69 81 191 224 0 0 0 0 * 2 * 0 * 2
909 331 1,776 | 331 1,776 0 0 129 692 121 649 276 | 1,480 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
910 618 752 618 752 0 () 254 309 239 291 675 822 | 1,707 | 2,039 0 0 * 267 * 13 * 254
911 79 251 79 251 0 0 35 111 33 105 119 379 0 0 0 0 * 2 * 0 * 2
912 46 54 46 54 0 () 19 22 18 21 60 70 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
913 415 489 415 489 0 0 169 199 159 187 233 274 0 0 0 0 * 12 * 1 * 1
914 | 1,810 |[2,139 | 1,806 2,135 4 4 699 826 657 777 1,561 | 1,846 | 1,053 | 1,258 0 0 178 178 0 0 178 178
915 830 985 | 830 985 0 0 305 362 287 341 897 | 1,066 0 0 0 0 5 5 0 0 5 5
916 | 1,726 |[2]145]| 1,726 2,145 0 0 600 746 564 701 1,704 | 2,118 0 0 0 0 75 75 3 3 72 72
917 | 1,644 |1,993 | 1,644 1,993 0 0 610 739 573 695 1,639 | 1,988 0 0 0 0 * 6 * 0 * 6
918 971 1,145 | 971 1,145 0 0 379 447 356 420 819 966 206 | 452 0 0 19 19 3 3 16 16
919 | 1,356 | 1,612 | 1,356 1,612 0 0 459 546 43] 512 838 995 597 713 0 0 * 109 * 0 * 109
920 795 [1,004| 790 999 5 5 299 378 281 355 678 857 0 0 0 0 27 27 7 7 20 20
921 1,493 [1508 | 1,493 1,508 0 0 554 560 521 526 1,456 | 1,470 0 0 0 0 33 33 0 0 33 33

* - Employment was redacted due to Virginia Employment Commission (VEC) confidentiality agreement, where an employer made up at least 80% of employment
OR there was 3 employers or less.
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Chesterfield County

Population Housing School Enroliment Employment
In Occupied | In Group

Total Housing Units | Quarters [Housing Units| Households | Automobiles | Grade K-12 | Colleges Total Retail Non-Retail
TAZ | 2017 |[2045| 2017 | 2045 |2017 2045 2017 | 2045 | 2017 | 2045 | 2017 | 2045 | 2017 | 2045 | 2017 | 2045 | 2017 | 2045 | 2017 | 2045 | 2017 | 2045
922 | 1,402 |[2,560 | 1,402 | 2,560 (0] (0] 53] 970 499 911 783 1,429 0 0 0 0 122 124 78 78 44 46
923 480 566 480 566 0 0 224 264 210 248 355 419 0 0 0 0 774 834 98 98 676 736
924 10 151 10 151 () () 6 91 S 91 16 243 0 0 0 0 559 729 70 70 489 659
9251 1,485 | 1,751 | 1,485 1,751 0 0 533 628 501 591 1,181 1,393 0 0 0 0 323 345 0 0 323 345
926 868 |1,024 | 868 1,024 0 0 301 355 283 334 825 974 560 | 669 0 0 * 404 * 3 * 401
927 4 5 4 5 0 0 2 3 2 3 7 1 0 0 0 0 3,191 | 3,782 141 141 | 3,050 | 3,641
928 23 27 23 27 0 0 8 9 8 9 29 33 0 0 0 0 695 | 948 217 225 478 723
929 | 1,618 (1908 | 1,618 1,908 0 0 562 663 528 623 1,566 | 1,848 0 0 0 0 44 44 1 1 43 43
930 | 1,002 | 1226 | 1,002 | 1,226 (0] (0] 339 415 319 390 940 1,149 0 0 0 0 9 10 0 0 9 10
931 332 391 332 391 0 0 138 163 130 153 316 372 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1
932 | 1571 1,852 | 1,571 1,852 0 0 675 796 634 747 1,436 | 1,692 516 616 0 0 137 137 24 24 13 13
933 | 2,206 (2,744 | 2206 | 2,744 0 0 949 1,180 892 1,110 1,457 | 1,813 0 0 0 0 * 152 * 0 * 152
934 219 558 219 558 0 0 88 224 83 211 233 592 0 0 0 0 94 493 36 36 58 457
935 69 81 69 81 0 0 28 33 26 31 78 93 0 0 0 0 919 | 4,430 5 5 914 | 4,425
936 22 26 22 26 (0] (0] 10 12 9 1 16 20 0 0 0 0 13 1,615 0 0 13 1,615
937 812 1,689 | 812 1,689 0 0 302 628 284 591 880 1,831 0 0 0 0 56 56 0 0 56 56
938 510 796 510 796 0 0 195 304 183 286 532 831 0 0 0 0 4 4 1 1 3 3
939 959 1,131 959 1,131 0 0 375 442 352 415 961 1,133 0 0 0 0 * 4 * 0 * 4
940 153 180 153 180 0 0 69 81 65 76 175 205 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
941 389 459 389 459 0 0 157 185 148 175 423 500 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
942 259 305 259 305 (0] (0] 116 137 109 128 268 315 0 0 0 0 * 6 * 0 * 6
943 326 384 326 384 0 0 123 145 116 137 307 363 970 | 1,159 0 0 * 188 * 0 * 188
944 729 859 723 853 6 6 277 327 260 307 595 703 0 0 0 0 * 6 * 0 * 6
945 329 388 329 388 0 0 134 158 126 149 280 331 0 0 0 0 16 18 0 0 16 18
946 923 1,233 | 923 1,233 () 0 359 480 337 450 814 1,087 0 0 0 0 * 2 * 0 * 2
947 703 916 703 916 0 0 276 360 259 337 601 782 0 0 0 0 * 48 * 0 * 48
948 327 386 327 386 (0] (0] 144 170 135 159 261 307 421 503 0 0 N4 N4 13 13 101 101
949 803 947 803 947 0 0 356 420 335 395 615 725 0 0 0 0 6 6 0 0 6 6
950 824 883 332 391 492 | 492 141 166 132 155 321 377 0 0 0 0 161 161 135 135 26 26
951 1920 |[2,272 | 1920 | 2,272 0 0 785 929 738 873 1,701 | 2,012 0 0 0 0 10 10 0 0 10 10

* - Employment was redacted due to Virginia Employment Commission (VEC) confidentiality agreement, where an employer made up at least 80% of employment
OR there was 3 employers or less.
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Chesterfield County

Population Housing School Enroliment Employment
In Occupied | In Group Housing
Total Housing Units| Quarters Units Households | Automobiles | Grade K-12 | Colleges Total Retail Non-Retail
TAZ | 2017 | 2045 | 2017 | 2045 |2017|2045| 2017 | 2045 | 2017 | 2045 | 2017 | 2045 | 2017 | 2045 | 2017 | 2045 | 2017 | 2045 | 2017 | 2045 | 2017 | 2045
952 275 341 275 341 0 0 120 149 13 140 194 240 0 0 0 0 * 1 * 0 * 1
953 597 603 594 600 3 3 246 248 231 233 333 336 0 0 0 0 * 12 * 11 * 1
954 | 2,358 | 2,360 211 213 |2,147|2147 99 100 93 94 12 12 0 0 4,713 | 4,713 * 863 * 0 * 863
955 912 1,057 | 808 953 104 | 104 334 394 314 370 393 463 584 | 697 0 0 476 479 96 96 380 383
Total [340,848(437,512|336,197| 432,861 |4,651| 4,651 |132,586(169,660|124,595 [159,420(293,337 |375,168|62,779|77,677 20,985 [20,985 131,120 (177,742 |34,6 46| 43,522 |96,474 (134,220

* - Employment was redacted due to Virginia Employment Commission (VEC) confidentiality agreement, where an employer made up at least 80% of employment
OR there was 3 employers or less.

Note: totals are for the entire County, in RRTPO and Tri-Cities MPO areas
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Colonial Heights

Population School Enrollment Employment
In Occupied Housing
Total Units In Group Quarters Households Automobiles Grade K-12 Colleges Total Retail Non-Retail
FT Lee

TAZ TAZ 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045
976 No 1,330 1,275 1330 1,275 0 0 546 533 639 746 584 540 0 0 11 11 2 2 9 9
977 No 1,090 1,053 1090 1,053 0 0 461 522 539 731 0 0 0 0 19 18 19 18 0 0
978 No 189 183 189 183 0 0 64 60 75 84 0 0 0 0 207 200 11 11 196 189
979 No 90 87 90 87 0 0 36 35 42 49 0 0 0 0 101 98 99 96 2 2
980 No 156 151 156 151 0 0 61 56 71 78 370 263 0 0 59 57 6 6 53 51
981 No 523 505 523 505 0 0 208 240 243 336 0 0 0 0 8 8 8 8 0 0
982 No 89 86 89 86 0 0 27 30 32 42 0 0 0 0 136 131 50 48 86 83
983 No 735 710 735 710 0 0 280 250 328 293 0 0 0 0 49 48 35 34 14 14
984 No 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 52 50 0 0 52 50
985 No 778 752 778 752 0 0 294 308 344 360 0 0 0 0 151 146 80 77 71 69
987 No 353 341 353 341 0 0 124 128 145 150 0 0 0 0 640 618 0 0 640 618
988 No 857 828 857 828 0 0 367 330 429 386 322 236 0 0 703 679 3 3 700 676
989 No 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 332 321 28 27 304 294
990 No 990 962 851 823 139 139 376 350 440 410 0 0 0 0 8 8 0 0 8 8
991 No 405 391 405 391 0 0 109 243 128 284 0 0 0 0 293 283 76 73 217 210
992 No 294 285 234 226 59 59 97 90 113 105 0 0 0 0 228 221 7 7 221 214
993 No 326 315 326 315 0 0 118 112 138 131 0 0 0 0 192 186 6 6 186 180
994 No 217 210 217 210 0 0 105 85 123 99 0 0 0 0 179 173 0 0 179 173
995 No 185 178 185 178 0 0 263 72 308 84 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 2 2
996 No 605 584 603 582 2 2 265 249 310 291 0 0 0 0 455 440 0 0 455 440
997 No 347 336 347 336 0 0 125 119 146 139 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
998 No 1,195 1,171 704 680 491 491 274 274 321 321 0 0 0 0 32 31 0 0 32 31
999 No 149 144 149 144 0 0 54 59 63 69 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1000 No 833 805 833 805 0 0 360 340 421 398 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 2 2
1001 No 98 95 98 95 0 0 28 38 33 44 663 537 0 0 40 39 32 31 8 8
1002 No 715 691 715 691 0 0 286 265 335 310 0 0 0 0 27 26 0 0 27 26
1003 No 235 227 235 227 0 0 96 93 112 109 0 0 0 0 26 25 0 0 26 25
1004 No 929 898 929 898 0 0 346 366 405 428 0 0 0 0 16 15 0 0 16 15
1005 No 857 828 857 828 0 0 302 339 353 397 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0
1006 No 470 454 470 454 0 0 165 154 193 180 582 454 0 0 0 0 0 0
1007 No 740 715 740 715 0 0 260 235 304 275 870 714 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1
1008 No 506 489 506 489 0 0 177 175 207 205 200 156 0 0 0 0 0 0
1009 No 143 138 143 138 0 0 56 55 66 64 0 0 0 0 305 294 195 188 110 106
1010 No 924 881 924 881 0 0 436 370 510 433 0 0 0 0 373 360 373 360 0 0
1011 No 15 15 15 15 0 0 4 5 5 6 0 0 0 0 43 42 5 5 38 37
1012 No 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,657 1,601 439 424 1,218 1,177
1013 No 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 752 726 439 424 313 302
1014 No 27 26 27 26 0 0 12 10 14 12 0 0 0 0 148 143 52 50 96 93
1015 No 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,171 1,131 439 424 732 707
1016 No 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 675 652 439 424 236 228
1017 No 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 250 242 250 242 0 0

17,395 16,810 | 16,704 | 16,119 691 691 6,782 6,590 7,935 8,050 3,591 2,900 0 0 9,344 9,029 3,094 2,990 6,250 6,040




Dinwiddie County




Dinwiddie

Population School Enrollment Employment
In Occupied Housing
Total Units In Group Quarters Households Automobiles Grade K-12 Colleges Total Retail Non-Retail
FT Lee

TAZ TAZ 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045

1305 No 803 1,304 803 1,304 0 0 256 596 297 1,192 0 0 0 0 62 75 0 0 62 75
1306 No 155 300 155 300 0 0 46 100 53 200 84 0 0 0 10 12 0 0 10 12
1307 No 1,979 379 1,979 379 0 0 617 667 993 1,334 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1
1308 No 83 312 83 312 0 0 33 111 53 222 0 0 0 0 18 22 0 0 18 22
1309 No 996 368 341 368 0 0 136 91 219 182 0 0 0 0 882 1,064 58 70 824 994
1310 No 330 400 330 400 0 0 119 133 192 266 0 0 0 0 488 589 0 0 488 589
1311 No 70 70 70 70 0 0 30 30 48 60 0 0 0 0 3 4 0 0 3 4
1312 No 494 500 494 500 0 0 151 177 243 354 0 0 0 0 205 247 0 0 205 247
1313 No 265 588 265 588 0 0 113 196 182 392 0 0 0 0 89 107 0 0 89 107
1314 No 1,076 1,076 1,076 1,076 0 0 320 320 515 640 0 0 0 0 10 12 10 12 0 0
1315 No 468 1,000 468 1,000 0 0 165 333 266 666 0 0 0 0 5 6 1 1 4 5
1316 No 375 991 375 991 0 0 143 356 230 712 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1317 No 327 457 327 457 0 0 109 131 175 262 0 0 0 0 217 261 80 96 137 165
1318 No 890 950 890 950 0 0 291 316 469 632 0 0 0 0 80 96 16 19 64 77
1319 No 267 368 267 368 0 0 108 110 174 220 0 0 0 0 76 91 11 13 65 78
1320 No 320 320 320 320 0 0 124 124 200 248 0 0 0 0 69 83 1 1 68 82
1321 No 389 1,089 389 434 655 655 110 184 177 368 0 0 0 0 1,294 1,561 0 0 1,294 1,561
1322 No 1,339 1,500 1,339 1,500 0 0 458 500 737 1,000 528 528 0 0 76 91 21 25 55 66
1323 No 256 39 256 39 0 0 106 13 171 26 0 0 0 0 857 859 0 0 857 859
1324 No 93 111 93 111 0 0 31 31 50 62 0 0 0 0 253 305 107 129 146 176
1325 No 22 22 22 22 0 0 12 12 19 24 0 0 0 0 1,031 1,243 6 7 1,025 1,236
1326 No 0 167 0 167 0 0 0 58 0 116 0 0 0 0 10 12 0 0 10 12
1327 No 136 140 136 140 0 0 43 47 69 94 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1328 No 148 167 148 167 0 0 57 39 92 78 0 0 0 0 150 181 5 6 145 175
1329 No 231 231 231 231 0 0 85 85 137 170 0 0 0 0 47 57 34 41 13 16
1330 No 90 100 90 100 0 0 31 37 50 74 0 0 0 0 51 62 0 0 51 62
1331 No 129 129 129 129 0 0 51 51 82 102 0 0 0 0 470 567 0 0 470 567
1332 No 113 72 113 72 0 0 41 25 66 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1333 No 669 705 666 700 3 5 212 233 341 466 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 2 2
1334 No 67 873 67 873 0 0 24 174 39 348 0 0 0 0 9 11 0 0 9 11
1335 No 221 642 218 637 3 5 82 212 132 424 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1
1336 No 300 379 300 379 0 0 105 100 169 200 0 0 0 0 8 10 0 0 8 10
1337 No 26 328 21 323 5 5 8 117 13 234 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1338 No 12 624 12 624 0 0 4 223 6 446 0 0 1,000 1,000 206 248 1 1 205 247
1339 No 333 360 333 360 0 0 119 120 192 240 0 0 0 0 3 3 2 2 1 1
1340 No 580 535 580 535 0 0 220 257 354 514 0 0 0 0 20 24 10 12 10 12
1341 No 1,027 1,359 1,027 1,359 0 0 370 391 596 782 398 398 0 0 25 30 15 18 10 12
1342 No 545 891 545 891 0 0 260 267 419 534 0 0 0 0 16 19 0 0 16 19
1343 No 535 600 535 600 0 0 250 280 403 560 0 0 0 0 29 35 0 0 29 35




Population School Enrollment Employment
FT Lee Total In Occupied Housing| In Group Quarters Households Automobiles Grade K-12 Colleges Total Retail Non-Retail

TAZ TAZ 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045
1344 No 675 858 675 858 0 0 260 252 419 504 0 0 0 0 17 20 5 6 12 14
1345 No 900 624 900 624 0 0 285 213 459 426 0 0 0 0 5 6 5 6 0 0
1346 No 555 724 555 724 0 0 230 307 370 614 0 0 0 0 2 2 2 2 0 0
1347 No 270 635 270 635 0 0 100 416 161 832 0 0 0 0 1,063 1,282 100 121 963 1,161
1348 No 710 1,047 710 1,047 0 0 270 426 435 852 343 343 0 0 76 92 20 24 56 68
1349 No 865 824 865 824 0 0 350 282 564 564 1,058 1,058 0 0 106 128 30 36 76 92
1350 No 840 713 840 713 0 0 345 243 555 486 1,842 1,842 0 0 42 51 20 24 22 27
1351 No 760 947 760 947 0 0 285 366 459 732 0 0 0 0 20 24 10 12 10 12
1352 No 655 858 655 858 0 0 210 332 338 664 0 0 0 0 14 16 7 8 7 8
1353 No 950 1,259 950 1,259 0 0 355 322 572 644 0 0 0 0 79 95 25 30 54 65
1354 No 490 500 490 500 0 0 190 195 306 390 270 270 0 0 96 116 10 12 86 104
1355 No 670 800 670 800 0 0 270 320 435 640 0 0 0 0 95 115 0 0 95 115
1356 No 995 858 995 858 0 0 420 292 676 584 0 0 0 0 36 42 8 10 28 34
1357 No 1,215 1,236 1,215 1,236 0 0 360 391 580 782 0 0 0 0 35 42 0 0 35 42
1358 No 930 902 930 902 0 0 270 292 435 584 0 0 0 0 16 19 0 0 16 19
1359 No 865 1,147 865 1,147 0 0 340 391 547 782 0 0 0 0 172 207 0 0 172 207

28,504 34,378 | 27,838 | 33,708 666 670 9,980 | 12,287 | 15,932 | 24,574 4,523 4,439 1,000 1,000 8,647 | 10,247 620 748 8,027 9,506
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Hopewell

Population School Enrollment Employment
In Occupied Housing
Total Units In Group Quarters Households Automobiles Grade K-12 Colleges Total Retail Non-Retail
FT Lee

TAZ TAZ 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045

1028 No 1,600 1,726 1,600 1,726 0 0 614 779 880 1,044 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1
1029 No 238 216 238 216 0 0 110 100 158 134 0 0 0 0 9 9 0 0 9 9
1030 No 536 593 536 593 0 0 221 254 317 340 0 0 0 0 6 6 3 3 3 3
1031 No 635 678 635 678 0 0 241 283 346 379 0 0 0 0 62 64 13 13 49 51
1032 No 62 69 62 69 0 0 26 26 37 35 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1033 No 367 374 144 150 223 224 199 81 285 109 618 602 0 0 744 767 12 12 732 755
1034 No 534 539 534 539 0 0 199 217 285 291 0 0 0 0 12 12 11 11 1 1
1035 No 995 953 995 953 0 0 361 398 518 533 0 0 0 0 47 49 0 0 47 49
1036 No 105 113 105 113 0 0 42 53 60 71 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 2 2
1037 No 188 188 188 188 0 0 70 73 100 98 0 0 0 0 56 58 0 0 56 58
1038 No 303 317 303 317 0 0 115 119 165 159 0 0 0 0 14 14 0 0 14 14
1039 No 182 184 182 184 0 0 62 76 89 102 0 0 0 0 836 863 34 35 802 828
1040 No 269 264 269 264 0 0 89 89 128 119 0 0 0 0 97 100 35 36 62 64
1041 No 178 173 178 173 0 0 53 56 76 75 0 0 0 0 122 126 12 12 110 114
1042 No 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 66 68 3 3 63 65
1043 No 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 203 209 5 5 198 204
1044 No 77 73 77 73 0 0 39 42 56 56 0 0 0 0 116 120 48 50 68 70
1045 No 223 245 223 245 0 0 80 107 115 143 0 0 0 0 151 156 0 0 151 156
1046 No 243 249 243 249 0 0 109 104 156 139 0 0 0 0 931 961 20 21 911 940
1047 No 3 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 110 113 13 13 97 100
1048 No 753 757 753 757 0 0 298 295 427 395 0 0 0 0 3 3 2 2 1 1
1049 No 782 775 782 775 0 0 287 297 412 398 658 633 0 0 24 25 0 0 24 25
1050 No 954 954 951 954 3 0 383 381 549 511 0 0 0 0 83 86 29 30 54 56
1051 No 14 14 14 14 0 0 5 6 7 8 0 0 0 0 85 88 0 0 85 88
1052 No 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 9 3 3 6 6
1053 No 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 164 169 0 0 164 169
1054 No 358 894 358 894 0 0 173 338 248 453 0 0 0 0 268 277 49 51 219 226
1055 No 426 455 426 455 0 0 206 210 295 281 1,782 1,689 0 0 391 404 0 0 391 404
1056 No 349 361 349 361 0 0 116 122 166 163 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1057 No 309 322 309 322 0 0 116 112 166 150 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1058 No 75 77 75 77 0 0 19 29 27 39 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 2 2
1059 No 465 486 465 486 0 0 185 191 265 256 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1060 No 98 95 98 95 0 0 37 37 53 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1061 No 520 516 520 516 0 0 202 184 290 247 0 0 0 0 20 21 0 0 20 21
1062 No 551 546 551 546 0 0 171 194 245 260 0 0 0 0 189 195 61 63 128 132
1063 No 64 56 64 56 0 0 17 20 24 27 0 0 0 0 138 143 119 123 19 20
1064 No 304 299 304 299 0 0 105 103 151 138 907 874 0 0 13 13 0 0 13 13
1065 No 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1,605 1,657 19 20 1,586 1,637
1066 No 1,122 1,496 1,122 1,496 0 0 409 553 587 741 0 0 0 0 6 6 0 0 6 6
1067 No 828 1,054 828 1,054 0 0 302 389 433 521 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1068 No 316 327 316 327 0 0 302 127 433 170 0 0 0 0 17 18 0 0 17 18
1069 No 300 324 300 324 0 0 129 230 185 308 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1




Population School Enrollment Employment
In Occupied Housing
FT Lee Total Units In Group Quarters Households Automobiles Grade K-12 Colleges Total Retail Non-Retail

TAZ TAZ 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045
1070 No 238 368 108 238 130 130 40 40 60 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1071 No 37 37 37 37 0 0 13 16 19 21 0 0 0 0 100 103 0 0 100 103
1072 No 1,313 1,400 1,300 1,387 13 13 516 530 740 710 288 280 0 0 350 361 58 60 292 301
1073 No 882 898 881 885 1 13 328 532 470 713 0 0 0 0 16 16 7 7 9 9
1074 No 410 413 410 413 0 0 121 334 174 448 0 0 0 0 7 7 0 0 7 7
1075 No 848 328 848 328 0 0 262 146 376 196 0 0 0 0 21 22 0 0 21 22
1076 No 1,291 688 1,291 688 0 0 450 305 645 409 681 622 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1077 No 963 1063 863 963 100 100 300 300 450 450 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1078 No 986 1,059 986 1,059 0 0 317 503 455 674 0 0 0 0 33 34 0 0 33 34
1079 No 207 206 207 206 0 0 316 90 453 121 0 0 0 0 7 7 0 0 7 7
1080 No 440 452 440 452 0 0 155 326 222 437 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

22,941 23,676 | 22,468 23,196 473 480 8,910 9,798 | 12,799| 13,184 4,934 4,700 0 0 7,137 7,364 556 574 6,581 6,792







Petersburg

Population School Enrollment Employment
In Occupied Housing
Total Units In Group Quarters Households Automobiles Grade K-12 Colleges Total Retail Non-Retail
FT Lee

TAZ TAZ 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045

1091 No 20 13 20 13 0 0 10 6 6 12 0 0 0 0 4 15 4 0 0 15
1092 No 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 263 3 263 3 0 0
1093 No 431 219 428 217 3 2 127 70 360 81 0 0 0 0 185 211 131 211 54 0
1094 No 158 99 158 99 0 0 50 32 150 13 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0
1095 No 450 265 450 265 0 0 135 84 161 103 0 0 0 0 0 105 0 105 0 0
1096 No 94 54 93 48 1 6 29 16 80 106 0 0 0 0 29 42 0 0 29 42
1097 No 403 179 397 179 6 0 149 79 340 139 0 0 0 0 6 1 6 0 0 1
1098 No 426 265 426 265 0 0 182 115 350 12 0 0 0 0 44 0 0 0 44 0
1099 No 106 265 106 265 0 0 183 115 300 59 0 0 0 0 0 28 0 5 0 23
1100 No 56 42 56 42 0 0 34 34 17 80 0 0 0 0 26 0 0 0 26 0
1101 No 115 371 49 305 66 66 43 95 73 300 0 0 0 0 255 36 33 0 222 36
1102 No 202 398 202 398 0 0 96 179 61 500 0 0 0 0 569 0 2 0 567 0
1103 No 11 6 11 6 0 0 4 2 9 2 0 0 0 0 103 48 3 27 100 21
1104 No 134 180 13 59 121 121 5 23 18 100 0 0 0 0 53 180 0 2 53 178
1105 No 14 25 14 25 0 0 12 7 5 10 0 0 0 0 9 456 7 2 2 454
1106 No 155 820 155 820 0 0 89 350 2 25 0 0 0 0 308 79 4 0 304 79
1107 No 0 17 0 17 0 0 0 5 130 34 0 0 0 0 212 47 0 5 212 42
1108 No 227 132 227 132 0 0 60 34 230 36 174 174 0 0 43 5 23 3 20 2
1109 No 32 40 32 40 0 0 9 11 30 30 0 0 0 0 11 244 0 0 11 244
1110 No 112 90 97 72 15 18 29 21 70 90 0 0 0 0 77 188 9 18 68 170
1111 No 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 16 10 0 16
1112 No 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 28 16 9 7 19 9
1113 No 2 3 2 2 0 1 1 1 2 10 0 0 0 0 36 63 18 8 18 55
1114 No 158 67 158 67 0 0 61 31 41 13 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 7 0 0
1115 No 32 31 32 31 0 0 14 10 30 12 0 0 0 0 13 29 5 14 8 15
1116 No 200 99 200 99 0 0 74 46 64 175 68 43 0 0 71 14 2 0 69 14
1117 No 262 100 262 100 0 0 90 48 92 3 0 0 0 0 285 4 66 4 219 0
1118 No 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20 8 0 2 20 6
1119 No 20 26 20 26 0 0 13 8 0 29 0 0 0 0 201 108 81 53 120 55
1120 No 49 45 49 45 0 0 24 15 40 187 0 0 0 0 8 176 2 0 6 176
1121 No 200 132 200 132 0 0 50 46 90 131 0 0 0 0 22 81 0 65 22 16
1122 No 835 835 835 829 0 6 331 331 545 50 0 0 0 0 471 97 0 2 471 95
1123 No 539 159 539 153 0 6 231 94 480 94 0 0 0 0 22 5 3 0 19 5
1124 No 509 360 424 259 85 101 95 77 207 72 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 0 18
1125 No 329 398 327 398 2 0 99 108 360 5 520 223 0 0 66 381 0 3 66 378
1126 No 190 283 190 279 0 4 56 78 160 13 0 0 0 0 70 15 0 0 70 15
1127 No 23 13 19 13 4 0 19 6 18 7 0 0 0 0 11 0 0 0 11 0
1128 No 26 40 26 40 0 0 25 16 25 37 0 0 0 0 39 53 2 0 37 53
1129 No 48 33 48 33 0 0 15 9 40 30 0 0 0 0 10 56 0 0 10 56
1130 No 100 166 100 166 0 0 35 48 25 74 0 0 0 0 80 11 18 2 62 9
1131 No 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 24 30 2 0 22 30
1132 No 50 173 50 173 0 0 24 67 40 36 0 0 0 0 874 22 7 14 867 8




Population School Enrollment Employment
In Occupied Housing
FT Lee Total Units In Group Quarters Households Automobiles Grade K-12 Colleges Total Retail Non-Retail

TAZ TAZ 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045

1133 No 41 135 41 135 0 0 22 12 34 16 0 0 0 0 1 51 0 2 1 49
1134 No 167 62 58 -47 109 109 38 26 80 17 0 0 0 0 83 24 0 6 83 18
1135 No 142 78 139 53 3 25 39 38 80 26 0 0 0 0 87 694 0 0 87 694
1136 No 206 113 181 113 25 0 76 37 70 109 0 0 0 0 19 1 0 0 19 1
1137 No 291 213 291 213 0 0 113 59 97 486 0 0 0 0 95 67 0 0 95 67
1138 No 510 299 510 299 0 0 149 108 430 33 0 0 0 0 23 69 3 0 20 69
1139 No 1,416 1,416 1,416 1,416 0 0 452 452 291 36 409 245 0 0 140 15 0 0 140 15
1140 No 115 82 115 79 0 3 40 22 66 117 0 0 0 0 22 78 0 2 22 76
1141 No 185 166 182 166 3 0 66 42 150 140 0 0 0 0 6 16 0 0 6 16
1142 No 483 313 483 313 0 0 121 84 187 76 0 0 0 0 0 112 0 0 0 112
1143 No 890 890 890 890 0 0 299 154 805 104 0 0 0 0 9 18 0 0 9 18
1144 No 280 213 268 201 12 12 96 62 251 79 540 275 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 5
1145 No 443 249 443 249 0 0 156 97 249 102 0 0 0 0 8 0 6 0 2 0
1146 No 37 307 37 307 0 0 12 144 25 537 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 7
1147 No 668 328 660 320 8 8 231 131 500 108 0 0 0 0 6 5 0 5 6 0
1148 No 723 696 720 690 3 6 269 290 610 61 347 336 0 0 11 2 0 0 11 2
1149 No 502 171 496 166 6 5 167 114 180 124 0 0 0 0 3 0 1 0 2 0
1150 No 425 156 425 153 0 3 126 79 360 99 528 370 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 5
1151 No 371 166 371 166 0 0 118 75 125 523 0 0 0 0 10 0 1 0 9
1152 No 107 365 107 315 0 50 38 116 123 118 0 0 0 0 145 2 6 0 139 2
1153 No 948 1,326 898 1,262 50 64 225 550 750 56 0 0 0 0 227 0 13 0 214 0
1154 No 587 361 587 360 0 1 290 141 500 55 0 0 0 0 1 5 0 5 1 0
1155 No 282 132 282 127 0 5 70 61 240 6 0 0 0 0 20 122 7 10 13 112
1156 No 335 240 330 235 5 5 139 73 97 45 0 0 0 0 59 171 2 0 57 171
1157 No 131 103 83 53 48 50 27 17 70 80 0 0 0 0 22 6 0 5 22 1
1158 No 497 235 449 185 48 50 160 87 380 270 0 0 0 0 122 12 0 2 122 10
1159 No 466 466 466 466 0 0 149 149 390 1,800 0 0 0 0 28 46 28 0 0 46
1160 No 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 17 0 0 6 17
1161 No 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 70 121 0 23 70 98
1162 No 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 42 0 0 0 42 0
1163 No 79 200 79 200 0 0 37 92 70 26 0 0 0 0 117 4 0 0 117 4
1164 No 582 393 462 273 120 120 147 97 95 76 0 0 0 0 19 56 0 0 19 56
1165 No 104 68 104 68 0 0 45 28 90 140 0 0 0 0 0 34 0 0 34
1166 No 338 189 335 186 3 3 127 87 425 18 504 378 0 0 7 93 6 0 1 93
1167 No 449 449 449 449 0 0 380 101 380 37 0 0 0 0 96 15 15 0 81 15
1168 No 34 26 34 26 0 0 16 10 35 60 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 5 0 0
1169 No 167 99 167 99 0 0 64 42 140 74 0 0 0 0 159 13 0 12 159 1
1171 No 635 290 635 290 0 0 330 120 533 360 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 0
1172 No 926 223 926 223 0 0 354 58 532 180 0 0 0 0 9 8 0 0 9 8
1173 No 224 224 224 224 0 0 86 88 186 121 0 0 0 0 26 21 0 0 26 21
1174 No 266 77 266 77 0 0 86 30 150 117 0 0 0 0 50 40 0 0 50 40
1175 No 323 323 323 323 0 0 134 134 295 295 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1
1176 No 0 200 0 200 0 0 0 80 0 24 0 0 0 0 32 26 0 0 32 26




Population

In Occupied Housing

School Enrollment

Employment

FT Lee Total Units In Group Quarters Households Automobiles Grade K-12 Colleges Total Retail Non-Retail

TAZ TAZ 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045

1178 No 233 260 233 260 0 0 60 109 155 56 0 0 0 0 602 482 0 0 602 482
1179 No 400 40 400 40 0 0 149 20 383 36 0 0 0 0 52 41 13 10 39 31
1180 No 910 80 910 80 0 0 282 32 372 70 0 0 0 0 17 13 0 0 17 13
1181 No 167 223 167 223 0 0 67 150 45 35 0 0 0 0 16 12 3 2 13 10
1182 No 96 190 48 190 48 0 77 86 121 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1183 No 398 180 398 180 0 0 122 74 315 22 0 0 0 0 19 15 4 3 15 12
1184 No 1,590 1,590 1,590 1,590 0 0 531 531 882 24 512 512 0 0 19 15 1 1 18 14
1185 No 53 26 53 26 0 0 14 7 25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1186 No 194 30 194 30 0 0 128 13 194 11 304 194 0 0 36 29 0 0 36 29
1187 No 0 50 0 50 0 0 0 20 0 107 0 0 0 0 84 0 6 0 78 0
1188 No 2 30 2 30 0 0 1 20 3 90 0 0 0 0 268 67 0 5 268 62
1189 No 29 49 29 40 0 9 20 16 20 0 0 0 0 0 95 214 44 0 51 214
1190 No 58 180 49 180 9 0 22 75 273 8 0 0 0 0 24 76 15 35 9 41
1191 No 308 290 308 290 0 0 120 120 110 109 0 0 0 0 67 19 0 12 67 7
1193 No 1,372 1,372 1,372 1,372 0 0 492 492 500 45 0 0 0 0 119 54 10 0 109 54
1194 No 42 30 42 30 0 0 12 12 22 40 0 0 0 0 200 95 175 8 25 87
1195 No 274 300 274 300 0 0 95 125 230 200 0 0 0 0 10 160 6 140 4 20
1196 No 0 480 0 480 0 0 0 200 0 1,000 1,770 1,684 0 0 1 8 0 5 1 3
1197 No 42 100 42 100 0 0 11 300 35 155 0 0 0 0 230 1 150 0 80 1
1198 No 214 300 210 296 4 4 62 900 150 13 0 0 0 0 69 184 0 120 69 64
1199 No 1,226 1,226 1,226 1,226 0 0 493 493 1,030 40 0 0 0 0 71 55 62 0 9 55
1200 No 1,665 2,200 1,342 1,877 323 323 615 824 700 937 0 0 0 0 1,019 56 604 50 415 6
1201 No 305 55 305 55 0 0 119 24 341 0 0 0 0 0 2,796 2,648 89 483 2,707 2,165
1202 No 77 77 77 77 0 0 37 37 112 120 0 0 0 0 104 407 100 71 4 336
1203 No 702 343 699 340 3 3 238 141 624 420 0 0 0 0 52 368 0 32 52 336
1204 No 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 460 296 40 3 420 293
1205 No 468 460 468 460 0 0 154 192 302 600 0 0 0 0 370 0 4 0 366 0

32918 28646 31785 27457 1133 1189 11918 11517 21666 13605 5676 4434 0 0 13130 10212 2123 1622 11007 8590
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Prince George with Fort Lee

Population School Enrollment Employment
In Occupied Housing
Total Units In Group Quarters Households Automobiles Grade K-12 Colleges Total Retail Non-Retail
FT Lee

TAZ TAZ 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045

1216 No 0 312 0 312 0 0 0 160 0 293 0 0 0 0 674 635 200 188 474 447
1217 No 400 390 0 390 400 0 40 192 100 351 0 0 0 0 90 84 0 0 90 84
1218 No 340 320 340 320 0 0 172 160 376 293 0 0 0 0 31 30 0 0 31 30
1219 No 600 600 0 0 600 600 14 0 15 0 0 0 0 0 616 579 0 0 616 579
1220 Yes 1,200 1,200 0 0 1,200 1,200 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 361 340 0 0 361 340
1221 Yes 0 214 0 214 0 0 0 115 0 210 0 0 0 0 100 94 0 0 100 94
1222 Yes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1223 Yes 6,190 619 6,190 169 0 450 119 89 177 163 176 176 0 0 6,190 0 0 0 6,190 0
1224 Yes 800 1,785 0 285 800 1,500 0 149 227 273 0 0 0 0 4,000 5,819 0 0 4,000 5,819
1225 Yes 620 1,936 120 1,336 500 600 90 717 239 1,312 325 325 0 0 1,800 3,760 0 0 1,800 3,760
1226 Yes 600 942 300 142 300 800 150 149 17 273 0 0 0 0 900 1,692 0 0 900 1,692
1227 Yes 6,000 3,425 6,000 1,425 0 2,000 900 717 728 1,312 0 0 0 0 0 846 0 0 0 846
1228 No 27 1,184 27 1,184 0 0 11 631 35 1,155 0 0 0 0 934 0 417 0 517 0
1229 No 407 819 407 819 0 0 131 437 360 800 0 0 0 0 36 879 0 393 36 486
1230 Yes 3,003 2,684 1,403 1,184 1,600 1,500 650 631 1,500 1,155 0 0 0 0 4,539 34 100 0 4,439 34
1231 Yes 1,400 914 1,400 214 0 700 450 220 800 403 586 586 0 0 1,500 4,267 0 94 1,500 4,173
1232 No 346 321 346 321 0 0 135 279 348 511 0 0 0 0 100 1,410 21 0 79 1,410
1233 Yes 1,500 927 750 427 750 500 300 315 630 576 0 0 0 0 5,000 94 0 20 5,000 74
1234 No 658 561 658 561 0 0 288 230 450 421 975 517 0 0 50 4,700 41 0 9 4,700
1235 No 24 786 0 766 24 20 316 322 945 589 0 0 0 0 2 46 0 38 2 8
1236 No 15 772 0 757 15 15 82 403 155 737 636 636 0 0 1 2 0 0 1 2
1237 No 798 386 798 386 0 0 367 207 670 379 0 0 0 0 7 1 0 0 7 1
1238 No 950 347 950 347 0 0 385 177 1,365 324 0 0 0 0 142 7 69 0 73 7
1239 No 601 472 601 472 0 0 211 218 420 399 0 0 0 0 38 133 0 64 38 69
1240 No 423 419 423 419 0 0 205 177 355 324 0 0 0 0 6 36 0 0 6 36
1241 No 558 499 558 499 0 0 242 200 470 366 0 0 0 0 5 6 0 0 5 6
1242 No 14 107 14 107 0 0 4 57 13 104 0 0 0 0 21 5 0 0 21 5
1243 No 600 481 600 481 0 0 233 223 770 408 0 0 0 0 6 20 0 0 6 20
1244 No 120 116 120 116 0 0 52 68 92 124 0 0 0 0 33 6 0 0 33 6
1245 No 629 205 629 205 0 0 223 70 535 128 0 0 0 0 3 32 1 0 2 32
1246 No 363 1,193 363 1,193 0 0 150 637 290 1,166 0 0 0 0 11 3 10 1 1 2
1247 No 184 1,336 184 1,336 0 0 74 710 150 1,299 0 0 0 0 79 10 0 9 79 1
1248 No 820 1,523 820 1,523 0 0 312 637 515 1,166 0 0 0 0 1 74 0 0 1 74
1249 No 652 606 652 606 0 0 219 309 218 565 0 0 0 0 8 1 8 0 0 1
1250 No 216 419 216 419 0 0 87 222 180 406 0 0 0 0 16 8 0 8 16 0
1251 No 816 286 816 286 0 0 317 153 685 280 606 606 0 0 1,032 1,032 0 0 1,032 1,032
1252 No 543 205 543 205 0 0 213 109 664 199 0 0 0 0 31 31 0 0 31 31
1253 No 367 329 367 329 0 0 142 179 300 328 2,347 2,233 0 0 368 29 0 0 368 29
1254 No 18 154 0 134 18 20 109 70 252 128 797 797 0 0 1,189 1,189 0 0 1,189 1,189
1255 No 445 401 445 401 0 0 190 179 370 328 0 0 0 0 10 347 0 0 10 347
1256 No 185 160 185 160 0 0 71 50 126 92 0 0 0 0 243 9 0 0 243 9
1258 No 3 107 0 107 3 0 17 57 25 104 0 0 0 0 0 228 0 0 0 228




Population

In Occupied Housing

School Enroliment

Employment

FT Lee Total Units In Group Quarters Households Automobiles Grade K-12 Colleges Total Retail Non-Retail
TAZ TAZ 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045 2017 2045
1259 No 94 27 94 27 0 0 57 14 100 26 0 0 0 0 48 0 3 0 45 0
1260 No 109 107 109 107 0 0 59 78 119 143 0 0 0 0 10 45 0 3 10 42
1261 No 28 27 28 27 0 0 13 26 20 48 0 0 0 0 52 9 0 0 52 9
1262 No 215 169 215 169 0 0 79 78 135 143 0 0 0 0 0 50 0 0 0 50
1263 No 61 303 61 303 0 0 24 163 57 298 499 467 0 0 4 0 0 0 4 0
1264 No 5 432 5 432 0 0 4 230 5 421 0 0 0 0 22 4 0 0 22 4
1265 No 9 343 0 338 9 5 140 276 520 505 0 0 0 0 105 20 14 0 91 20
1266 No 556 1,202 556 1,202 0 0 241 641 474 1,173 0 0 0 0 119 99 12 13 107 86
1267 No 794 641 794 641 0 0 345 457 596 836 0 0 0 0 2 112 1 11 1 101
1268 No 812 1,496 812 1,496 0 0 394 641 742 1,173 0 0 0 0 9 2 0 1 9 1
1269 No 650 285 650 285 0 0 273 151 542 276 455 962 0 0 871 871 25 0 846 871
1270 No 396 347 396 347 0 0 166 123 564 225 0 0 0 0 19 42 1 23 18 19
1271 No 73 53 73 53 0 0 27 45 70 82 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 1 0 17
1272 No 260 276 260 276 0 0 101 191 225 350 0 0 0 0 35 0 0 0 35 0
1273 No 100 98 100 98 0 0 45 65 84 119 0 0 0 0 115 33 0 0 115 33
1274 No 404 187 404 187 0 0 169 99 426 181 0 0 0 0 451 108 10 0 441 108
1275 No 155 454 155 454 0 0 64 243 130 445 0 0 0 0 0 424 0 9 0 415
1276 No 217 775 217 775 0 0 88 412 180 754 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1277 No 581 597 581 597 0 0 237 267 500 489 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1278 No 819 873 819 873 0 0 404 412 1,016 754 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1279 No 545 606 545 606 0 0 265 297 460 544 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1280 No 244 712 244 712 0 0 101 376 312 688 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1281 No 729 739 729 739 0 0 294 446 610 816 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1282 No 825 347 825 347 0 0 371 186 1,123 340 0 79 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1283 No 819 695 819 695 0 0 435 371 1,485 679 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1284 No 401 347 401 347 0 0 185 186 369 340 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 43,336 42,600 ( 37,117 | 32,690 6,219 9,910 12,252 | 17,099 | 26,431 | 31,291 7,402 7,384 - 32,035 30,355 933 876 | 31,102 | 29,479
FT Lee 21,313 14,646 | 16,163 5,396 5,150 9,250 2,659 3,102 4,318 5,677 1,087 1,087 - 24,390 | 16,946 100 114 | 24,290 | 16,832
Co.Only | 22,023 27,954 20,954 | 27,294 1,069 660 9,593 | 13,997 | 22,113 | 25,615 6,315 6,297 - 7,645 | 13,409 833 762 6,812 | 12,647
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This report was prepared in cooperation with the United States Department of
Transportation, Federal Highway Administration, the Virginia Department of
Transportation, Virginia Department of Rail and Public Transportation, GRTC Transit
Systems and the representatives of the six local jurisdictions of the Tri-Cities Area and is
the collective work of state, regional and local representatives of the Tri-Cities Area
Metropolitan Planning Organization (TCAMPO) Transportation Advisory Committee.

DISCLAIMER

The contents of this report reflect the views of the TCAMPO. Crater PDC and TCAMPO
are responsible for the facts and accuracy of the data presented herein. The contents
do not necessarily reflect the official views or policies of the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), the Federal Transit Administration (FTA), the Virginia Department
of Rail and Public Transportation (VDRPT) or the Virginia Department of Transportation
(VDOT). This report does not constitute a standard, specification, or regulation.

NOTICE

This document is disseminated under the sponsorship of the U.S. Department of
Transportation in the interest of information exchange. The United States Government,
the Commonwealth of Virginia, Crater PDC and the TCAMPO member organizations
assume no liability for the contents or use thereof.

NONDISCRIMINATION

Crater PDC and the TCAMPO fully complies with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964
and related statutes and regulations in all programs and activities. The TCAMPO wiill
strive to provide reasonable accommodations and services for persons who require
special assistance to participate in this public involvement opportunity. For more
information on meeting accessibility, or to obtain a Title VI Complaint Form, see
https://CraterPDC.org or call the Title VI Coordinator at 804-861-1666.

NO DISCRIMINACION

viso de Titulo VI abreviado al publico: TCAMPO cumple plenamente con Titulo VI de la
ley de Derechos Civiles de 1964 y con estatutos relacionados en todas programas y
actividades. El TCAMPO se esforzara por proporcionar alojamiento y servicios
razonables para las personas que requieren asistencia especial para participar en esta
oportunidad de participacion publica. Para mas informacioén sobre accesibilidad de la
reunion o para obtener los documentos de reclamacioén de Titulo VI, por favor visita
https://Crater PDC.org o llama el Coordinador del Titulo VI en 804-861-1666.




Environmental Justice

Based on the legal framework of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and Executive Order
12898 (Environmental Justice), every Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) receiving
federal funds is required to ensure that the most disadvantaged populations are protected
from negative impacts and are best equipped to derive positive benefit during the planning
process and evaluation. The process for including consideration for these special
populations in planning is referred to as “Environmental Justice”, or EJ for short. Those
disadvantaged groups traditionally are defined as Minority and Low-Income populations.
Other factors (also used for Title VI) include the social planning factors for special populations
including Individuals with Disabilities, Zero Car Households, Elderly populations, and Limited
English Proficiency (LEP) populations. The datasets for each category were accessed from
2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates from the U.S. Census Bureau and
summarized as follows in Exhibit EJ1. The EJ concentration area of each EJ population group
is depicted on the charts when its percentage exceeds its average percentage level of the
Tri-Cities Area as a whole.

This section focuses on statistics of each EJ/Title VI subject dataset. Care was made to match
the methodology and datasets to RRTPO’s 2045 Long Range Growth Forecast Analysis as
part of ConnectRVA 2045, since portions of Chesterfield County are in both MPO Planning
Areas. It should be noted that Census Tract 9801 in Hopewell has zero population and is blank
on the maps.

More detailed analysis will be incorporated into Plan2045. Further steps of analysis will entail
developing a methodology to display the EJ index at Census Tract level by aggregate data
sets from the six environmental justice subjects with a defined weight. This EJ index, once
developed, will be used to evaluate and score transportation projects, and for other
planning purposes.

Exhibit EJ1: Tri-Cities Area Environmental Justice Factors by Locality 2017

Environmental Justice Datasets Dataset Level ACS Table

Minority Population Census Tract Table DP0O5

Low Income Population Census Tract Table S1701
Median Income Census Tract Tables S1101 and B19013
Individuals with Disabilities Census Tract Table B18101
Zero Car Households Census Tract Table DP04
Elderly Population Census Tract Table DP0O5
Limited English Proficiency (LEP) Population Census Tract Table B16005

Source: 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates



Minority Population

Minority populations are defined as persons who identify themselves as Black or African
American, American Indian and Alaska Native, Asian, Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islanders,
Hispanic or Latino and Native, Some other race alone, and Two or More races. In other
words, Minority Population includes all people who have not identified themselves as White
(Non- Hispanic or Latino and Single Race Alone) in US Census race and ethnicity questions.

The average percentage of minority population of the Tri-Cities localities in Exhibit EJ2 is
41.27% in 2017 and the total minority population is 195,329; the total minority population is
91,573 or 49.39% for the localities with only Tri-Cities Area Chesterfield County census tracts.
Blacks or African Americans makes up 131,221, which is 67% of the total minority population;
or 71,343 which is 78% for the localities with only Tri-Cities Area Chesterfield County census
tracts. Hispanic or Latino is the second largest minority population group with 35,528 people
which is 7.5% of the total; and 11,624 which is 6.27% for the localities with only the Tri-Cities
Area Chesterfield County census tracts.

Exhibit EJ2: Tri-Cities Area Population by Race by Locality 2017

Not Hispanic or Latino and Single Race Alone
Native
Jurisdiction Total Blackor | American Hawaiian Some other | Two or more Hispanic or Minority
Population: [ white African Indian and Asian and Other IS races Latino
American |Alaska Native Pacific
Islander
210,795 75,068 747 11,562 85 942 8,711 27,684 124,799
Chesterfield 335,594
62.80% 22.40% 0.20% 3.40% 0.00% 0.30% 2.60% 8.20% 37.20%
Chesterfield 47 681 26,638 15,190 82 649 13 0 1,329 3,780 21,043
TCAMPO tracts < 55.87% 31.86% 0.17% 1.36% 0.03% 0.00% 2.79% 7.93% 44.13%
. 13,068 2,312 87 675 0 34 435 971 4,514
Colonial Hts. 17,582
74.33% 13.15% 0.49% 3.84% 0.00% 0.19% 2.47% 5.52% 25.67%
T, 17,422 8,912 0 119 12 131 544 893 10,611
Dinwiddie 28,033
62.15% 31.79% 0.00% 0.42% 0.04% 0.47% 1.94% 3.19% 37.85%
10,905 8,940 24 290 0 18 540 1,636 11,448
Hopewell 22,353
48.79% 39.99% 0.11% 1.30% 0.00% 0.08% 2.42% 7.32% 51.21%
4,806 24,223 86 343 13 152 922 1492 27,231
Petersburg 32,037
15.00% 75.61% 0.27% 1.07% 0.04% 0.47% 2.88% 4.66% 85.00%
20,978 11,766 199 794 48 103 964 2852 16,726
Prince George 37,704
55.64% 31.21% 0.53% 2.11% 0.13% 0.27% 2.56% 7.56% 44.36%
277,974 131,221 1,143 13,783 158 1,380 12,116 35,528 195,329
Total Localities 473,303
58.73% 27.72% 0.24% 2.91% 0.03% 0.29% 2.56% 7.51% 41.27%
TCAMPO RE 93,817 71,343 478 2,870 86 438 4,734 11,624 91,573
(approx) ’ 50.61% 38.48% 0.26% 1.55% 0.05% 0.24% 2.55% 6.27% 49.39%

1. Population for whom race is determined
Source: 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, Table DPO5



For the localities, two minority population percentages are higher than the Area’s
average including Petersburg (85%) and Hopewell (51%) as shown in Exhibit EJ3.

Exhibit EJ3: Percentages of Minority Population in Tri-Cities Area by Locality 2017

Percent Minority
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Source: 2013 - 2017 American Community Survey 5 - Year Estimates, Table DPO5

Exhibit EJ4 illustrates minority population concentration areas at the census tract level.
The areas with the highest concentration appear in Petersburg and Hopewell.

Exhibit EJ4: Map of Tri-Cities Area Minority Population at Census Tract Level 2017
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Low Income Population

The average percentage of the population classified as being Low Income or falling below
the poverty level in the Tri-Cities Area is 12.28% for the total localities’ populations and 15.49%
for the localities with only Tri-Cities Area Chesterfield County census tracts (Exhibit EJ5).
Petersburg City has 8,646 people whose income in the past 12 months from 2017 was below
poverty level and has the highest poverty percentage at 27.57%. Hopewell is another locality
which has a substantially higher poverty percentage than the Area level, 4,670 residents, or

21.19% (Exhibit EJ6).

Exhibit EJ5: Tri-Cities Area Population Living in Poverty by Locality 2017

Income in the
e Total past 12 months
Jurisdiction ) Percentage
Population below poverty
level
Chesterfield 331,055 23,707 7.16%
Chesterfield [
45,615 3,674 8.05%
TCAMPO tracts
Colonial Heights 17,468 2,312 13.24%
Dinwiddie 27,441 4,062 14.80%
Hopewell 22,037 4,670 21.19%
Petersburg 31,363 8,646 27.57%
Prince George 33,653 4,134 12.28%
Total Localities 463,017 47,531 12.28%
TCAMPO Area 177,577 27,498 15.49%

Population for whom poverty status is determined

Source: 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, Table S1701

Exhibit EJ6: Tri-Cities Area Population Living in Poverty by Locality 2017

Percent Below Poverty 2017

Source: 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, Table S1701




Exhibit EJ7: Tri-Cities Area Population Living in Poverty at Census Tract Level 2017
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Source: 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, Table S1701

Nakefield

Areas of Persistent Poverty (APP)

The Federal Government has also established a measure called Areas of Persistent Poverty
(APP), which has been first used for the RAISE program. An “Area of Persistent Poverty” is
defined by the 2021 Consolidated Appropriations Act. A project is located in an Area of
Persistent Poverty for the RAISE grant program if:

(1) the County in which the project is located consistently had greater than or equal to
20 percent of the population living in poverty in all three of the following datasets: (a)
the 1990 decennial census; (b) the 2000 decennial census; and (c) the 2019 Small
Area Income Poverty Dataset; OR

(2) the Census Tract in which the project is located has a poverty rate of at least 20
percent as measured by the 2014-2018 5-year data series available from the
American Community Survey of the Bureau of the Census; OR

(3) the project is located in any territory or possession of the United States.

The map below shows the APP census tracts in Tri-Cities. All localities have at least one APP
census tract, and in Petersburg all but one of the census tracts are APP.



Exhibit EJ8: Tri-Cities Area Areas of Persistent Poverty (APP)
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Source: RAISE Grant website

Household Median Income

Household Median Income by locality is also used as a supplemental source to measure
income levels shown in Exhibit EJ9. Since the Household Median Income of the Area is not
directly available, the weighted mean of household median income by each locality was
calculated. This amount is $68,755 for all localities, and $55,621 for localities with Tri-Cities
Area Chesterfield census tracts. Hopewell and Petersburg are well below this weighted
mean as shown in Exhibit EJ10.

Exhibit EJ9: Tri-Cities Area Median Household Income by Locality 2017

Total Median
Jurisdiction Households Household
2017 Income 2017
Chesterfield 120,907 76,969
Chesterfield TCAMPO tracts 15,916 75,657
Colonial Heights 7,092 50,952
Dinwiddie 10,347 54,640
Hopewell 9,123 40,712
Petersburg 13,262 33,939
Prince George 11,298 68,461
Total Localities 172,029 68,755
TCAMPO Area 67,038 55,578

1. Households for whom median household income in the past 12 months (in 2017 inflation-
adjusted dollars) is determined

* This is calculated by weighted average of Household Median income from each Jurisdiction.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, Tables S1101
(number of households) and B19103 (median income)



Exhibit EJ10: Median Household Income by Locality Relative to Area 2017
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Source: 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, Table S1101 and B19013

Exhibit EJ11 shows how the Low-Income population is distributed in the Area. The highest
concentrations are in the central portion of the City of Petersburg.

Exhibit EJ11: Tri-Cities Area Median Household Income at Census Tract Level 2017
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Source: 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, Table B19013

Individuals with Disabilities (Disability Status)

Disability Status is one of the crucial indicators to measure where the special transportation
services are needed the most including public transit, paratransit and services by other
providers. The percentage of persons with at least one disability is around 11.6% for the Area.



Of the 121,000 persons with a disability, 90% live in Chesterfield County, Henrico County and
Richmond City as indicated in Exhibit EJ12. Exhibit EJ13 shows two localities which have
substantially higher percentages include Hopewell and Petersburg.

Exhibit EJ12: Individuals with Disabilities by Locality 2017

Jurisdiction Total- Pers?ns ,“,"th @ Percentage
Population Disability
Chesterfield 333,209 33,818| 10.15%
Chesterfield TCAMPO tracts 47,528 5,089 10.71%
Colonial Heights 17,440 2,768| 15.87%
Dinwiddie 27,716 4,637] 16.73%
Hopewell 21,987 4,270 19.42%
Petersburg 31,078 6,394 20.57%
Prince George 32,783 4,838 14.76%
Total Localities 464,213 56,725| 14.76%
TCAMPO Area 178,532r 27,996| 15.68%

1. Population for whom disability status is determined
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, Table B18101

Exhibit EJ13: Individuals with Disabilities by Locality 2017
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Source: 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, Table B18101

Exhibit EJ14 indicates the areas with the highest disability percentages are located in
Petersburg and Hopewell.



Exhibit EJ14: Map of Tri-Cities Area Disability Status at Census Tract Level 2017
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Source: 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, Table B18101

Zero-Car Households

Around 8,500 of the total 175,000 households in the Tri-Cities Area do not own a vehicle, an
average Area percentage of Zero-Car Household of 2.8% (all localities) and 7.48% (localities
with Tri-Cities Area Chesterfield census tracts) as shown in Exhibit EJ15 and Exhibit EJ16.
Petersburg has the highest proportion of zero-car households, at 2,659 households, or 16.23%.
In addition to the limited financial capability for car ownership, residents of the City of
Petersburg have the opportunity for access to transit choices (ex: PAT). As Exhibit EJ17 shows,
the City of Petersburg and City of Hopewell have the highest proportion of Zero-Car

Households.

Exhibit EJ15: Tri-Cities Area Zero Car Households by Locality 2017

Percent
Jurisdiction Total Zero Car With Zero
Households | Households
Cars

Chesterfield 120,907 3,497 2.89%
Chesterfield TCAMPO tracts 16,746 239 1.43%
Colonial Heights 7,092 501 7.06%
Dinwiddie 10,347 523 5.05%
Hopewell 9,123 1,025 11.24%
Petersburg 16,385 2,659 16.23%
Prince George 11,298 319 2.82%
Total Localities 175,152 8,52a] 2.82%
TCAMPO Area 70,991r 5,266 7.42%

1. Households for whom vehicle ownership status is determined
2. This does not include 1-person household with 1 vehicle available



Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, Table DP0O4

Exhibit EJ16: Zero Car Households by Locality Relative to Area 2017
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Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, Table DPO4

Exhibit EJ17: Map of Tri-Cities Area Zero Car Household at Census Tract Level 2017
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Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, Table DP04

Elderly Population

The population older than 65 yeatrs in the Area was nearly 66,500 people and 12.64% (26,965
persons or 14.55% in localities with Tri-Cities Area Chesterfield census tracts) in 2017 shown in
Exhibit EJ18. The average elderly population in 2017 was 13.9% of the Area, which is slightly
higher than it was in 2013. Colonial Heights and Dinwiddie exceed the Area average shown
in Exhibit EJ19. Exhibit EJ20 illustrates the elderly population distribution around the Area. The



highest concentration area of elderly population is mainly in Colonial Heights and the rural
portions of the Area.

Exhibit EJ18: Tri-Cities Area Elderly Population (Age = 65) by Locality 2017

Lo Total Population Percent
Jurisdiction .
Population Elderly >=65 | Elderly >=65

Chesterfield 335,594 44,886 13.38%
Chesterfield TCAMPO tracts 47,681 5,394 11.31%
Colonial Heights 17,582 3,562 20.26%
Dinwiddie 28,033 4,550 16.23%
Hopewell 22,353 3,463 15.49%
Petersburg 32,037 5,230 16.32%
Prince George 37,704 4,766 12.64%
Total Localities 473,303 66,457' 12.64%
TCAMPO Area 185,390 26,965| 14.55%

1. Population for whom age is determined
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, Table DPO5

Exhibit EJ19: Elderly Population (Age=65) by Locality Relative to Area 2017

Percent Elderly >=65
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Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, Table DPO5



Exhibit EJ20: Map of Tri-Cities Area Elderly Population (Age = 65) at Census Tract Level 2017
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Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, Table B101001

Limited English Proficiency (LEP) Population

Limited English Proficiency, or LEP refers to individuals who do not speak English as their
primary language and who have a limited ability to read, speak, write, or understand English.
According to the data from the 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates
provided by the U.S. Census Bureau, the total LEP population of the entirety of the localities
in the Tri-Cities Area is around 8,000, or 1.81% of the total; the LEP population in the Area
localities with the Tri-Cities Area Chesterfield County census tracts is 1,903, or 1.09%. The
majority of LEP individuals in the Tri-Cities Area are Spanish speaking (and the largest share
of the Spanish-speaking LEP individuals in the Tri-Cities Area reside in Census Tracts 1005.06
and 1005.08 in Chesterfield County along Route 1, with next highest share in Petersburg).

The TCAMPQ’s LEP Plan (adopted in 2016) addresses these 4 factors:
. Demography: number and/or proportion of LEP persons served and languages
spoken in service area.
Il.  Frequency: rate of contact with service or program.
lll.  Importance: nature and importance of program/service to people’s lives.
IV. Resources: available resources, including language assistance services.



Exhibit EJ21: Tri-Cities Area Population with Limited English Proficiency (LEP) by Locality
2017

Spanish- Other Limited
Speaking Limited| Percentage i Total Limited
. Total : . English Percentage k Percentage
Jurisdiction Population English Spanish Speaking (LEP) | Other LEP English LEP
3 Proficiency (LEP) | Speaking LEP 5 . X Speaking (LEP)
Population Population
Chesterfield (all) 315,603 4,757 1.51% 1,877 0.59% 6,634 2.10%
- Chesterfield

Tracts‘?; Tec € 45,168 438 0.97% 60 0.13% 498 1.10%
Colonial Heights 16,456 105 0.64% 200 1.22% 305 1.85%
Dinwiddie 26,475 191 0.72% 9 0.03% 200 0.76%
Hopewell 20,693 259 1.25% 40 0.19% 299 1.44%
Petersburg 29,673 317 1.07% 65 0.22% 382 1.29%
Prince George 35,640 146 0.41% 73 0.20% 219 0.61%
Total localities 444,540 5,775 1.30% 2,264 0.51% 8,039 1.81%
TCAMPO (approx.) 174,105 1,456 0.84% 447 0.26% 1,903 1.09%

1. Population for whom limited English speaking status is determined (answered either “do not speak English well” or
“do not speak English at all”)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, Table B16005

Exhibit EJ22: Tri-Cities Area Limited English Proficiency (LEP) Population by Locality 2017

Percent Limited English Proficiency 2017

2.50%
2.00%

1.50%

1.00% ]

0.50% B

0.00%
Chesterfield - Colonial  Dinwiddie Hopewell Petersburg  Prince
(all) Chesterfield Heights George
Tractsin TC

Percentage Spanish Speaking LEP m Percentage Other LEP

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, Table B16005



Exhibit EJ23: Map of Tri-Cities Area Limited English Proficiency (LEP) Population at Census Tract
Level 2017
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Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, Table
B16005

Conclusion
These EJ factors are independently displayed, but together will represent a major
consideration for future transportation investments that effectively address inequitable
access to jobs, community services, and other destinations throughout the Area. Equity-
based project evaluation criterion is being developed as part of the long-range
transportation planning process (Plan2045) carefully considering all six (6) EJ factors as they
relate to each other and provide indications of the degree of impact on potential to benefit
specific marginalized populations.
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Technical Appendix E: Human Services Transportation Providers

Table 1: Human Services Transportation Providers

Service
JAV(CE

Agency/ Provider

Client Type

# of Vehicles

Trip Characteristics

(Times, Fees,

etc.)

Wheelchair
Accessible

Contact Information

As arranged

Senior Bridge

Provides escort
and errand
servicesin
association with
their home health

Rides arranged on a

per case basis; contact

provider for more
information.

Phone: (804) 282-0753

Website: www.matureoptions.com

Chesterfield Access Chesterfield Available to | 15 Vehicles Monday - Friday 50,000 Yes Phone:
County. Trips people with 5:30am to 7:30pm and annually (804) 279-8489 (registration)
outside disabilities, people Saturday 5:30am to (804) 955-4172 (ride requests)
Chesterfield age 60+, or 5:30pm.
County will be households living $30 for five vouchers; Website:
available for at 200% of federal voucher good for one www.chesterfield.gov/accesschesterfield
medical purposes poverty level. Must way trip.
only; with the be a resident of
exception of or Chesterfield and
passengers living registered for the
in Southeastern service.
Chesterfield
County where
limited
Chesterfield Chesterfield Members of CSB 30 Vehicles Service is associated 77,000 in Yes Phone: (804) 748-1227
County Community programs with CSB services. Fy14 Website:
Services Board Transportation includes www.chesterfield.gov/csb
(cs) s for empioymen
Chesterfield, Acti-Kare in Home Monday - Sunday Phone: (804) 264-2829
Goochland, Care 6:00am to 9:00pm. Website:
Hanover, $16 to $18 per hour. www.actikarerichmondva.com
Chesterfield, Alliance Specialty Transportation Yes Phone: (804) 225-8599
Henrico, Transport provided 24/7. Office Website:
Richmond; hours are Monday — Alliancespecialtytransport.com
additional fees Friday 9:00am to
apply in 5:00pm.
Chesterfield, American Cancer Transportation to Monday - Friday Phone: (804) 527-3700
Henrico and Society and from cancer 8:00am to 5:00pm. Website: www.cancer.org
Richmond (Road to Recovery) treatment for Rides are free.
those without

rides.




Service
Area

Agency/ Provider

Client Type

# of Vehicles

Trip Characteristics
(Times, Fees,
etc.)

# of
Trips

Wheelchair
Accessible

Contact Information

Chesterfield, Mobility Transportation, | General public Monday - Friday Yes Phone: (804) 687-6590
Henrico, LLC 6:00am to 6:00pm and Website: www.mobility-
Richmond Saturday 6:00am to transportation.com
1:00pm.
Chesterfield, Home Helpers General public; Provide trips for Phone: (804) 864-4258
Glen Allen, intended for grocery shopping, Website:
Hanover, seniors and lower prescription pick-up, Homecarerichmond.com
Henrico, income persons errand services and
Mechanicsville, doctor visits.
Midlothian,
Richmond
Colonial Heights, Petersburg Area General public 14 Buses Monday - Thursday 664,701 Yes Phone: (804) 733-2450
Hopewell, Transit 5:45am to 7:00pm, in FY12
Petersburg 6 Demand Friday 5:45am to Website: www.petersburg-
Response 8:00pm and Saturday va.org/transit/
Vehicles 6:45am to 8:00pm
Colonial Heights, | Pink Transportation Service provided 24 Phone: (804) 894-8646
Hopewell, hours a day, 7 days a
Petersburg; week. Website: www.pink804.com
service in other
Goochland, Capital Area Intended for 8 Vehicles 7,716 in Phone: (804) 598-3351
Hanover and Partnership Uplifting Seniors FY10
Powhatan People (CAP-UP)
New Kent and Bay Transit General public 48 Vehicles Call Monday - Friday 11,453 in Yes Phone:
Charles City (35 are 6:00am to 6:00pm to FY13 (804) 966-8743
Counties to wheelchair schedule aride. $2.00 Website: www.baytransit.org
Richmond accessible) per trip; $12.00 for
booklet of 10 trips.
Goochland Goochland Free Must be at or 3 Vehicles Monday 12:00pm to 3,246 in Phone: (804) 556-6260
Clinic and Family below the 200% of 3:00pm in Richmond,; FY13 Website:
services the federal Tuesday - Thursday Goochlandfreeclinicandfamilyservices.org
poverty level; 9:00am to 3:00pm in
eligibility Goochland; and
nnnnnn ino Cricddayv: O:NNAvA
Greater Comfort Keepers Disabled adults, Provides 24,781 in Phone: (804) 750-1123
Richmond seniors aging in transportation FY13 Website: www.comfortkeepers.com
area place and persons incidental to other

recovering from
surgery.

care services.




Service
Area

Agency/ Provider

Client Type

# of Vehicles

Trip Characteristics
(Times, Fees,
etc.)

Wheelchair
Accessible

Contact Information

Greater Greater Richmond People with 9 Vehicles Provides transportation 82,873 in Phone: (804) 358-1874
Richmond area ARC developmental for ARC services. FY13 Website: www.richmondarc.org
disabled and Contact provider for
their more information.
Greater Heart Havens, Inc. Persons with 2 Vehicles Trips are available by Phone: (804) 237-6097
Richmond area intellectual appointment for Website: www.hearthavens.org
disabilities hat are community outings,
enrolled in the medical appointments
Richmond, Brooks LLC Monday - Friday Phone: (804) 276-3401
Goochland 7:00am to 7:00pm,
and Petersburg Saturday 7:00am to
5:000m and Sundav
Richmond and Bowman Office Hours Monday Yes Phone: (804) 745-0046
surrounding Transportation - Friday 8:00am to Website: www.ridewithlarry.com
areas Service 5:00pm.
Richmond and Dependacare General public Provide pre-scheduled Yes Phone: (804) 745-1818
surrounding Transportation and same day Website: www.dependacareva.com
areas appointments for door-
to-door, curb-to- curb,
or door-through-door
Petersburg, Crater District AAA General 22 Vehicles Monday - Friday Yes Phone: (804) 732-7020
Colonial Heights, public, 8:00am to 4:30pm. Website: www.cdaaa.org
Dinwiddie, elderly, Volunteer based; must
Greensville, disabled schedule ride at least
Hopewell, and 48 business hours
Prince George, Medicare before appointment.
Surry, Sussex
Flagship Monday - Friday Phone: (434)265-6781
Transportation 6:00am to 6:00pm and Website:
Saturday 6:00am to www.flagshiptransport.com
Richmond, Greater Richmond General public 135 Fixed route service 8,845,810 | Yes Phone: (804) 358-4782
Chesterfield, Transit Company Vehicles available daily from in FY13 Website: www.ridegrtc.com
Hanover, (GRTC) 5:00am to 1:00am.
Henrico Fare is $1.50, $0.75
reduced fare is
Richmond, GRTC’s CARE ADA 70 Vehicles Richmond: 345,358 Yes Phone: (804) 782-2273
Henrico and paratransit 4:30am to in FY13 Website: www.ridegrtc.com
portions of eligibility 12:30am and

OCbootociaoldl

c.on




Service
Area

Agency/ Provider

Client Type

# of Vehicles

Trip Characteristics

(Times, Fees,

Wheelchair
Accessible

Contact Information

Richmond area

Home Instead Senior
Care

Home Instead
provides
transportation
incidental to their
companionship

etc.)

As scheduled; there is
a three hour minimum
per visit and we prefer
at least a 24 hour
notice. Provide service

Phone: (804) 527-1100
Website:
www.homeinstead.com

Within six Jen Care Healthcare Trips are designated for Phone: (804) 344-9848

miles of delivery system for clinic patients.

clinic seniors eligible for Website: www.jencaremed.com
locations Medicare

South-central Mechanicsville Seniors Rides arranged on a Phone:

Hanover Churches Emergency per case basis; (804) 334-6590

County (zip Function Senior Rides contracts with transit

codes: agencies and taxicab Website: www.mcef.co

23111, 23116
and a
portion of 23059

companies. Contact
provider for more
information.

Richmond area New Freedom General Public, 7  Fifteen Rides arranged on a Phone: (804) 288-1248
Transportation, LLC Medicaid Passenger per case basis;
Vans contact provider for Website:
more information. www.newfreedomtransportation.com
7/ Minivans
Richmond area Save Our Seniors Rides arranged on a Phone: (804) 559-4480
per case basis; contact
provider for more
information.
Chesterfield, Presbyterian This program is 1 Vehicle The Ways to Work Phone: (804) 888-8226
Henrico and Homes and Family geared towards Program has -
Richmond Services and the families in _helplng approved _103 families Website: www.phfs.org
. them retain with small-interest www.waystowork.org
Family employment loans to meet their
Alliance/Ways to transportation needs.
Richmond RVA Shoppers’ Shuttle Operates on the No Phone: (804) 646-7985
(Shelia Lane second and ninth
Wal-Mart; day of each month Website:
service from and the third Richmondvacitynews.blogspot.com
Hillside Court, Saturday of each /2012/02/rva-shoppers-
Charles City, Senior Connections General public, Contact provider for Yes Phone: (804) 343-3000
Chesterfield, elderly and more information.
Goochland, disabled Website: www.seniorconnections-va.org

Hanover,




Service
Area

Agency/ Provider

Client Type

# of Vehicles

Trip Characteristics
(Times, Fees,
etc.)

Wheelchair
Accessible

Contact Information

Henrico, New
Kent, Powhatan
and Richmond

Charles City
Chesterfield,
Colonial
Heights,
Goochland,
Hanover,
Henrico,
Hopewell,
New Kent,
Petersburg,
Powhatan and
Richmond,

VIP & Associates

Monday - Friday
8:00am to 4:00pm.

Yes

Phone: (804) 329-2500

Chester,
Chesterfield,
Colonial Heights,
Dinwiddie,
Hopewell,
Midlothian,
Prince

George,

South

Richmond

Shepherd’s
Center of
Chesterfield

Must be over 50
years of age
without serious
cognitive
impairment

Office hours are
Monday - Friday
9:00am to 1:00pm.
Fare free, donations
accepted.

No

Phone: (804) 706-6689

Website: www.shepctrchesterfield.org

Greater
Richmond
and
Petersburg
areas

Senior Express
Enterprise

Monday - Friday
7:00am to 6:00pm.

Phone: (804) 402-6457

Greater
Richmond and
Petersburg areas
including
Hanover,
Williamsburg,
Louisa

and Powhatan

St. Joseph’s Villa

Children and
families with
special needs

6 Vehicles

Transportation is
provided as needed
to participants in St
Joseph’s programs.

Contact the
provider for more
information.

Yes

Phone: (804) 553-3200

Website:
www.neverstopbelieving.org




Service
Area

Agency/ Provider

Client Type

# of Vehicles

Trip Characteristics

(Times, Fees,

# of
Trips

Wheelchair
Accessible

Contact Information

Richmond,
eastern Henrico

Seniors Helping Seniors

etc.)

Rides arranged on a
per case basis;
contact provider for
more information.

Phone: (804) 553-0526

Website:
www.seniorshelpingseniors.com/RVA

Goochland, Tendercare Monday - Friday Yes Phone: (804) 288-8763
Hanover, Transport 8:00am to 5:00pm.
Henrico, Website: www.tendercareofva.com
Louisa and
Richmond
Petersburg We Care Rides arranged on a Phone: (804) 7333-2450
Transportation per case basis; contact
provider for more
information.
Powhatan, Van Go Monday - Friday Yes Phone: (804) 261-7388
Colonial 5:30am to 8:30pm;
Heights, service available 24 Website: www.vangorichmond.com
Hopewell, hours a day with
Petersburg, advance notice.
Chesterfield,
Hanover,
Henrico,
Richmond
and
Goochland
Richmond TNT Transportation Non-Emergency 11 Vehicles Available 24/7. Fees 300 per Yes Phone: (804) 270-3258
area based Services Medical based per trip. month Website:
; will provide Transportation Authorized for www.tntvans.com
transport to intrastate and
anywhere in interstate
Virginia and transportation.
some out of
state trips
Richmond, Sunrise Monday - Friday Phone: (804)559-6083
Hanover and Transportation 7:00am to 7:00pm.

Henrico




Service
Area

Agency/ Provider

Client Type

# of Vehicles

Trip Characteristics
(Times, Fees,
etc.)

Wheelchair
Accessible

Contact Information

Statewide Logisticare - Virginia Medicaid None Can be 800,000 Yes Phone: (866) 810-8305
Non- Emergency recipients only contacted 24 registered
Medical Transportation hours a day to members Website: www.logisticare.com
System arrange
transportation.
Fares are arranged
through Medicaid.
Western Angels for Hire/Angel Monday - Friday Yes Phone: (804) 423-9200
Richmond, Ride 8:30am to 6:00pm. Website: www.angelride.net
western Henrico,
northern
Chesterfield;
additional fee
for pickup in
other areas.
Zip codes: Shepherd’s Center of Must be over 60 Transportation is No Phone: (804) 355-7282

23059, 23060,
23113, 23114,

Richmond

years of age
without serious

provided for medical
appointments and

Website: www.tscor.wordpress.com

23219, 23220, coghnitive grocery shopping.
23221, 23222, impairment Office hours are
23224, 23225, Monday - Friday
23226, 23227, 8:30am to 4:30pmFare
23228, 23229, free.
23230, 23233,
23235, 23236,
23238, 23294
CareMore Must be an Service is associated Phone: (855) 242-9606

Anthem Blue
Cross Blue Shield
Medicare patient
to use services

with individual facilities.

Website: www.caremore.com

Capital Area Health
Network (CAHN)

Members of the
CAHN

Transportation services
are associated with
CAHN medical
services.

Phone: (804) 253-1969
Website:
Cahealthnet.com




Technical Appendix G: Analysis Security Incidents

The Federal Bureau of Investigation defines terrorism as the unlawful threat of or use of
force of violence against people or property with the intention of coercing society or
government (Terrorism). To help assess the threat to transportation from terrorism the MPO
analyzed terrorist incidents in the United States that occurred between 1982 and 2014
(Global Terrorism Database). Figures 92, 93 and 94 present that information graphically.

Terrorist incidents have occurred in almost every state; however, most terrorist incidents,
in the United States, happen in more populous areas. Almost 1/3 of terrorist incidents in
the United States happen in California, Puerto Rico or New York.

Considering transportation system security in the context of intentional incident was
added to the transportation portfolio after 2001. Based upon events of the last decade
it seems prudent for the MPO to evaluate the risk of a terror attack upon the
transportation planning system in the Tri-Cities area to assess the level of effort needed to
provide security for transportation system users and to determine its proper role in security.

Figure 38 shows where, in the United States, terrorist incidents are most likely. The blue bars
show the number of incidents in each state. Virginia is highlighted in dark blue to show
how it compares with the rest of the United States.
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Figure 1: Terrorist Incidents by State

Terrorists choose targets using five general criteria (Terrorism):



Minimal danger to themselves;
Ease of access;

Visibility (e.g., international airports, landmarks,

events);
Avoiding detection before the attack; and
Easy escape from the site.

large cities, or major special

However, many targets meet these criteria. Figure 39 looks at the U.S. targets of terrorists.
Despite high profile incidents outside the U.S., only five of the 1000 incidents recorded
since 1982 have been directed at transportation targets. However, 51 of the 1000
incidents have targeted military facilities and Fort Lee, home of the US Army Logistics
Command, is in the Tri-Cities MPO’s service area.
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Figure 2: Terrorist Incidents by Target Type
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Figure 40 shows the types of terrorist incidents that have occurred in the U.S. Over eighty

percent of the attacks in the U.S have been attacks on facilities.
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TECHNICAL APPENDIX H

Virginia Department of Wildilfe Resources

Special Status Faunal Species in Virginia

Threatened and Endangered Faunal Species

1 1
Common Name Scientific Name Federal® State! WAP WAP
Tier Rank
FRESHWATER FISHES
Atlantic sturgeon Acipenser oxyrinchus FE SE I b
Blackbanded sunfish Enneacanthus chaetodon SE I a
Blackside dace Chrosomus cumberlandensis FT ST
Candy darter Etheostoma osburni FE SE I b
Carolina darter Etheostoma collis ST Il c
Duskytail darter Etheostoma percnurum FE SE I a
Emerald shiner Notropis atherinoides ST \% c
Golden darter Etheostoma denoncourti ST Il b
Greenfin darter Etheostoma chlorobranchium ST I b
Orangefin madtom Noturus gilberti ST Il b
Paddlefish Polyodon spathula ST \Y c
Roanoke logperch Percina rex FE SE Il a
Sharphead darter Etheostoma acuticeps SE I c
Shortnose sturgeon Acipenser brevirostrum FE SE I a
Sickle darter Percina williamsi ST I c
Slender chub Erimystax cahni FT ST I c
Spotfin chub Erimonax monachus FT ST I b
Steelcolor shiner Cyprinella whipplei ST 1 c
Tennessee dace Chrosomus (=Phoxinus) SE I b
tennesseensis
Variegate darter Etheostoma variatum SE I a
Western sand darter Ammocrypta clara ST IV c
Whitemouth shiner Notropis alborus ST Il c
Yellowfin madtom Noturus flavipinnis FT ST I a
AMPHIBIANS
Barking treefrog Hyla gratiosa ST Il a
Eastern tiger salamander Ambystoma tigrinum SE Il a
Mabee's salamander Ambystoma mabeei ST Il a
Shenandoah salamander Plethodon shenandoah FE SE I c
REPTILES
Bog (= Muhlenberg) turtle Glyptemys (=Clemmys) FT(S/A) SE I a
muhlenbergii
Canebrake rattlesnake Crotalus horridus SE Il a
(Coastal Plain population of timber
rattlesnake)
Eastern chicken turtle Deirochelys reticularia reticularia SE I a
Eastern glass lizard Ophisaurus ventralis ST Il a

! FE=Federal Endangered; FT=Federal Threatened; S/A=Similarity of Appearance; FC=Federal Candidate; FP=Federal Proposed;

SE=State Endangered; ST=State Threatened; WAP Tier = Virginia Wildlife Action Plan (WAP) Tiered Species, from the Species of Greatest

Conservation Need list that is defined in the plan: Tiers I-IV (not a legal status, Tier levels defined in WAP); WAP Rank = Conservation
Opportunity Rankings assigned to each Tiered Species, Ranks a-b (not a legal status, Ranks defined in WAP).
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Virginia Department of Wildilfe Resources

Special Status Faunal Species in Virginia

Threatened and Endangered Faunal Species

1 1
Common Name Scientific Name Federal® State! WAP WAP
Tier Rank

Green sea turtle Chelonia mydas FT ST I b
Hawksbill sea turtle Eretmochelys imbricata FE SE
Kemp's ridley sea turtle Lepidochelys kempii FE SE I a
Leatherback sea turtle Dermochelys coriacea FE SE I c
Loggerhead sea turtle Caretta caretta FT ST I a
Wood turtle Glyptemys insculpta ST I a
BIRDS
Bachman's sparrow Aimophila aestivalis ST a
Bachman's warbler (=wood) Vermivora bachmanii FE SE
Bewick's wren Thryomanes bewickii SE
Eastern black rail Laterallus jamaicensis FP SE I a

jamaicensis
Gull-billed tern Sterna nilotica ST I a
Henslow's sparrow Ammodramus henslowii ST I a
Kirtland's warbler Setophaga kirtlandii (=Dendroica SE

kirtlandii)
Loggerhead shrike Lanius ludovicianus ST I a
Peregrine falcon Falco peregrinus ST I a
Piping plover Charadrius melodus FT ST Il a
Red knot Calidris canutus rufa FT ST I a
Red-cockaded woodpecker Picoides borealis FE SE I a
Roseate tern Sterna dougallii dougallii FE SE
Wilson's plover Charadrius wilsonia SE I a
MAMMALS
American water shrew Sorex palustris SE Il a
Carolina northern flying squirrel Glaucomys sabrinus coloratus FE SE I c
Eastern puma (=cougar) Puma (=Felis) concolor couguar FE SE
Gray bat Myotis grisescens FE SE Il a
Gray wolf Canis lupus FE SE
Indiana bat Myotis sodalis FE SE I a
Little brown bat Myotis lucifugus SE I a
Northern long-eared bat Myotis septentrionalis FT ST I a
Rafinesque’s eastern big-eared bat Corynorhinus rafinesquii SE I a

macrotis
Rock vole Microtus chrotorrhinus SE Il a
Snowshoe hare Lepus americanus SE I c
Tri-colored bat Perimyotis subflavus SE I a
Virginia big-eared bat Corynorhinus (=Plecotus) FE SE Il a

townsendii virginianus

! FE=Federal Endangered; FT=Federal Threatened; S/A=Similarity of Appearance; FC=Federal Candidate; FP=Federal Proposed;

SE=State Endangered; ST=State Threatened; WAP Tier = Virginia Wildlife Action Plan (WAP) Tiered Species, from the Species of Greatest

Conservation Need list that is defined in the plan: Tiers I-IV (not a legal status, Tier levels defined in WAP); WAP Rank = Conservation
Opportunity Rankings assigned to each Tiered Species, Ranks a-b (not a legal status, Ranks defined in WAP).
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Virginia Department of Wildilfe Resources

Special Status Faunal Species in Virginia

Threatened and Endangered Faunal Species

1 1
Common Name Scientific Name Federal® State! WAP WAP
Tier Rank
MOLLUSKS
Freshwater Mussels
Appalachian monkeyface Quadrula sparsa FE SE I a
(pearlymussel)
Atlantic pigtoe Fusconaia masoni FP ST I a
Birdwing pearlymussel Lemiox rimosus FE SE I a
Black sandshell Ligumia recta ST 1 a
Brook floater Alasmidonta varicosa SE I b
Cracking pearlymussel Hemistena lata FE SE I b
Cumberland bean (pearlymussel) Villosa trabalis FE SE I a
Cumberland monkeyface Quadrula intermedia FE SE I a
(pearlymussel)
Cumberlandian combshell Epioblasma brevidens FE SE I a
Deertoe Truncilla truncata SE 1l b
Dromedary pearlymussel Dromus dromas FE SE I a
Dwarf wedgemussel Alasmidonta heterodon FE SE I a
Elephantear Elliptio crassidens SE 1 a
Fanshell Cyprogenia stegaria FE SE I a
Finerayed pigtoe Fusconaia cuneolus FE SE I a
Fluted kidneyshell Ptychobranchus subtentum FE SE Il a
Fragile papershell Leptodea fragilis ST \% c
Green blossom (pearlymussel) Epioblasma torulosa FE SE
gubernaculum
Green floater Lasmigona subviridis ST Il a
James spinymussel Pleurobema collina FE SE I a
Littlewing pearlymussel Pegias fabula FE SE I c
Ohio pigtoe Pleurobema cordatum SE 1 c
Oyster mussel Epioblasma capsaeformis FE SE I a
Pimpleback Quadrula pustulosa pustulosa ST \Y b
Pink mucket (pearlymussel) Lampsilis abrupta FE SE I a
Pistolgrip Tritogonia verrucosa ST 1l b
Purple bean Villosa perpurpurea FE SE I a
Purple lilliput Toxolasma lividus SE Il c
Pyramid pigtoe Pleurobema rubrum SE Il a
Rayed bean Villosa fabalis FE SE Il a
Rough pigtoe Pleurobema plenum FE SE I a
Rough rabbitsfoot Quadrula cylindrica strigillata FE SE I a
Sheepnose Plethobasus cyphyus FE SE Il a
Shiny pigtoe Fusconaia cor FE SE I a
Slabside pearlymussel Lexingtonia dolabelloides FE SE Il a
Slippershell mussel Alasmidonta viridis SE I b
Snuffbox mussel Epioblasma triquetra FE SE I a
Spectaclecase Cumberlandia monodonta FE SE I b

! FE=Federal Endangered; FT=Federal Threatened; S/A=Similarity of Appearance; FC=Federal Candidate; FP=Federal Proposed;

SE=State Endangered; ST=State Threatened; WAP Tier = Virginia Wildlife Action Plan (WAP) Tiered Species, from the Species of Greatest

Conservation Need list that is defined in the plan: Tiers I-IV (not a legal status, Tier levels defined in WAP); WAP Rank = Conservation
Opportunity Rankings assigned to each Tiered Species, Ranks a-b (not a legal status, Ranks defined in WAP).
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Virginia Department of Wildilfe Resources

Special Status Faunal Species in Virginia

Threatened and Endangered Faunal Species

1 1
Common Name Scientific Name Federal® State! WAP WAP
Tier Rank
Tan riffleshell Epioblasma florentina walkeri FE SE
(=E. walkeri)
Tennessee heelsplitter Lasmigona holstonia SE Il a
Yellow lance Elliptio lanceolata FT ST Il a
Freshwater & Land Snails
Appalachian springsnail Fontigens bottimeri SE Il c
Brown supercoil Paravitrea septadens ST I c
Rubble coil Helicodiscus lirellus SE I a
Shaggy coil Helicodiscus diadema SE I c
Spider elimia Elimia arachnoidea SE Il c
Spiny riversnail lo fluvialis ST 1 a
Spirit supercoil Paravitrea hera SE I a
Thankless ghostsnail Holsingeria unthanksensis SE I a
Virginia fringed mountain snail Polygyriscus virginianus FE SE I a
Virginia springsnail Fontigens morrisoni SE I a
FRESHWATER CRUSTACEANS
Big Sandy crayfish Cambarus callainus (formerly C. FT ST I c
veteranus)
Lee County Cave isopod Lirceus usdagalun FE SE 1 c
Madison Cave amphipod Stygobromus stegerorum ST I b
Madison Cave isopod Antrolana lira FT ST Il c
MILLIPEDES
Ellett Valley pseudotremia Pseudotremia cavernarum ST I c
Laurel Creek xystodesmid Sigmoria whiteheadi ST I c
ARACHNIDS
Spruce-fir moss spider Microhexura montivaga FE SE
INSECTS?
American burying beetle Nicrophorus americanus FE I c
Appalachian grizzled skipper Pyrgus wyandot (=Pyrgus ST I a
centaureae wyandot)
Buffalo Mountain mealybug Puto kosztarabi SE I c
Holsinger’s cave beetle Pseudanophthalmus holsingeri SE I c
Mitchell’s satyr butterfly Neonympha mitchellii FE SE I a
Northeastern beach tiger beetle Cicindela dorsalis dorsalis FT ST Il a

! FE=Federal Endangered; FT=Federal Threatened; S/A=Similarity of Appearance; FC=Federal Candidate; FP=Federal Proposed;

SE=State Endangered; ST=State Threatened; WAP Tier = Virginia Wildlife Action Plan (WAP) Tiered Species, from the Species of Greatest

Conservation Need list that is defined in the plan: Tiers I-IV (not a legal status, Tier levels defined in WAP); WAP Rank = Conservation
Opportunity Rankings assigned to each Tiered Species, Ranks a-b (not a legal status, Ranks defined in WAP).
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Virginia Department of Wildilfe Resources

Special Status Faunal Species in Virginia

Threatened and Endangered Faunal Species

Common Name Scientific Name Federal! State!

Rusty patched bumble bee Bombus affinis FE

Thomas’ cave beetle Pseudanophthalmus thomasi SE

Virginia Piedmont water boatman Sigara depressa SE

2 all insects listed as federal or state

endangered or threatened are protected by

regulations that fall under the Virginia

Department of Agriculture and Consumer

Services’ jurisdiction

MARINE MAMMALS

Blue whale Balaenoptera musculus FE SE

Finback whale Balaenoptera physalus FE SE

Humpback whale Megaptera novaeangliae FE SE

North Atlantic Right whale Eubalaena glacialis FE SE

Sei whale Balaenoptera borealis FE SE

Sperm whale Physeter catodon (= FE SE
macrocephalus)

West Indian manatee Trichechus manatus FE SE

For further information or details regarding this list or any species listed herein, please contact:

Aquatic Wildlife Resources Division

Virginia Department of Wildlife Resources
Physical Address: 7870 Villa Park Dr, Suite 400
Mailing Address: P. O. Box 90778

Henrico, VA 23228

(804) 367-4335

WAP! WAP?
Tier Rank

| a

1l c

| c

v b

| b

| b

v b

! FE=Federal Endangered; FT=Federal Threatened; S/A=Similarity of Appearance; FC=Federal Candidate; FP=Federal Proposed;

SE=State Endangered; ST=State Threatened; WAP Tier = Virginia Wildlife Action Plan (WAP) Tiered Species, from the Species of Greatest

Conservation Need list that is defined in the plan: Tiers I-IV (not a legal status, Tier levels defined in WAP); WAP Rank = Conservation

Opportunity Rankings assigned to each Tiered Species, Ranks a-b (not a legal status, Ranks defined in WAP).
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Virginia Department of Wildilfe Resources

Special Status Faunal Species in Virginia

Virginia Wildlife Action Plan, Species of Greatest Conservation Need, Tiered Faunal Species

Common Name Scientific Name WAP! Tier WAP! Rank

FRESHWATER FISHES

Alewife Alosa pseudoharengus \Y a
Allegheny pearl dace Margariscus margarita \Y b
American brook lamprey Lampetra appendix \Y c
American eel Anguilla rostrata Il a
American shad Alosa sapidissima \Y a
Appalachia darter Percina gymnocephala v c
Ashy darter Etheostoma cinereum | b
Banded sunfish Enneacanthus obesus v c
Bigeye jumprock Moxostoma ariommum i c
Black sculpin Cottus baileyi \Y c
Blackside darter Percina maculata v c
Blotched chub Erimystax insignis \Y c
Blotchside logperch Percina burtoni I a
Blueback herring Alosa aestivalis v a
Bluebreast darter Etheostoma camurum v c
Blueside darter Etheostoma jessiae v c
Bluestone sculpin Cottus sp. 1 1] c
Brassy jumprock Moxostoma sp. \Y c
Bridle shiner Notropis bifrenatus | a
Brook silverside Labidesthes sicculus v c
Brook trout Salvelinus fontinalis v a
Bullhead minnow Pimephales vigilax \Y c
Carolina fantail darter Etheostoma brevispinum v c
Channel darter Percina copelandi Il c
Clinch dace Chrosomus sp. cf. saylori | a
Clinch sculpin Cottus sp. 4 Il c
Dusky darter Percina sciera v c
Fatlips minnow Phenacobius crassilabrum Il c
Freshwater drum Aplodinotus grunniens [ c
Highback chub Hybopsis hypsinotus \Y c
Highfin shiner Notropis altipinnis \Y c
Holston sculpin Cottus sp. 5 1l c
Ironcolor shiner Notropis chalybaeus 1l c
Kanawha darter Etheostoma kanawhae Il c
Kanawha minnow Phenacobius teretulus 1] c
Lake Chubsucker Erimyzon sucetta \Y c
Least brook lamprey Lampreta aepyptera \Y c
Lined topminnow Fundulus lineolatus v c
Logperch Percina caprodes v c
Longear sunfish Lepomis megalotis v b
Mirror shiner Notropis spectrunculus 1l c

! FE=Federal Endangered; FT=Federal Threatened; S/A=Similarity of Appearance; FC=Federal Candidate; FP=Federal Proposed;
SE=State Endangered; ST=State Threatened; WAP Tier = Virginia Wildlife Action Plan (WAP) Tiered Species, from the Species of Greatest
Conservation Need list that is defined in the plan: Tiers I-IV (not a legal status, Tier levels defined in WAP); WAP Rank = Conservation
Opportunity Rankings assigned to each Tiered Species, Ranks a-b (not a legal status, Ranks defined in WAP).
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Virginia Department of Wildilfe Resources

Special Status Faunal Species in Virginia

Virginia Wildlife Action Plan, Species of Greatest Conservation Need, Tiered Faunal Species

Common Name Scientific Name WAP! Tier WAP! Rank

Mountain brook lamprey Ichthyomyzon greeleyi i c
Mountain madtom Noturus eleutherus v c
Mountain shiner Lythroughrus lirus \Y c
Mud sunfish Acantharchus pomotis \Y c
New River shiner Notropis scabriceps \Y c
Northern studfish Fundulus catenatus v c
Notchlip redhorse Moxostoma collapsum \Y c
Ohio lamprey Ichthyomyzon bdellium v c
Piedmont darter Percina crassa v c
Popeye shiner Notropis ariommus I c
Redlip shiner Notropis chiliticus v c
River redhorse Moxostoma carinatum i b
Roanoke bass Ambloplites cavifrons | a
Roanoke hog sucker Hypentelium roanokense \Y c
Roughhead shiner Notropis semperasper | b
Rustyside sucker Thoburnia hamiltoni 1 c
Sand shiner Notropis stramineus v c
Sauger Sander canadensis 1] b
Sharpnose darter Percina oxyrhynchus v c
Silver redhorse Moxostoma anisurum i c
Slimy sculpin Cottus cognatus \Y c
Smallmouth redhorse Moxostoma breviceps \Y b
Snail bullhead Ameiurus brunneus 1 c
Speckled darter Etheostoma stigmaeum v c
Speckled killifish Fundulus rathbuni v c
Stonecat Noturus flavus v c
Suckermouth minnow Phenacobius mirabilis v c
Swannanoa darter Etheostoma swannanoa v b
Tadpole madtom Noturus gyrinus \Y c
Tangerine darter Percina aurantiaca v c
Tonguetied minnow Exoglossum laurae v c
Wounded darter Etheostoma vulneratum 1 c
AMPHIBIANS

Blue Ridge dusky salamander Desmognathus orestes v c
Blue Ridge two-lined salamander Eurycea wilderae 1l a
Carpenter frog Lithobates virgatipes 1] a
Common mudpuppy Necturus maculosus maculosus 1] a
Cow Knob salamander Plethodon punctatus | c
Cumberland Plateau salamander Plethodon kentucki \Y c
Dwarf waterdog Necturus punctatus 1l a
Eastern hellbender Cryptobranchus alleganiensis | a

alleganiensis

! FE=Federal Endangered; FT=Federal Threatened; S/A=Similarity of Appearance; FC=Federal Candidate; FP=Federal Proposed;
SE=State Endangered; ST=State Threatened; WAP Tier = Virginia Wildlife Action Plan (WAP) Tiered Species, from the Species of Greatest
Conservation Need list that is defined in the plan: Tiers I-IV (not a legal status, Tier levels defined in WAP); WAP Rank = Conservation
Opportunity Rankings assigned to each Tiered Species, Ranks a-b (not a legal status, Ranks defined in WAP).
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