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Existing Widening Projects
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Crash Frequency
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Person-Hours of Delay 3 comments indicated safety
_— issues in this segment.
Person-Hours of Incident Delay (lane closure > 1 hr)
_—--——
4 comments indicated congestion
issues in this segment.
PUBLIC COMMENTS
(Summarized by Mile in Each Direction)
5 comments indicated
Safety Truck Operations truck operations issues in this segment.
Crashes, speeding, parki
s T arking, heavy truck volumes
and aggressive driving
. 3 comments indicated other
Congestion Other issues in this segment.
Delays, queues (including ramps), Grades, curves, narrow shoulders,
difficulty merging and weaving pavement marking, signing, and other
# Indicates number of comments identified
by the public in Round 1 of engagement
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LEGEND: Potential Improvements
; , Acceleration/
Widening . . Curve Improvements
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I-81 Corridor Improvement
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\: Virginia Department of Transportation

Data Sources: Virginia Department of Transportation 2019, Virginia Geographic Information Network 2019,
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Widen NB direction to three lanes between MM 116 and Exit 128
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LEGEND: Existing Conditions
PERFORMANCE MEASURES
BY DIRECTION
Existing Widening Projects
Crash Severity EXAMPLE s 0 F
PUBLIC COMMENTS
Crash Frequency
Person-Heours of Delay 3 comments indicated safety
issues in this segment.
Person-Hours of Incident Delay (lane closure > 1 hr)
4 comments indicated congestion
issues in this segment.
PUBLIC COMMENTS
(Summarized by Mile in Each Direction)
5 comments indicated
Saf&*ty : @ Truck Operatio ns truck operations issues in this segment.
Crashies, spe_edlng_, . Parking, heavy truck volumes
and aggressive driving
. 3 comments indicated other
Congestlon e Other issues in this segment.
Delays, queues (including ramps), Grades, curves, narrow shoulders,
difficulty merging and weaving pavement marking, signing, and other
# Indicates number of comments identified
by the public in Round 1 of engagement
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Widen to three lanes between Exit 128 and Exit 137
(Continues on Board 3)
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Salem District: MM 133 to MM 155
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Salem District: MM 155.0 to MM 174.3 |
Staunton District: MM 174.3 to0 177.0
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