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Summary

Even a superficial examination of the economics and demographics of
South-central and Southwest Virginia (see, for example, data presented on p. 3
of this report) will suffice to show that these regions lag behind the remainder
of the Commonwealth in economic development. A similarly cursory look at a
map will also show that these areas lack the modern east-west highway
infrastructure without which even the most carefully considered campaign to
attract new industry, expand' employment opportunities, and diversify the
regional economy is bound to fail.

On the other hand, if adequate resources were made available to provide a
safe, efficient, modern highway linking Southwest and South-central Virginia
to Virginia's most potent economic resource -- the port of Hampton Roads -­
along the Commonwealth's southern boundary (the existing US Route 58
Corridor), the potential business and manufacturing sites of Southern Virginia
would not only be linked to the Virginia market, but also to the broader
eastern United States market, and the whole world market as well. Similarly,
such an additional access route would open all of Southern Virginia for tourism
and recreational travel, literally, from the mountains to the sea, while vastly
improving local transportation as well.

In approving House Joint Resolution No. 172 and requesting a joint
subcommittee to consider these matters, the General Assembly specifically
asked that consideration be given to the desirability and feasibility of
financing construction of such a highway with nonhighway revenues. Mter
considering the merits and difficulties inherent in this and other approaches,
the Joint Subcommittee recommends that the project be undertaken, not with
general fund revenues, but with Transportation Trust Fund revenues, by
setting aside 8.1f percent of the revenues raised by the 1986 Special Session of
the General Assembly as the US Route 58 Corridor Development Fund. This
would make available to this project the same amount of state revenue
presently dedicated to the support of mass transit in Virginia. The Joint
Subcommittee is persuaded that the reductions this approach would cause in
funding of other highway projects across the Commonwealth would be more
than offset by the economic benefits which would accrue, not only along the
Corridor, but ultimately to all Virginians.

Having recommended the broad outline of a US Route 58 Corridor
development program, the Joint Subcommittee believes that matters of
priorities, route, design, scheduling, and other details should be left to the
Commonwealth Transportation Board and the Department of Transportation.



General Background

Transportation is a vital prerequisite for economic development. In the past
two decades both the geographic and the economic landscape of Virginia has
been transformed by the construction of six major interstate highways: 1-61f,
1-66, 1-77, 1-81, 1-85, and 1-95. These highways have not only brought the
various regions of the Commonwealth closer to one another, they have also
provided seedbeds for economic growth and increased job opportunities along
their routes. Northern Virginia, the Richmond metropolitan area, and
Hampton Roads have been linked by 1-95; Northern Virginia, the Roanoke
metropolitan area, and Southwest Virginia have been joined by 1-85; Northern
Virginia has been bound to the Shenandoah Valley by 1-66; and Central Virginia
has been joined both to the Valley and to the Urban Crescent by I-61f. Absent,
however from this geometry of growth has been any comparable highway tie
between Hampton Roads and Southwest Virginia along Virginia's southern
boundary. US Route 58, the last portion of which (between Volney and
Damascus) was even not paved until 191+9-50, continues to provide the only
direct highway connection between the Southwest and the Southeast.

Mindful of this simultaneous challenge and opportunity provided by the Route
58 Corridor, the 1988 General Assembly approved House Joint Resolution No.
172, creating a joint subcommittee "...to study construction of a superhighway
along Virginia's southern boundary." In commissioning this study, the General
Assembly felt the issue to be of sufficient importance specifically to charge
the Subcommittee with considering the desirability and feasibility of financing
construction of this project .....from nonhighway revenues, in order to provide
a vital transportation link joining Virginia's port to her prime farming and
mining areas." Both the General Assembly and the Subcommittee viewed the
goal of the project, from the very beginning, as not merely the upgrading of a
transportation resource, but the creation of a vital economic development
tool.

Subcommittee Activities

The Joint Subcommittee began its work with extensive briefings by staff of
the Department of Transportation on existing plans for improvements to
Route 58 and other highways in the Route 58 Corridor, engineering difficulties
presented by construction of a "superhighway" along the present alignment of
Route 58, and the costs of various alternative strategies for providing the
desired highway connection between the Southwest and the Southeast.

Following this orientation, the group met informally with concerned citizens
and officials of local government within the Corridor, took testimony from all
interested parties at a formal public hearing, and evaluated additional
valuable comments provided through correspondence received by its staff.
(See Appendix II: Selected Correspondence.)
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Findings and Recommendations

MANY OF THE NEEDS AND MUCH OF THE POTENTIAL OF THE ROUTE 58
CORRIDOR CAN READILY BE SEEN BY EVEN A CURSORY LOOK AT A FEW
STATISTICS.

County
Lee*
Scott*
Wise*
Russell*
Washingtont
Grayson*
CarrolIt
Floyd*
Patrick*
Henry*
Pittsylvania*
Halifax*
Mecklenburgt
Brunswickt
Greensvillet
Southampton*
Isle of Wight*
TOTAL

Counties in US 58 Corridor
Estimated
7/1/86
Population1

0/flf,500
027,/f00
Olflf,500
032,200
Olf7,100
016,500
027,500
011,700
017,600
057,000
065,500
029,600
029,700
015,900
010,lfOO
018,000
02'+,lfOO
519,500

Cities in US 58 Corridor
Norton* 0,00/f,600
Bristolt 0,018,100
Galax* 0,006,700
Martinsville* 0,018,300
Danville* 0,Olflf,300
South Boston* 0,007,100
Emporiat 0,00lf,700
Franklin* 0,007,900
Suffolk* 0,051,000
Chesapeake 0,13lf,700
Portsmouth 0,109,lfOO
Norfolk 0,280,200
Virginia Beach 0,336,500
TOTAL 1,023,500

1985 Travel­
Generated
Payroll 2

$0,000,'+66,000
$0,001,271,000
$0,001,30lf,000
$0,000,591,000
$0,003,809,000
$0,000,380,000
$0,001,/f82,000
$0,000,370,000
$0,000,7lfg,000
$0,002,182,000
$0,000,8lf2,000
$0,001,039,000
$0,OOlf,192,000
$0,000,lf96,OOO
$0,003,350,000
$0,000,515,000
$0,000,382,000
$0,023,'+19,000

$0,000,321,000
$0,002,lf93,000
$0,000,297,000
$0,000,3407,000
$0,003,700,000
$0,000,082,000
$0,000,7lf6,000
$0,000,010,000
$0,002,650,000
$0,002,591,000
$0,005,9lfO,000
$0,050,655,000
$0,100,163,000
$0,169,995,000

1986
Unemploy­
ment Rate2

11.6°/0
05.3<Yo
13.2<Yo
15.2°10

05.7°/0
08.'+%
06.8°/0
07.5°10

08.1 'Yo
08.8'Yo
07.60;0
07.8ero
06.9'Yo
09.5Ofo
07.lfo;o
Olf.lfOfo
06.1Ofo

12.6Ofo
05.8Ofo
06.9<Yo
08.30;0
09.8Ofo
06.'+%
07.7%
09.1 <Yo
06.60;0
05.0°10
07.2°10
Oq..2°10
03.9<Yo

1981f
Per Capita
Income 2

$07,58/f
$08,155
$10,100
$07,838
$08,901
$08,106
$07,797
$08,128
$08,li-75
$10,755
$08,317
$08,293
$09,059
$07,806
$09,5li-0
$08,3lf3
$11,61f7

$12,621
$10,656
$11 , If If3
$12,035
$11,759
$11,09lJ.
$12,8'+3
$1 li-,77li­
$10,663
$11,69lf
$11,232
$10,956
$13,793

CORRIDOR
TOTAL
ALL VIRGINIA
Percentage

1,5lf3,OOO
5,79'+,700
26.63<Yo

$0,193,lf1'+,000
$1f,636,939,000
If.2°1o

0q..70;0 $13,291

*Served by no interstate highway.
tServed only by north-south interstate highway.
ITaken from "Estimates of the Population of Virginia Counties and Cities,

1986-87," published by the Center for Public Service, University of Virginia.
2Taken from Virginia Statistical Abstract, 1987.
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Only one locality in the Corridor (Virginia Beach) has a per capita income higher
than the state average. Only three localities in the Corridor (Southampton County,
Norfolk, and Virginia Beach) have unemployment rates lower than the state
average, while five (Russell County, Washington County, Brunswick County, Norton,
and Danville) have unemployment rates more than double the state average, with
the highest Corridor unemployment (Russell County) being more than 3.2 times the
state average. It is infonnative to note that while the Corridor contains 26.63
percent of Virginia's population, its people earn only If.2 percent of Virginia's
travel-generated income.

THERE IS NO DISPUTING THE LINK BETWEEN TRANSPORTATION AND
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT. Without a way of bringing labor and resources
together to make a product, and without a way of moving that product to markets,
no economic development occurs. Today more than ever, businesses compete with
one another not regionally or even nationally, but globally. For an enterprise to
survive, it must not only produce a quality product, it must get that product to
market at least as' fast and as cheaply as its competition. An inadequate
transportation system dooms businesses from the start by imposing on them
excessive time and money costs.

INTERSTATE HIGHWAY ACCESS IS PARTICULARLY DESIRABLE FOR
ATTRACTING NEW BUSINESS AND STIMULATING EXISTING BUSINESSES. The
interstate highway system was conceived during World War II, when it became
obvious that the country's military potential was being limited by the inability of
America's highways to move supplies in the quantities and with the speed required
by modern warfare. With the completion of the first significant portions of the
interstate highway system in the late 'fifties and early 'sixties, manufacturers and
shippers were quick to take advantage of the competitive "edge" which the new
highways offered them. For two decades, Virginia's economic growth was most
rapid along corridors served by interstate highways. Although interstate highways
presently make up only 1.9 percent of Virginia's public highways, they carry 21+
percent of the vehicle miles travelled in Virginia. 1

1In the most recent year, 51+.8 billion total vehicle miles were traveled
on all Virginia public highways, while 13.0 billion vehicle miles were traveled
on Virginia interstate highways during the same period. Source: Virginia
Department of Transportation.
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THE CORRIDOR'S TRANSPORTATION RESOURCES, ESPECIALLY INTERSTATE
HIGHWAY ACCESS, ARE MEAGER. Of the 5l1-,006 miles of public highways in
Virginia, 1,052 miles are interstate highways. 1 Few interstate highways serve the
localities along the Route 58 Corridor, and those interstate highways which do serve
these localities do not provide even a reasonably convenient route for persons or
cargoes that need to move east or west through the Corridor. Of the thirty
localities (seventeen counties and thirteen cities) along the US 58 Corridor, twelve
counties (Lee, Scott, Wise, Russell, Grayson, Floyd, Patrick, Henry, Pittsylvania,
Halifax, Southampton, and Isle of Wight) and seven cities (Norton, Galax,
Martinsville, Danville, South Boston, Franklin, and Suffolk) have no interstate
highway access at all, and of those localities which are served by interstate
highways, only in Chesapeake, Portsmouth, Norfolk and Virginia Beach does the
highway run east and west. One must bear in mind, though, that Interstate 61+
connects these port cities with western Virginia via Richmond, Staunton, and
Roanoke, and not directly. Out of 1,800 miles of arterial highways in the
Commonwealth,2 only one, US Route 58, serves the entire Corridor, and even US
Route 58 ceases to be an arterial route west of Interstate Route 77.

THE COMMONWEALTH CANNOT RELY ON THE FEDERAL INTERSTATE
SYSTEM OR A FEDERAL POST-INTERSTATE SYSTEM TO OPEN
SOUTH-CENTRAL VIRGINIA TO ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT. Construction of
the interstate highway system, both in Virginia and nation-wide, is now all but
complete. In Virginia, only forty-five miles of the system remain to be
constructed, and there is no chance that the Route 58 Corridor can be included in
the system. While it is conceivable that Route 58 could be improved as part of a
post-interstate federal highway system, not even a general outline of such a system
has so far emerged form the federal Highway Administration, the federal
Department of Transportation, or the Congress. Even while discussions are held on
the form or purpose of a post-interstate highway program, speculation persists that
the federal role in highway constructiun may be sharply curtailed, and that
responsibility for highways will be returned, at least in large measure, to the states,
while the Congress resorts to the highway trust fund as a source of revenue from
which to help balance the federal budget. Unless the Commonwealth is willing to
permit the economic stagnation -- if not degeneration -- of its south-central
localities, it must look to its own resources in seeking to open these localities to
economic development.

1.Source: Virginia Department of Transportation.

2"Virginia Facts and Figures, 1988"; James Ruehrmund, Jr., ed. (Commonwealth of
Virginia, 1988), p. 16.
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IMPROVEMENT OF THE ROUTE 58 CORRIDOR WOULD HAVE ECONOMIC
BENEFITS FOR THE COMMONWEALTH AS A WHOLE. Fifteen percent of the
"new money" made available for transportation purposes by the 1986 Special Session
of the General Assembly is set aside for the development of ports, airports, and
mass transportation. (See §§ 33.1-23.03:2, 58.1-638, and 58.1-ZlfZ5, Code of
Virginia.) In setting aside specific revenues for these purposes, the General
Assembly recognized that addressing the peculiar transportation needs of specific
regions of the Commonwealth, such as Northern Virginia or Hampton, Roads, could
have statewide economic benefits. This same approach can be taken with the US 58
Corridor. While the localities along this highway derive, at best, modest direct
benefits for the relief of highway congestion in Virginia's urban centers or from the
promotion and development of the port of Hampton Roads, they could derive
considerable benefits in many ways form dedication of state revenue to the
improvement of Route 58. By contributing to the economic growth of Southside
Virginia, the General Assembly would be contributing to the economic prosperity of
the Commonwealth as a whole through the relief of the region's considerable
unemployment and the improvement of its personal income level.

A KEY TO CORRIDOR DEVELOPMENT IS LINKING SOUTH-CENTRAL AND
SOUTHWEST VIRGINIA TO THE PORT OF HAMPTON ROADS. The Port of
Hampton Roads not only was second in the US in total foreign trade tonnage in
1986, but, more importantly from an economic development standpoint, has led all
US ports year after year in total export tonnage. Chief among the exports moving
through Hampton Roads has been a product vital to the economy of Southwest
Virginia: coal. Hampton Roads boasts five coal loading facilities with a combined
capacity of 90 million tons. Fully half of the US export coal tonnage passes through
Hampton Roads. But coal is not the only factor. Whatever the product, Hampton
Roads is served regularly by eighty steamship lines, linking it to 270 ports in 100
foreign countries. By upgrading the capacity of Route 58, which carries forty-five
percent of the port's landside transportation, the 135 motor carriers which move
seventy percent of Hampton Roads' cargo to or from the port, would effectively
make world markets available to any Virginia producer or manufacturer. The port's
97,000 square feet of warehouse space on a twenty-two acre site can be used for
storage, distribution, and even light assembly of nearly any kind of cargo. 1 In this
context, improvements to the Corridor highways become a critical link in the vital
chain of economic growth and employment diversification for all of southern
Virginia.

ITruck traffic estimates supplied by the Virginia Department of Transportation;
other data from "Virginia Facts and Figures, 1988"; James Ruehrmund, Jr., ed.
(Commonwealth of Virginia, 1988), p. 16.
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LOCALITIES ALONG ROUTE 58 COULD BENEFIT FROM HIGHWAY
MODERNIZATION AND IMPROVEMENTS IN MANY WAYS. The way and degree in
which these improvements might be experienced vary from one locality to another,
but generally the greatest benefit would accrue to those localities west of
Martinsville, where the terrain is the most difficult and the existing roadway least
adequate. In this general area, construction of the ttmultilane, divided highway"
contemplated in House Joint Resolution No. 172 (1988) might not be necessary in
order to have a strongly positive impact on the transportation resources. Simply
widening, straightening, and reducing the grade of existing Route 58, particularly
between Damascus and Volney, could produce local impact which might result from
construction of a "superhighway" in other places:

eImprove tourist access (particularly for recreation vehicles,
camping trailers, and motor homes) to Grayson Highlands State Park and the Mount
Rogers National Recreation Area;

eProvide a route usable by longer, wider trucks, particularly
those of the region's growing Christmas tree and dairy industries, which cannot be
accommodated by the area's existing roads;

eEnable local school divisions more efficiently to transport their
pupils and reduce the time pupils spend on buses each day;

eImprove access to the region by law-enforcement vehicles and
egress for ambulances and rescue vehicles from the area to regional medical
centers;

eProvide access for Washington, Grayson, and western Carroll
Counties to the major farmers' market planned to be constructed at the junction of
US Route 58 and Interstate 77; and

eProvide a tool to assist in expansion and diversification of the
region's economic base, reduce unemployment, and increase per capita income.

ADEQUATE FUNDING FOR OVERHAUL OF ROUTE 58 IS POSSIBLE. Estimates
prepared by the Virginia Department of Transportation place the cost of providing a
multilane, divided highway ttfrom Cumberland Gap to the Sea" at between $1.178
billion (following the existing Route 58 Corridor with bypasses around population
concentrations) and $637 million (following Interstate 81 from Bristol to Interstate
77, following Interstate 77 to existing Route 58, and following the US Route 58
Corridor to Hampton Roads). If one applies 8.1f percent (the same percentage as
allocated by statute for the Commonwealth Mass Transit Fund) "off the top" of the
"new money" this will generate $36.9 million in fiscal year 1990, $38.8 million in
fiscal year 1991, $itl.1 million in fiscal year 1992, $1f3.7 million in fiscal year 1993,
and $1f6.1 million in fiscal year 1991f. 1 By adopting this approach, setting aside the
same amount of funds for Corridor development as presently dedicated to mass
transit needs, the Subcommittee finds it both desirable and feasible to meet the
Corridor's urgent transportation needs without resorting to a general fund revenue
source, as contemplated in HJR 172.

1 Source: Estimates prepared for the Subcommittee by the Virginia Department of
Transportation. (See also Appendix III.)
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IN THE COURSE OF ITS WORK, THE JOINT SUBCOMMITTEE HEARD MANY
PROPOSALS FOR SPECIFIC ROUTES AND CONFIGURATIONS FOR A
"SOUTHSIDE SUPERHIGHWAY." The suggestion which appeared to have the widest
support recognized that difficult terrain and environmental sensitivity in the
vicinity of Mount Rogers contributed greatly to the cost of a project whose route
would follow existing Route 58, and favored construction of this portion of the
highway (roughly between Damascus and Volney) as a "super two-lane" highway,
while building the remainder as a mu1tilane, divided highway. This concept has the
merit of being a balanced approach, taking into account not only local needs and
potential, but also competing needs and relative costs. Even recognizing the
resources -- both economic and human -- which construction of a "superhighway"
through the Route 58 Corridor could develop, the Joint Subcommittee is sensitive to
the need to balance the transportation needs of the Route 58 Corridor with those of
other parts of the Commonwealth. Route 58 has been variously described as the
"main street" and the "windpipe" of Southside Virginia, and in view of the
considerable need of the region for economic development and the considerable
potential for assisting this development through improvements to this highway, the
cost of upgrading Route 58 to a "superhighway" may be, as one speaker at a public
hearing in Abingdon expressed it, a relatively small nonrecurring expense to pay for
year· after year of economic growth.

PRIORITIES, ROUTE, DESIGN, SCHEDULING, AND OTHER DETAILS WOULD
BEST BE LEFT TO THE PROFESSIONALS. The Joint Subcommittee has no
intention of "second guessing" the priorities of the Commonwealth Transportation
Board or the professional judgment of the Virginia Department of Transportation,
but the group wishes to ensure that the needs of the Route 58 Corridor and its
potential for growth -- given adequate transportation resources -- are brought to
the attention of the Board and the Department. The Joint Subcommittee is
recommending, though, that a serious, long-term, multiyear program be undertaken
by the Department, under the guidance of the Board, to augment the highway
transportation resources in the US Route 58 Corridor, and that five percent of the
revenues derived from the enactment of Chapters 11, 12, and 15 of the Acts of
Assembly of 1986 be earmarked to finance this program.
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Respectfully submitted,

Lewis W. Parker, Jr. (Chairman)

Howard P. Anderson (Vice Chairman)

Whittington W. Clement

Frederick H. Creekmore

Virgil H. Goode, Jr.

Richard J. Holland

G. C. Jennings

Wm. Roscoe Reynolds
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LD5675540

1 D 12/28/88 Wambold C 1/5/89 DF

2 SENATE BILL NO HOUSE BILL NO .

DF

3 A BILL to amend and reenact §§ 33.1-23.03:2, 58.1-638, and 58.1-2425
4 of the Code of Virginia and to amend and reenact the third
5 enactment of Chapter 15 of the Acts of Assembly of the Special
6 Session of 1986, relating to allocation of revenues for
7 transportation projects.

8

9 Be it enacted by the General Assembly of Virginia:

10 1. That §§ 33.1-23.03:2, 58.1-638 and 58.1-2425 of the Code of

11 Virginia are amended and reenacted as follows:

12 § 33~1-23.03:2. U.s. Route 58 Corridor Development Fund,

13 Commonwealth Port Fund, Commonwealth Airport Fund and Commonwealth

14 Mass Transit Fund.--Of the funds becoming part of the Transportation

15 Trust Fund pursuant to subdivision 3 of § 33.1-23.03:1, an aggregate

16 of 8.4 percent shall be set aside as the u.S. Route 58 Corridor

17 Development Fund, an aggregate of 4.2 percent shall be set aside as

18 the Commonwealth Port Fund; an aggregate of 2.4 percent shall be set

19 aside as the Commonwealth Airport Fundi and an aggregate of 8.4

20 percent shall be set aside as the Commonwealth Mass Transit Fund. The

21 remaining e~~fi~y-f~ve 76.6 percent of the funds deposited into or

22 held in the Transportation Trust Fund pursuant to subdivision 3 of §

23 33.1-23.03:1;' together with funds deposited pursuant to subdivisions 1

24 and 6 of § 33.1-23.03:1, sha~l be expended for capital improvements

25 including construction, reconstruction, maintenance, and improvements

26 of highways according to the provisions of § 33.1-23.1 B or to secure

27 bonds issued for such purposes, as provided by the Board and the

11



LD5675540 DF

1 General ,Assembly. (1986, Sp. Sess., c. 13.)

2 § 58.1-638. Disposition of state sales and use tax revenuej

3 localities' share.--A. The Comptroller shall designate a specific

4 revenue code number for all the state sales and use tax revenue

5 collected under the preceding sections of this chapter.

6 1. The sales and use tax revenue generated by the one-half

7 percent sales and use tax increase enacted by the 1986 Special Session

8 of the General Assembly shall be paid, in the manner hereinafter

9 provided in this section, to the Transportation Trust Fund as defined

10 in § 33.1-23.03:1. Of the funds paid to the Transportation Trust Fund,

11 an aggregate of 8.4 percent shall be set aside as the u.s. Route 58

12 Corridor Development Fund as hereinafter provided; an aggregate of 4.2

13 percent shall be set aside as the Commonwealth Port Fund as

14 hereinafter provided; an aggregate of 2.4 percent shall be set aside

15 as the Commonwealth Airport Fund as hereinafter provided; and an

16 aggregate of 8.4 percent shall be set aside as the Commonwealth Mass

17 Transit Fund as hereinafter provided. The Fund's share of such net

18 revenue shall be computed as an estimate of the net revenue to be

19 received into the state treasury each month, and such estimated

20 payment shall be adjusted for the actual net revenue received in the

21 preceding month. All payments shall be made to the Fund on the last

22 day of each month.

23 la. There is hereby created in the Department of the Treasury a

24 special nonreverting fund which shall be a part of the Transportation

25 Trust Fund and which shall be known as the u.s. Route 58 Corridor

26 Development Fund.

27 a. The u.s. Route-58 Corridor Development Fund shall be

28 established on the books~of the Comptroller and the funds remaining in

12



LD5675540 DF

1 such Fund at the end of a biennium shall not revert to the general

2 fund but shall remain in the Fund. Interest earned on such funds

3 shall remain in the Fund and be credited to it. Allocations from this

4 Fund may be paid to any authority, locality, or commission for the

5 purposes specified in this subsection.

6 b. Allocations from this Fund shall be made by the Commonwealth

7 Transportation Board for the creation and enhancement of a safe,

8 efficient highway connecting the communities, businesses, places of

9 employment, and residents of the south~westernmostportion of the

10 Commonwealth to the communities, businesses, places of employment, and

11 residents of the sOuth-easternmost portion of the Commonwealth,

12 thereby enhancing the economic development potential, employment

13 opportunities, and quality of life in the region.

14 c. Allocations from the Fund shall not diminish or replace

15 allocations made or planned to be made from other sources or diminish

16 allocations to which any highway, project, facility, district, system,

17 or locality would be entitled under other provisions of this title,

18 but shall be supplemental to other allocations to the end that highway

19 resource improvements in the u.s. Route 58 Corridor may be accelerated

20 and augmented. Allocations from the Fund may be applied to highway

21 projects in the interstate, primary, secondary, or urban system,

22 contrary provisions of this title notwithstanding. Allocations under

23 this subsection shall not be limited to projects involving only

24 existing u.s. Route 58, but may be made to projects involving otner

25 highways, provided that the broader goal of creation of an adeg\late

26 modern highway generally along Virginia's southern boundary is served

27 thereby.

28 2. There is hereby created in the Department of the Treasury a

13



LD5675S40 DF

1 special nonreverting fund which shall be a part of the Transportation

2 Trust Fund and which shall be known as the Commonwealth Port Fund.

3 a. The Commonwealth Port Fund shall be established on the books

4 of the Comptroller and the funds remaining in such Fund at the end of

5 a biennium shall not revert to the general fund but shall remain'in

6 the Fund. Interest earned on such funds shall remain in the Fund and

7 be credited to it. Funds may be paid to any authority, locality or

8 commission for the purposes hereinafter specified.

9 b. The amounts allocated pursuant to this section shall be

10 allocated by the Commonwealth Transportation Board to the Board of

11 Commissioners of the Virginia Port Authority to be used to support

12 port capital needs and the preservation of existing capital needs of

13 all ocean, river, or trib~tary ports within the Commonwealth.

14 c. Commonwealth Port Fund revenue shall be allocated by the Board

15 of Commissioners to the Virginia Port Authority in order to foster and

16 stimulate the flow of maritime commerce through the ports of Virginia,

17 including but not limited to the ports of Richmond, Hopewell and

18 Alexandria.

19 3. There is hereby created in the'Departme~t of the Treasury a

20 special nonreverting fund which shall be part of the Transportation

21 Trust Fund and which shall be known as the Commonwealth Airport Fund.

22 The Commonwealth Airport Fund shall be established on the books of the

23 Comptroller and any funds remaining in such Fund at the end of a

24 biennium shall not revert to the general fund but shall remain in the

25 Fund. Interest earned on the funds shall be credited to the Fund. The

26 funds so allocated shall be allocated by the Commonwealth

27 Transportation Fund to the Virginia Aviation Board. The funds shall be

28 allocated by the Virginia Aviation Board to any Virginia airport which

14



LD5675540 DF

1 is owned by the Commonwealth, a governmental subdivision thereof, a

2 governmental authority created by an interstate compact, or a private

3 entity to which the public has access for the purposes enumerated in §

4 5.1-2.16 as follows:

5 a. Forty percent of the funds shall be allocated to air carrier

6 airports based upon the percentage of enplanements for each airport to

7 total enplanements at air carrier airports. No air carrier airport,

8 however, shall receive less than $50,000 nor more than two million

9 dollars per year from this provision.

10 b. Forty percent of the funds shall be allocated by the Aviation

11 Board for air carrier and reliever airports on a discretionary basis.

12 c. Twenty percent of the funds shall be allocated by the Aviation

13 Board for general aviation airports on a discretionary basis.

14 4. There is hereby created in the Department of the Treasury a

15 special nonreverting fund which shall be a part of the Transportation

16 Trust Fund and which shall be known as the Commonwealth Mass Transit

17 Fund.

18 a. The Commonwealth Mass Transit Fund shall be established on the

19 books of the Comptroller and any funds remaining in such Fund at the

20 end of the biennium shall not revert to the general fund but shall

21 remain in the Fund. Interest earned on such funds'shall be credited to

22 the Fund. Funds may be paid to any local governing body,

23 transportation district commission or public service corporation for

24 the purposes hereinafter specified.

25 b. The amounts allocated pursuant to this section may be used to

26 support a maximum of fifty percent of the public 'transportation

27 administrative costs and up to eighty percent of'the costs of

28 ridesharing programs borne by the locality. The3e amounts may be used

15
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1 to support up to ninety-five percent of the local or nonfederal share

2 of capital project costs for public transportation and ridesharing

3 equipment, facilities, and associated costs. Capital costs may include

4 debt service payments on local or agency transit bonds. Further, these

5 amounts may be used to support a maximum of ninety-five percent of the

6 costs borne by the locality for the purchase of fuels, lubricants,

7 tires and maintenance parts and supplies for public"transportation.

8 The term "borne by the locality" shall mean the local share eligible

9 for state assistance consisting of costs in excess of the sum of fares

10 and other operating revenues plus federal assistance received by the

11 locality.

12 c. Commonwealth Mass Transit Fund revenue shall be allocated by

13 the Commonwealth Transportation Board as follows:

14 (I) Funds for special programs, which shall include ridesharing,

15 experimental transit, and technical assistance, shall not exceed 1.5

16 percent of the Fund.

17 (2) The Board may allocate these funds to any locality or

18 planning district commission to finance up to eighty percent of the

19 local share of all costs associated with the development,

20 implementation, and continuation of ridesharing programs.

21 (3) Funds allocated for experimental transit projects may be paid

22 to any local governing body, transportation district commission, or

23 public corporation or may be used directly by the Department of

24 Transportation for the following purposes:

25 (a) To finance up to ninety-five percent of the capital costs

26 related to ,the development, implementation and promotion of

27 experimental public transportation and ridesharing projects approved

28 by the Board.

16
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1 (b) To finance up to ninety-five percent of the operating costs

2 of experimental mass transportation and ridesharing projects approved

3 py the Board for a period of time not to exceed twelve months.

4 (c) To finance up to ninety-five percent of the cost of the

5 development and implementation of any other project designated by the

6 Board where the purpose of such project is to enhance the provision

7 and use of public transportation services.

8 d. Funds allocated for public transportation promotion and

9 operation studies may be paid to any local governing body, planning

10 district commission, transportation district commission, or public

11 transit corporation, or may be used directly by the Department of

12 Transportation for the following purposes and aid of public

13 transportation services:

14 (1) At the approval of the Board to finance a program

15 administered by the Department of Transportation designed to promote

16 the use of public transportation and ridesharing throughout Virginia.

17 (2) To finance up to fifty percent of the local share of public

18 transportation operations planning and technical study projects

19 approved by the Board.

20 e. At least 73.5 percent of the Fund shall be distributed to each

21 transit property in the same proportion as its operating expenses bear

22 to the total statewide operating expenses and shall be spent for the

23 purposes specified above in subdivision 4 b.

24 f. The remaining twenty-five percent shall be distributed for

25 capital purposes on ·the basis of ninety-five percent of the nonfederal

26 ~hare for federal projects and ninety-five percent of the total costs

27 tor nonfederal projects. In the event that total capital funds

28 available under this~·paragraph are insufficient to fund the complete

17
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1 list of eligible projects, the funds shall be distributed to each

2 transit property in the same proportion that such capital expenditure

3 bears to the statewide total of capital projects.

4 5. Funds for Metro shall be paid by the Northern Virginia

5 Transportation Commission to the Washington Metropolitan Area Transit

6 Authority (WMATA) and be a credit to the Counties of Arlington and

7 Fairfax and the Cities of Alexandria, Falls Church and Fairfax in the

8 following manner:

9 a. Local payments of WMATA rail transit bonds shall be paid first

10 and apportioned to each locality using the WMATA capital formula.

11 b. The remaining funds shall be apportioned by calculating

12 twenty-five percent of the capital and operating costs and

13 seventy-five percent of the capital and operating subsidies applied to

14 each locality." Capital costs may include twenty percent of annual

15 local bus capital expenses.

16 Appropriations from the Commonwealth Mass Transit Fund are

17 intended to provide a stable and reliable source of revenue as defined

18 by Public Law 96-184.

19 B. The sales and use tax revenue generated by a one percent sales

20 and use tax shall be distributed among the counties and cities of this

21 Commonwealth in the manner hereafter in this section provided.

22 C. The localities' share of the net revenue distributable under

23 this section among the counties and cities shall be apportioned by the

24 Comptroller and distributed among them by warrants of the Comptroller

25 drawn on the Treasurer of Virginia as soon as practicable after the

26 close of each month during which the 'net revenue was received into the

27 state treasury. The distribution of bhe localities' share of such net

28 revenue shall be computed with respect~to the net revenue received

18
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1 into the state treasury during each month, and such distribution shall

2 be made as soon as practicable after the close of each such month.

3 D. The net revenue so distributable among the counties and cities

4 shall be apportioned and distributed upon the basis as certified to

5 the Comptroller by the Department of Education, of the number of

6 children in each county and city according to the most recent

7 statewide census of school population taken by the Department of

8 Education pursuant to § 22.1-284 of the Code of Virginia, as adjusted

9 in the manner hereinafter provided. No special school population

10 census, other than a statewide census, shall be used as the basis of

11 apportionment and distribution except that in any calendar year in

12 which a statewide census is not reported, the Department of Education

13 shall adjust such school population figures by the same percent of

14 annual change in total population estimated for each locality by the

15 Tayloe Murphy Institute. The revenue so apportionable and

16 distributable is hereby appropriated to the several counties and

17 cities for maintenance, operation, capital outlays, debt and interest

18 payments, or other expenses incurred in the operation of the public

19 schools, which shall be considered as funds raised from local

20 resources. In any county, however, wherein is situated any

21 incorporated town constituting a school division, the county treasurer

22 shall pay into the town treasury for maintenance, operation, capital

23 outlays, debt and interest payments, or other expenses: incurred in the

24 operation of the public schools, the proper proportionate amount

25 received by him in the ratio that the school population of such town

26 bears to the school population of the entire county. If~the school

27 population of any city or of any town constituting a school division

28 is increased by the "annexation of territory since the~ ]ast preceding

19
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1 school population census, such increase shall, for the purposes of

2 this section, be added to the school population of such city or town

3 as shown by the last such census and a proper reduction made in the

4 school population of the county or counties from which the annexed

5 territory was acquired.

6 E. If errors are made in any distribution, or adjustments are

7 otherwise necessary, the errors shall be corrected and adjustments

8 made in the distribution for the next quarter or for subsequent

9 quarters.

10 F. The term "net revenue," as used in this section, means the

11 gross revenue received into the general fund or the Transportation

12 Trust Fund of the state treasury under the preceding sections of this

13 chapter, less refunds to taxpayers.

14 § 58.1-2425. Disposition of revenues.--A. All funds collected

15 hereunder by the Commissioner shall be forthwith paid into the state

16 treasury. The revenue so derived, after refunds have been deducted, is

17 hereby allocated for the construction, reconstruction and maintenance

18 of highways and the regulation of traffic thereon and for no other

19 purpose. However, (i) all funds collected pursuant to the provisions

20 of this chapter from mobile homes, as defined in § 46.1-1, shall be

21 distributed to the city, town~·~or county wherein such mobile home is

22 to be situated as a dwelling, (ii) all funds collected from the

23 additional tax imposed by subdivision A 4 of § 58.1-2402 on the rental

24 of daily rental passenger cars shall be distributed quarterly to the

25 city, town, or county wherein such car was delivered to the rentee,

26 and (iii) effective January I, 1987, an amount equivalent to the net

27 additional revenues generated by enactments of the 1986 Special Y

28 Session of the Virginia General Assembly which amended §§ 46.1-1·49,

20
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1 46.1-154, 58.1-2401, 58.1-2402 and this section shall be distributed

2 to and paid into the Transportation Trust Fund, and are hereby

3 appropriated to the Commonwealth Transportation Board for

4 transportation needs, and (iv) except as otherwise provided in

5 subdivision (iii) of this sentence, all moneys collected from the tax

6 on the gross proceeds from the rental in Virginia of any motor vehicle

7 pursuant to subdivision· A 3 of § 58.1-2402 at the tax rate in effect

8 on December 31, 1986, shall be paid by the commissioner into the state

9 treasury and shall be set aside in a special fund to be used to meet

10 the expenses of the Department of Motor Vehicles.

11 B. Of the funds becoming part of the Transportati~nTrust Fund

12 pursuant to clause (iii) of subsection A of this section, an aggregate

13 of 8.4 percent shall be set aside as the u.s. Route 58 Corridor

14 Development Fund to be used as provided in subdivisions 1 through 5 of

15 subsection A of § 58.1-638; an aggregate of 4.2 percent shall be set

16 aside as the Commonwealth Port Fund as Re~e~~a£~e~ provided in

17 subdivisions 1 through 5 of subsection A of § 58.1-638 i an aggregate

18 of 2.4 percent shall be set aside as the Commonwealth Airport Fund as

19 fie~e~fia£~e~ provided in subdivisions 1 through 5 of subsection A of §

20 58.1-638 i and an aggregate of 8.4 percent shall be set aside as the

21 Commonwealth Mass Transit Fund as fie~e~Baf~e~ provided in subdivisions

22 1 through 5 of subsection A of § 58.1-638 .

23 e~ ~Re~e ~e fie~eBY e~ea~ea ~R ~Re Be~a~~ffieB~ ef ~Re ~~eas~~y a

24 e~ee~ai BeR~eve~~~fi~ fHfia wfi~eR sRa±± Be a ~a~~ ef ~Re ~~aRs~e~~a~~eR

25 ~~~s~ F~R8 aRa WH~eft sRa~~ Be KRewR as ~fte eeffiffieRWea~~ft PeF~ F~fia~

26 .~ ~~ ~fie eeMaeRwea~~fi Pe~~ FHR~ sfiaii ~e es~a~i~sRea 6R ~~e ~eeks

27 eflee~~~~e±ieF aRe aRy f~~as Feffia~~~R~ ~R SHea f~Re a~ ~Re eRa ef a .

28 B~eR~~HM sfia±± Re~ ~eve~~ ~e ~Re ~efteFa± fHB8 BH~ sRa±± ~effia~ft ~R tfie
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1 F~Ra~ ~R~e~es~ ea~ftee eft B~eft i~Ra5 6Ra~i ~eMa~R ~~ ~fie F~Ra aRa Be

2 e~ea~~ea ~e ~~~ F~ftaB may Be ~a~a ~e aay a~~He~~~Yi ~eeai~~y e~

3 eemM~8S~eft ie~ ~fte ~~~~e6e8 fte~e~aai~e~ s~ee~i~ea~

4 a~ ~fte aMe~ft~e aiieea~ea ~H~S~aft~ ~e ~R~5 eee~~eft sfiaii Be

5 aiieea~ea ey ~fte €emmeRweai~ft ~~aft5~e~~a~~eR Bea~a ~e ~fte Bea~a ei

6 eemm~BB~eRe~B ei ~fie V~~~~R~a Pe~~ AH~fie~~~y ~e Be Hsea ~e sH~~e~~

7 ~e~~ ea~~~ai fteeas aRa ·~fie ~~ese~va~~eft ei eH~S~~ft~ ea~~~ai e£ aii

8 eeeafti ~~ve~ e~ ~~~BH~a~y ~e~~s W~~ft~ft ~fie SemffieftWea~~ft~

9 3~ €emmeRweai~R Pe~~ F~Ra ~eveR~e sRa±± Be a±±eea~ea By ~fte Bea~a

10 ei 8eMffi~SS~eRe~5 ef ~Re V~~~~ft~a Pe~~ AH~fie~~~y ~ft e~ae~ ~e fes~er aRa

11 6~~mHia~e ~Re fiew ef ma~~~~me eeffime~ee ~R~e~~ft ~fte ~e~~s ef V~~~~a~ai

12 ~ReiHa~R~i BH~ fte~ i~ffi~~ea ~e, ~Re ~e~~s ef R~eftffieRa, He~eweii aRa

13 A~eHaRa~~a~

14 B~ ~Rere ~S Re~eBY e~ea~ea ~ft ~Re Be~a~~meR~ ef ~Re ~~ea5H~Y a

15 s~ee~ai ReR~eve~~~H~ £HR6 WR~eR sRaii Be ~ar~ e£ ~Re ~~aRs~e~~a~~eft

16 ~r~s~ F~Ra aRa WR~eR sRa~i se KReWR as ~Re 8emffieRwea±~R A~r~e~~ FHRa~

17 ~R~S FHRa sHaii Be e6~ae~~sRe6 eR ~He Beeks ef ~Re 8effi~~~eiier aRa aRy

18 £HR6S ~ema~R~R~ ~R sHefi FHRa a~ ~fte eRa e€ a B~eRR~Hffi sftaii Re~ ~eve~~

19 ~e ~fte ~eRe~ai f~Ra e~~ sRaii ~effia~B ~R ~fte FHR6~ ;R~eFe6~ eaFRea eft

20 ~fte £HR6 sfiaii ae e~ee~~e6 ~e ~ae FMRa~ ~fte £HR65 se aiieea~ea 6fta~i

21 ee 5e a±ieea~ea ey ~Re 8eMffieRwea±~R ~~aR6~e~~a~~eR F~Ra ~e ~Re

22 .V~~~~R~a Av~a~~eR Bea~a~ ~Re fHRas aiieea~ea By ~fte V~F~~R~a Av~a~~eR

23 Bea~e ~e 8Ry V~~~~R~a a~~~e~~ wfi~eR ~B eWRea By ~fie €emMeRWea~~ft7 a

24 ~eve~RffleR~a± sHBa~v~s~eR ~Re~eefi a ~eve~RffleR~ai aH~Re~~~y e~ea~ea By

25 aR ~R~e~s~a~e eeffi~ae~ e~ a ~~~va~e ·eR~~~Y ~e wR~eR ~Re ~He±~e fias

26 aeeess fe~ ~Re ~H~~eseR eRHffie~a~ea ~R § 5~~-~~~6 aFe as feiiew6~

27 ~~ Fe~~y ~e~eeR~ ef ~fte f~Ra6 BRei! ee a±±eea~ea ~e ~Re a~~

28 ea~~~e~ a~~~e~~s sased H~eR ~Re ~eFeeR~a~e ef eR~~aReffieR~6 fe~ eaefi

22
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1 a~~~e~~ ~e ~e~a~ eR~~aRemeH~B 8~ a~~ ea~~~e~ a~~~e~~s~ Ne a~~ ea~~~e~

2 a~~~e~~, fteweve~j 5Raii ~eee~ve ieee ~Raft $S9jeeS Re~ ffie~e ~ftaR $~

3 m~i±~eR ~e~ yea~ i~em ~R~B ~~ev~B~eR~

4 ~~ Fe~~y ~e~eeR~ 5R8ii Be a±±ee8~ea By ~Re AV~8~~eft Bea~a £e~ a~~

5 ea~~~e~ aRa ~e±~eve~ a~~~e~~B eR a a~Be~e~~eRa~y B8B~5~

6 a~ ~weR~y ~e~eeR~ ef ~Re £~Ra5 BHa~± ee a±ieea~ea By ~Re Av~a~~eft

7 Bea~a £e~ ~eRe~ai av~a~~eR a~~~e~~B eft a a~ee~e~~efta~y BaB~5~

8 E~ ~Re~e ~5 fie~eBY e~ea~ea ~R ~Re Be~a~~ffieH~ ef ~fte ~~easH~y a

9 s~ee~8± ReR~eve~~~B~ £~Ba wa~efi 5H8±± Be a ~8~~ ei ~fte ~~8R5~e~~a~~eft

10 ~~~e~ F~fta aRa Wft~eR 5ftaii ee KfteWR as ~fte eeffiffieRWe8i~ft Mass ~~aRs~~

,II Fl:iRS-:

12 ~~ ~Re eeffiffieRWea±~ft Mass ~~aRs~~ F~Ra sfia±± Be es~aa±~sftea eR ~Re

13 Beeks ef ~Re eeffi~~~e±±e~ aRa aRy fHRas ~effia~R~R~ ~R SHeft FHR6 a~ ~fte

14 eRe e£ ~Re B~eRR~Mm BH8±± Re~ Feve~~ ~e ~Re ~eRe~a~ £MRa BM~ Sfi8ii

15 ~effia~R ~R ~Re FHRa~ ~R~e~e5~ ea~Rea eft 5~eft fHR6S sftaii ee e~ea~~ea ~e

16 ~fie £~Re-: F~Ra6 ffiay Be ~a~a ~e aRy ±eea± ~eve~R~R~ eeay,

17 ~~aR5~e~~a~~eR a~B~~~e~ eeffiM~6s~eR e~ ~l:ie±~e 6e~v~ee ee~~e~a~~eR fe~

18 ~fte ~H~~e6e6 He~e~Raf~e~ 5~ee~£~ee-:

19 ~~ ~Re affieHR~S a±±eea~ea ~l:i~SHaR~ ~e ~R~S see~~eR may Be Hsea ~e

20 s~~~e~~ a ffiaH~ffi~ffl ef f~f~y ~e~eeR~ ef ~Re ~l:ie±~e ~~aRs~e~~a~~eft

21 aaffi~R~s~~a~~ve ees~s aRe ~~ te e~~Rty ~e~eefi~ ef ~Re ee6~S e£ ~Re

22 ~~eesRa~~R~ ~~e~~ams ee~Re ey ~Re ~eea~~~y-: ~Rese aMe~R~S ffiay ee ~5ea

23 ~e sH~~e~~ H~ ~e'R~Re~y-£~ve ~e~eeH~ ei ~Re ~eeai e~ ReRfeae~ai sfta~e

24 ef ~Re ea~~~a~ ~~ejee~ ees~s fe~ ~He~~e ~~aRs~e~~a~~eR aRe ~~eeBfia~~R~

25 e~~~ffieR~, iae~i~~~esj aRe ae5ee~a~ee ees~s~ Sa~~~a~ ee6~S May ~~e~Hae

26 8eB~ 6e~v~ee ~aYffieR~s eR ~eeai e~ a~eRey ~~aRS~~ saFas~ F~~~Re~j ~Rese

27 affieHR~S fflay Be ~see ~e eM~~e~~ a fflaH~ffiMM ef R~Re~y~~~ve ~e~eeR~ ef ~Re

28 eee~6 ~e~He By·~~e ±eeai~~y fe~ ~Re ~H~e~ase ef fHe~6j~~~~ieaR~Sj
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~~~e6 aRa ~a~ftte~aRee ~a~~6 aRa e~~~~~e5 ie~ ~~B~~e t~aR6~e~~a~~eR~

~fte ~e~M llee~fte ey ~fte ~eea~~~yll 6fta~~ ~eaR ~fie ~eea~ 6fia~e e~~~~5~e

ie~ 6~at~ a66~6~aRee eeR6~6~~R~ e£ ee6~6 ~R eHeeS6 ei ~fte 6HM ei ia~~

asa e~Rer e~e~a~~H~ ~eveRHe5 ~~H5 ieae~a~ a55~5~aRee ~eee~vea By tfie

3:eea~~ty-:

3~ SemMeftwea~~fi Mass ~~aRs~~ FHRa ~eveSHe sRa±~ Be ai3:eea~ea By

~Re eemMeRwea3:~R ~~aRs~e~~a~~eH Bea~a as €e±3:ewB~

a-: FHft6S ~e~ B~ee~a~ ~~e~~amsi wfi~eft sfiaii ~Re±Hee ~~ae6fia~~R~7

eK~e~~MeR~ai ~~aRB~~ aRa ~eeRR~eai ass~s~aReei BRa~~ fte~ eKeeea eRe

aRa eRe-aai£ ~e~eeR~ e£ ~fie FHfta~

f~t ~fie aea~e may aiieea~e ~fte6e €~Ra6 ~e 8Ry ieeai~~y e~

~iaRR~R~ a~6~~~e~ eemffi~65~eR ~e £~RaRee ~~ ~e e~~R~Y ~e~eeR~ ef ~fie

ieeai eRa~e ef aii ees~s a66ee~atea w~tfi ~Re eeveie~ffieH~7

~ffi~±effieH~a~~eR aRe eeR~~RHa~~eR 6€ ~~ae5fia~~R~ ~~6~~affiB~

f~1 F~Ras aiieea~ee £e~ eH~e~~meR~a± ~~aR6~~ ~~ejee~s may ee ~a~a

~e 8Ry ±eeai ~eve~R~R~ eeaYi ~~aRs~e~~a~~eR e~6~~~e~ eeffiffi~BB~eH e~

~HB±~e ee~~e~a~~eR e~ may ae ~sea a~~ee~±y By ~Re Be~a~~ffieH~ ef

~~aR6~e~~a~~eR fe~ ~Re fe~iew~R~ ~H~~eses~

fat ~e f~RaRee H~ ~e R~Re~y-f~ve ~e~eeR~ e£ ~Re ea~~~a~ eeS~6

~e±a~ea ~e ~Re aeve~e~meR~7 ~ffi~~effleR~a~~eR aHe ~~effie~~eft e£

eH~e~~ffieR~a~ ~~B±~e ~~aB5pe~~a~~eR aRa ~~ee6Ra~~R~ ~~ejee~6 a~~~evea

By ~Re Bea~a~

fet ~e f~RaRee ~~ ~e ~~fie~y-f~ve ~e~eeR~ e£ ~Re e~e~a~~R~ eeS~6

ef eH~e~~ffieR~a~ mass ~~aRspe~~a~~eR aRa ~~ee6fia~~R~ ~~ejee~s a~~~evea

By ~Re Bea~a fe~ a ~e~~ea ef ~~ffie Re~ ~e .eHeeea ~we±ve ffieR~ft5~

fe, ~e f~RaRee H~ te H~aety-f~ve pe~eeft~ e£ ~Re ees~ ef ~Re

aeve~e~ffieB~ aBe ~M~ieffieR~a~~eR ef aRy e~Re~ ~~ejee~ aeB~~Ra~ea By ~fte

Bea~a wRe~e ~fie ~H~~e6e e£ BeeR ~~ejee~ ~6 ~e eRRaRee ~fie ~~ev~s~eR
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1 aRa lise ef 12'liB±~e -'i:.~eRs~e~~a~~eR se~v~ees~

2 f3t FHfias aiieea~ea fe~ ~HBi~e ~~aa6~e~~a~~eR ~~eme~~eH aHe

3 e~e~a~~eR 6~lia~es may Be ~e~a ~e aay ~eea~ ~eve~R~R~ eeey, ~±aRR~R~

4 Ei~s'€~~e~ eefflffl~BS~eft, ~~afts~e~~a~~eR a~s~~~e~ eeMM~ss~eR, e~ ~HB±~e

5 ~~aRs~~'ee~~e~a~~eR, e~ May Be ~sea a~~ee~!y By tfie Be~a~~ffieR~ ef

6 ~~aRs~e~~a~~ea fe~ ~Re fe~iew~R~ ~H~~ese6 aRa a~Ei ef ~He±~e

7 ~~aR6~e~~a~~eR se~v~ee5~

8 fat A~ ~Re a~~~evai ef '€Re Bea~a ~e f~RaRee a ~~e~~affi

9 8affi~R~5~e~ea By ~fte Be~a~'i:.ffieR~ ef ~~aR5~e~~a~~eR ee5~~Rea ~e ~~eMe~e

10 ~Re Hse ef ~Hei~e '€~aRs~e~~a~~eR aRa ~~eesfia~~R~ ~fi~eH~fieH~ V~~~~R~a~

11 fe, ~e f~RaRee H~ ~e f~f~y ~e~eeR'€ ef ~Re ieeei 6fta~e ef ~~Bi~e

12 ~~aRs~e~'€a~~eft e~e~a~~eR5 12'±aHH~R~ aHa ~eeRH~ea~ S~Hay 12'~ejee~s

13 a~~~evea By ~Re Bea~e~

14 B~ A'€ ~eas'€ ~3~5 ~e~eeR'€ ef ~Re FHRa sfia±~ Be a~6~~~eH~ea ~e easfi

15 ~~aH6~~ ~~e~e~~y ~R ~fte saMe ~~e~e~~~eR as ~'€5 e~e~at~R~ eH~eR5e5 Bea~

16 te ~Re ~e~a~ B~a~ew~ee e~e~a€~R~ eH~eRse6 aRa sfiaii Be s~eR~ fe~ ~fie

17 ~~~~eBes B~ee~f~ee ~R sHee~v~B~eR E ~~

18 e~ ~Re ~effia~R~R~ ~WeR€y-£~ve ~e~eeR~ sfia±± Be a~B~~~BH~ea fe~

19 ea~~~a± ~H~~eBes eft ~Re Bas~s ef R~Re~y-£~ve ~e~eeR~ ef 'i:.fie ReR£eae~a~

20 5fta~e fe~ feee~a± ~~ejee~5 aRa R~Re~y-£~ve ~e~eeR~ ef ~fie ~e~a± ee6~6

21 fe~ ReRfeee~a± ~~ejee~s~ fR ~Re eveR~ ~Ra~ ~e~a~ ea~~~a~ f~Ras

22 ava~~aa~e ~Rae~ ~R~6 sHBa~v~s~eR a~e ~Rs~ff~e~eR~ ~e f~fta ~fie eem~~e~e

23 i~s~ ef e~~~~eie ~~ejee~B7 ~Re f~Ras 6Ra~~ ae a~B~~~e~~ea ~e eaefi

24 ~FaRB~~ ~~e~e~ty ~R ~fte same ~~e~e~~~eR ~fia~ BMefi ea~~~ai eH~eRa~~~~e

25 Bea~6 ~e ~ke 6~a~ew~ae ~e~a~ ef ea~~~ai ~~e~ee~6~

26 a~ FMRBS fe~ Me~~e sfia~~ ae ~a~~~BY ~fte NeF~Re~R V~~~~R~a

27 ~~8Rs~e~~a~~eR 8effiffi~Bs~eR ~e ~Re Wasfl~R~~eR Me~~e~ei~~aR A~ea ~~aR6~~

28 AH~Re~~~y fWMA~A, BRe'Be a e~ea~~ ~e~~Re 8e~R~~es ef A~~~R~~efi BRa
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1 Fa~~iaK aRa ~fte e~~~es ei AieKafta~~a; Faiis 8RH~eft afta Fa~~~aH ~ft tRe

2 ieiiew~ft~ maftRe~~

3 t~7 ~eea~ ~aYMeR~e eE WMA~A ~a~i ~~aft6~~ eeftae eftai~ Be ~a~a

4 i~~e~ afta a~~e~t~eRea ~e eaeft ~eeai~~y ~6~R~ ~fte WMA~A ea~~~a~

5 ie~mH~a~

6 t~7 ~fte ~eMa~R~R~ iHRas eRa~~ ee a~~e~~~eftea By eaieHia~~R~

7 ~weH~y-iive ~e~eeR~ e£ ~~e ea~i~a~ aR~ epe~a~~H~ ees~s aRa

8 seveR~y-five ~e~eeR~ ef ~Re ea~i~ai aRa e~e~a~~R~ sHes~a~e5 a~~i~ea ~e

9 eaefi ~eeaii~y~ 8a~~~a~ ee5~S may iRe~Hae ~weH~Y ~e~eeR~ ef aRRHa;

10 ieeai B~6 ea~~~ai eH~eR5es~

11 A~~~e~~ia~~eRs f~effi ~Re eemffieRweai~R Mass ~~aRs~~ F~Ra a~e

12 ~R~eRaea ~e ~~ev~ae a 5~aB±e aRa ~ei~aB±e 6e~~ee e£ ~eveR~e as ae£~Rea

13 By P~B~~e ~aw 96-~B4~

14 2. That the third enactment of Chapter 15 of the Acts of Assembly of

15 the Special Session of 1986 is amended and reenacted as follows:

16 3. That the net additional revenues generated by this act shall be

17 distributed to and paid into the Transportation Trust Fund and are

18 hereby appropriated to the Commonwealth Transportation Board for

19 transportation purposes as provided in subdivisions 1 through 5 of

20 subsection A of § 58.1-638 .

21 A~ Sf ~fte fte~ aaa~~~eRa! ~eveR~es aeeeM~R~ ~a~~ ef ~fte

22 ~~aRs~e~~a~~eft ~~~s~ F~fta ~~~s~aR~ ~e ~fie ~~ev~s~eRs ef ~ft~S ae~i aft

23 a~~~e~a~e ef 4~~~ sfiai± ee 6e~ as~ae as ~fte 8effiMeRwea±~R Pe~~ FHfta as

24 Re~e~Raf~e~ ~~ev~aeai aR a~~~e~a~e ef ~~4% sfia±± Be 5e~ as~ae as ~fie

25 8eMffieRWea~~ft A~~~e~~ FHRa as Re~e~Raf~e~ ~~eV~aeei aHa aft a~~~e~a~e e£

26 8~4~ sRa±± Be se~ as~ae as ~Re 8effiffieRwea±~R Mass ~~aRs~~ FHR6 as

27 fte~ea£~e~~~~ev~aee~

28 B~· ~~fie~e ~s Re~eBY e~ea~ea ~R ~fte Be~a~~MeR~ ef ~fte ~~eas~~y a J
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1 8~ee~Bi ReR~eve~~~R~ f~fie wft~eft sfiaii ee a ~a~~ ef ~fie ~~aRs~e~~a~~eR

2 ~~~S~ F~Re 8RB wR~eR sfia~~ Be KReWR as ~fte 8effiffieRwea~~fi Pe~~ F~Ra~

3 ~~ ~fte 8eMffieRwea±~fi Pe~~ F~Ra Sfi6±i Be es~aB~~sfiea eft ~fte Beeks

4 ef ~Be geffi~~~e±±e~ aRa ~fie f~Res ~effia~R~R~ ~R s~eft f~Ra a~ ~fte efta ei

5 e s~eRR~~ffi SHB±± Re~ ~eve~~ ~e ~Re ~eRe~a~ fHHa eH~ sfiaii ~eMa~ft ~ft

6 ~fie F~Re~ fR~e~es~ ea~Rea ffiay Be ~a~e ~e 6Ry aH~Re~~~Y7 ieea±~~y e~

7 eeffiffi~ssfeR fe~ ~Re ~H~~eBeB Re~e~Raf~e~ B~ee~f~ea~

8 ~~ ~fie affie~R~S a~~eea~ee ~~~BHaR~ ~e ~R~S 6ee~~eR sHaii Be

9 a~~eea~e8 By ~fie 8effiffieRwea±~R ~~aRB~e~~a~~eR Bea~a ~e ~Re Bea~a ei

10 8effiffifs8~eRe~s ef €Re V~~~~R~a Pe~~ AH~fte~~~y ~e ee Hsea ~e sH~~e~~

11 ~e~~ ea~f~a~ Reeas aRe ~Re ~~ese~va~~eR of eH~s~~R~ eap~~a± Reeas ef

12 e~± eeeBR, ~~ve~ e~ ~~~BH~a~y ~e~~s W~~fi~H ~fie 8efflffieRwea~~R~

13 3~ 8effiffieRwea±~R Pe~~ FHRa ~e¥eRHe sRa~~ ee a±±eea~ea ey ~fte

14 Bea~e ef 8effiffi~ss~efie~s ef ~fie V~~~~R~a Pe~~ AH~fie~~~y ~H e~ae~ ~e

15 fes~e~ aR~ s~~ffi~i8~e ~~e f~ew e£ ffia~i~iffie eeffiffie~ee ~~~eH~~ ~~e ~e~~5

16 e£ V~~~~R~a, ~Re~~e~R~ a~~ Re~ ±~ffi~~ea ~ei ~fte ~e~~s e£ R~eRffieHa7

17 He~ewe~; BBe AieHeRe~~a~

18 8~ ~be~e ~8 Re~eBY e~ea~ea ~R ~fie Be~a~~ffieR~ ef ~Re ~~eas~~y a

19 spee~B~ BeR~eve~~~R~ fMR6 w~~eH sRa±~ ae ~a~~ e£ ~~e ~~aHs~e~~at~eft

20 ~~~S€ F~Ra aRe wfi~efi sfia±~ Be kRewR as ~Re SeffiffieRWea±~ft A~~~e~~ FHRa~

21 ~ft~5 F~fia sfia~± ee es~aa~~sftee eR ~Re seeks ef ~~e 8effi~~~e±±e~ aRa aRy

22 £tift8S ~effia~R~R~ ~R 8Me~ F~Ra 8~ ~fie eRa ef a B~eRR~Hm SR8~~ Re~ ~eve~~

23 t8 €~e ~efte~a± f~Re SM~ BRa!! ~effia~R ~R ~Re FHRe~ ;R~e~es~ ea~Rea eR

24 the f~flas sfta~± Be e~e6~~ee ~e ~fie F~Re~ ~fte f~Res 5e a±±eea~e6 sRa~~

25 ee a±~eea~ee sy ~~e 8effiffieRwea±~fi ~~aRs~8~~a~~eR F~Ra ~e ~fte V~~~~R~a

26 A~~e~~efi Bea~e~ ~he f~fies ai±eea~ee ey ~Re V~~~~fi~a Av~a~~eR Bea~a ~e

27 eRy V~~~~H~a a~~~ef~ w~~efi ~s ewsee ~y ~~e 8effiffieRwea~~R7 a

28 ~eve~RffieRtai s~ee~~~s~eR ~fie~eef7 a ~eve~RffieR~ai aHtfte~~ty e~ea~ea ey

27
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;~ ~Re €effimeRWea~~ft Mass ~FaRs~~ F~Ra sRaii Be es~aB~~Sftea eft

~Re Beeks ef ~fie 8effi~~Fe~ie~ aRa aRy fHRas Feffia~R~R~ ~ft BHea F~Ra a~

~He eRa e£ ~Re B~eRR~~ffi sfi6±± Re~ ~eve~~ ~e ~fie ~eRe~ai f~Ra B~~ sRaii

~effi6~R ~R ~He FHRa~ ;R~eFeB~ ea~Re~ eR BHefi £~R~ sfiaii Be e~ea~~ea ~e

~He FHRa~ FHR6S ffiay Be ~a~a ~e aRy ieeai ~eve~R~R~ Beay,

~~aRB~e~~a~~eR a~B~F~e~ eeffiffl~BB~eR e~ ~Hai~e se~v~ee ee~~eFa~~eR fe~

tHe ~H~~eBeB fte~e~Ra£te~ 5~ee~£~e6~

~~ ~Re affie~R~S aiieea~ea ~HFB~aR~ ~e ~R~S see~~eft may Be ~Bea ~e

sHppe~~ a MaHim~ffi e£ 5e% ef~~~e ~HB~~e ~~aR5~e~~6~ieR a~miR~B~~a~~ve

eeS~5 aRa H~ teo 8e~ e£ ~fi~ ~eB~B ef ~~aeBRa~~R~ ~~e~~am5 Be~fte ay ~fie

~eea~~~y~ ~Rese affieHR~B 'may Be Hsea ~e 6H~~e~~ ~p ~e 95% ei ~fte iee~

LD5675540

1 aR ~R~e~s~a~e eeffi~ae~ e~ a ~~~va~e eR~~Y ~e wR~eR ~Re ~HBi~e Ras

2 aeeess fe~ ~fte ~H~~eses eRHffie~a~ea ~R § 5~~-~~~6 a~e as €ei~ewB~

3 i~ Fe~~y ~e~eeR~ ef ~Re f~R6B BRa~~ Be ai~eea~ea ~e ~ae A~~

4 8a~~~e~ A~~~e~~B Basea ~~eR ~fte ~eFeeR~a~e ef eR~iaRemeR~B ie~ eaeft

5 a~~~e~~ ~e ~e~ai eR~iaReffieR~B a~ a~~ ea~~~e~ a~F~e~~s~ Ne a~~ ea~~ie~

6 a~~~e~~j fieweve~j Bftaii ~eee~ve ieBB ~fiaR $Sejeee Re~ me~e ~ftaR $~

7 M~ii~eR ~e~ yea~ fFeM ~ft~5 ~~ev~5~eR~

8 ~~ Fe~~y ~e~eeR~ ef ~Re £HR6B Bftaii Be aiieea~e6 By ~fte V~~~~R~a

9 Av~a~~eR Bea~a £e~ a~~ ea~~~e~ aRa ~ei~eve~ a~~~e~~s eft a

10 a~Be~e~~eHa~y BaB~B~

11 a~ ~weR~Y ~e~eeR~ e£ ~fte £HR6S Bfiaii ae aiieea~ea By ~fte

12 V~~~~R~a Av~a~~eR Bea~6 fe~ SeRe~a~ Av~a~~eR A~~~eF~5 eft a

13 a~Be~e~~eaa~y BaB~B~

14 B~ ~fte~e ~B fte~eey e~ea~e6 ~R ~Re Be~a~~ffieR~ e£ ~Re ~~eaBH~Y a

15 B~ee~ai ReR~eve~~~R~ £~R6 wft~eft Bfta±± Be a ~a~~ e£ ~Re ~~aR5~e~~a~~e!

16 ~~~B~ FMR8 aR8 wfi~eR 5Ra~i Be kaewR as ~fie eeffimeRWea~~ft MaBB ~~aRB~~

17 FHRa~

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

28
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1 e~ ReRfeae~a~ 5Ra~e e£ ea~~~a± ~~ejee~ eeS~5 fe~ ~~a±~e ~~aR5~e~~a~~efi

2 aRe ~~eeSRa~~R~ e~H~~meR~i £ae~~~~~eSi aRa aS5ee~a~ea eeS~5~ €a~~~a~

3 ees~s may ~Re~~ae ae5~ se~v~ee ~aymeft~5 eft ieeai e~ a~efiey ~~aRs~~

4 5eRaS~ FH~~Re~i ~Re6e affle~R~S May Be Hsea ~e sH~~e~~ a MaH~ffiHm ef 95~

5 e£ ~ke ee~~6 ~e~Re ~y ~ke ieea~~~y ie~ ~~e ~~~ekaBe ef fHeis;

6 ~He~~eaR~6i ~~~es aRe ffia~R~eRaRee ~a~~6 aRa sH~~~~e6 fe~ ~HB~~e

7 ~~aRs~e~~a~~eR~ ~fte ~e~ffi ~8e~Re ~y ~ke ~eea~~~yll 5~a~i meas ~Re ieea~

8 5~a~e e~i~~Ble fe~ s~a~e a5Bis~aRee eeR5~s~iR~ ef ee5~S ~R eHee56 ef

9 ~~e SHffi e£ £a~e5 aRa e~fte~ e~e~a~~R~ ~eveRHe5 ~iH5 £eae~ai a55~B~aRee

10 ~eee~vea ey ~fte ieea~i~y~

11 3~ eeffiMeRWea~~ft Mass ~~aRsi~ FHRa ~eveRHe sRa±± ~e aiiee~ea By

12 ~ke €effiffieRWea±~ft ~~aR6~e~~a~ieR Bea~a as fe±±ews~

13 a~ FHR6S fe~ s~ee~a± ~~e~~affi6i wfi~e~ ska±± iReiHee ~ieesRa~iR~i

14 eH~e~iffieR~a± ~~aRs~~ aRa ~eeftR~eai aSB~s~aReei Bfi8i± Re~ eHeeea ;~5~

15 ef ~Re FHRa~

16 t;, ~Re Bea~e may a±ieea~e ~~ese fHRes ~e aRy ±eea±~~y e~

17 ~±aRR~R~ a~s~~~e~ eeffiffiissieR ~e fiRaRee H~ ~e 89~ ef ~Re ±eeai sfta~e

18 ef a~i eeS~B aS6ee~a~ea W~~R ~Re eeve±e~ffieR~i iffi~±effieR~a~~eR aRa

19 eeR~iRHa~~eR ef ~~aesRa~iR~ ~Fe~Faffis~

20 f~, F~Ras a±ieea~ea £e~ eR~e~~ffieR~a± ~~aRsi~ ~~ejee~5 ffiay Be ~aia

21 ~e aRy ~eea± ~e¥e~RiR~ seaYi ~~aRs~e~~a~~eR a~s~~ie~ eeffiffi~ss~eRi e~

22 ~HBi~e ee~~e~a€~eR e~ May ee Hsee a~~ee~±y ay €Re Be~a~~ffieR~ ef

23 ~~aRs~e~~a~~eR fe~ ~Re fe±±ew~R~ ~M~peses~

24 fa, ~e f~RaRee H~ ~e 95~ ef ~Re ea~~~a~ e9S€B ~eia~ee €e ~Re

25 eeve~e~ffieB~i ~ffi~ieffieR~a~~eR aRe ~~effie~~eR e~ eH~e~~ffieR~a~ ~~e~~e

26 ~~aR8~e~~a~~eR aRa ~~aeBRa~~fi~ ~~ejee~s a~~~evea By €Re Bea~a~

27 fa, ~e ~~RaRee H~ ~e 95~ ef ~He~e~e~a~~R~ ees~s e£ eH~e~~ffieR~a~

28 Mass ~~aRs~e~~a~~eR aR~ ~~ee6~a~~fi~~~~e~ee~6 a~~~evee By ~Re Bea~e £e~

29
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1 a ~e~~ea ei ~~me fte~ ~e eHeeea ~weive meR~R6~

2 fet ~e i~Haftee ~~ ~e 95~ e€ ~fte ee5~ ei ~fie aeveie~meR~ aHa

3 ~m~ieMeR~a~~eft ei aay e~fte~ ~~ejee~ aes~~Ra~ea By ~fie Bea~a wRe~e ~fte

4 ~H~~ese ei sHefi ~~ejee~ ~s ~e eRftaRee ~fte ~~ev~6~eR aRa ~5e e~ ~~5i~e

5 ~~aR5~e~~a~~eR 5erv~ees~

6 t3t F~Ra6 aiieea~ea Ee~ ~~Bi~e ~~aRs~e~~a~~eR ~reme~~eft aRa

7 e~era~~eR S~Ha~eS may Be ~a~a ~e aay ieeai ~eve~R~R~ eeaY7 ~iaRR~R~

8 .a~5~~~e~ eeMm~55~eft7 ~raR5~er~a~~eR a~5~r~e~ eemm~55~eft7 er ~Hei~e

9 ~raRs~~ eer~era~~eft7 e~ may Be Hsea a~ree~iy By ~fie Be~ar~MeR~ ei

10 ~raft5~er~a~~eR ier ~fte £eiiew~R~ ~~r~eses aRa a~a e~ ~HBi~e

11 ~raR5~er~a~~eR 8e~v~ee5~

12 tat A~ ~fte a~~~evai ei ~fie Bea~a ~e ~~RaRee a ~re~ram

13 aamfRfs~erea By ~Re Be~a~~meR~ ef ~~aR6~e~~a~~eR ees~~Rea ~e ~~eme~e

14 ~fte Hse e£ ~HBi~e ~raR5~e~~a~~eR aRa r~aeSfta~~R~ ~fi~eH~ReH~ V~r~~R~a~

15 tet ~e £~RaRee H~ ~e 5e~ e£ ~fte ieeai sfiare e£ ~HBi~e

16 ~~aR5~e~~a~~eR e~e~a~~eR5 ~iaRR~R~ aRa ~eeftR~eai s~Hay ~rejee~s

17 a~~~evea By ~Re Bea~a~

18 B~ A~ ±ea5~ ~3~5% e~ ~fte ieea± FHR6 sfiaii ee e~6~~~eH~ee ~e eaefi

19 t~aRs~~ p~e~e~~y ~R ~~e same ~re~e~~~eR as i~6 e~e~a~~R~ eHpeRses Bear

20 ~e ~fie ~e~a± 5~a~ew~ae e~era~~R~ eH~eR6e6 aRa sRa±± Be 5~eR~ fer ~fte

21 ~~r~ese5 s~ee~f~ea ~R 6HBa~v~s~eR B ~

22 e~ ~fte reffia~R~R~ ~5% 5ftaii Be a~5~r~BH~ea fer ea~~~a± ~Hr~ese6

23 eR ~~e Bas~s e£-95% ef ~he ReR£e~e~a~ s~a~e~ £e~ fe~e~ai ~~ejee~s aR~

24 95% e£ ~fie ~e~a± ee5~5 fe~ ReRfeae~a± ~~ejee~6~ ~R ~fte eveR~ ~Ra~

25 ~e~a± ea~~~a~ fHR6S ava~iaB±e ~Raer ~R~S ~fi~a~~a~R a~e ~R~Hff~e~en~ ~e

26 !MR6 ~Re eeffi~~ete ~i5~ e~ e~~~~B±e ~~ejee~67 ~fie fHRas ~Ra~i ee

27 Eif5~r:i:B'd~ea ~e' eae:fi: ~~aft5:i:~ 13!:"e~e!:~y ~R ~Re-··· eame ~re~er~~eR ~Ra~ s'tlsfi.

28 ea~~ta~ eH~eRa~tM~e Bea~6 ~e ~fte sta~ew~ae ~~~a~ e~ ea~~~a~ ~rejee~5~
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1 a~ FHR66 £e~ Me~~e 6fta~~ Be ~a~a By ~fte Ne~~fie~H V~~~~R~a

2 ~~aR6~e~~a~~eR 8emffi~Bs~eR ~e ~fte Wa5fi~R~~eR Me~~e~e±~~aR A~ea ~~aR5~~

3 AH~Re~~~y tWMA~A7 aRa Be a e~ea~~ ~e ~fte Se~R~~es e£ A~i~R~~eR afta

4 Fa~~£aH aRa ~fte 8~~~es e£ AieHaRa~~a7 Faiis 8RH~efi aRa Fa~~£aH ~R ~fte

5 £ei±ew~H~ ffiaRRe~~

6 f~7~ beeai ~aYffieR~6 e£ WMA~A ~a~! ~~aRS~~ BeR8s 5fia±~ Be ~a~a

7 £~~S~ aRa a~~e~~~eRea ~e eaefi ±eea~~~y H6~R~ ~Re WMA~A ea~~~a±

8 £e~ffiHia~

9 f~1 ~fte ~effia~R~R~ £HRae sfia±± Be a~~e~~~eRea By ea±eH±a~~R~ ~5~

10 e£ ~fie ea~~~ai aRa e~e~a~~ft~ ee6~6 aRa ~5~ e£ ~fie ea~~~a± aRa

11 e~e~a~~eR 5HB5~a~es a~~±~ea ~e eaefi ±eea±~~y~ Sa~~~a± ee6~6 may

12 ~Re±Hae ~e~ e£ aRR~ai ieeai aH6 ea~~~ai eH~eRse5~

13 A~~~e~~~a~~eR5 f~effi ~fie eeffiffieRweai~R Mass ~~aR5~~ FHR6 a~e

14 ~fi~eRaee ~e ~~ev~ae a 6~aB±e aRa ~e~~8Bie 5eH~ee ef ~eveRHe 8e eef~Rea

15 ey PHB~~e baw 96-i84~

16 #
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RESOLUTION
SUPPORTING IMPROVEMENTS TO

U. ·S. 58 CORRIDOR
FROM CUMBERLAND GAP TO VIRGINIA BEACH

WHEREAS, balanced urban/rural economic growth is a key to the quality
of life in Virginia; and

WHEREAS, a vital stimulant to economic growth is a strong arterial
highway system; and

WHEREAS, the completion of U. S. 58 to arterial standards will give
Virginia a strong east-west arterial highway system; and

WHEREAS, a committee of the General Assembly has been appointed to
study the matter and make recommendations for improvements; and

WHEREAS, the committee has requested public input into the process of
study;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Mount Rogers Planning District
Commission consisting of the Counties of Bland, Carroll, Grayson, Smyth,
Washington, and Wythe and the Cities of Bristol, Virginia, and Galax doth
hereby endorse and applaud the work of this" august committee; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Planning District Commission dotIl
hereby support the construction of four lanes of this highway from eastern
Virginia to Volney in Grayson County; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Planning District Commission supports
t he cons t ruc t ion of Rou t'e 58 from Volney to 'Damascus as a two-lane road
widened, straightened, and improved in deference ·to its scenic qualities as
well as its use as a national bike trail; Daniel Boone Heritage Trail;
access to the Appalachian Trail and designated Wilderness Areas, Grayson
Highlands State Park and the Mount Rogers National Recreation Area; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Planning District Commission supports
the four-laning of U. S.' 58 from Damascus to Weber City and Duffield to
Cumber land- Gap.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Planning District Commission doth also
support the completion' of 'the work approved for U. S. S8A from Abingdon to
Jonesville.

Approved: September 1, 1988
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SPENCER'S INCORPORATED OF MOUNT AIRY, NORTH CAROLINA 27030 I TELEPHONE 919-789-9111

September 9, 1988

TO: HJR-172 Study Committee

FROM: Spencer's Incorporated
P.O. Box 988
Mt. Airy, N.C. 27030

Spencer's Inc., a manufacturer of infants and childrens apparel,
recently located a plant in the Industrial Park, Stuart, Virginia.
This park is located off U.S. Route 58 in the town of Stuart.

During 1988, Spencer's has employed approximately two hundred (200)
persons, and plans to increase it's work force to five hundred (500)
plus during the next three to five years.

Presently the plant is supported by daily round-trip truck trans­
portation from Mt. Airy, N.C. to Stuart, VA., via routes 8 and 103.
As the plant continues to expand, the need for additional traffic
between North Carolina and Stuart utilizing these routes will also
increase.

Currently both routes 8 and 103 are not approved for wide trailers,
and without an alternate route, or major, and costly improvements to
these existing routes, this company will be forced to utilize numerous
small trucks daily to support this plant.

In view of the above, coupled with Spencer's committment to expansion
in the Stuart, Virginia area, this company strongly supports the pro­
posed four lane highway, connecting with 177 at Cana, VA., as indicated
in the 58 Corridor study prepared for HJR study committee by the Virginia
Department of Transportation dated July 1988.

SPENCER'S INC.

~~.~t:;,. «:;d';:{~-
Burton Slate"
Vice President

BS:sh
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P. O~ DRAWER 96
CLAUDVILLE, VA 24076

September 8, 1988

TO: H.J.R~ -·172 STUDY COMMITTEE

FROM: THE RED BANK RURITAN CLUB

SUBJECT: "SUPER HIGHWAY" ROUTE 58 STUDY

The Red Bank Ruritan Club is centered in the community of Claudville, VA located in
the southwest part of Patrick County. The Claudville community consists of ~ 375
families, one manufacturing business, several retail businesses and medical center, as
well as several service businesses. We have recently been blessed with positive signs of
growing.

We are taking this opportunity to say "thank you" for bringing forward the
i dea/thoughtof a II.Super -Hi ghway" that i nvo1ves Rt. 58. We are very exc; ted about the
economic growth a highway of this kind would bring to Virginia as well as our county.
For this reason we as a Club and community support 100% the idea of a "Super Highway"
concept and would encourage you to keep the energy and drive, because we all will be
winners should this highway become reality.

We do ask that you give considerable thought to location of this potential highway.
Thought considering the lay of land that could be involved - both from grading and
preparing, as well as land that would be potentially opened up for industry and economic
growth. We ask that you consider cost that would be involved in a highway of this
potential. What we are saying.here.is "let's spend the money to build the highway, but
build it where we can literally get more "Bang for the Bucks". We also would ask that
you consider the type of gateway you can potentially open up. Example: Interstate 77,
Rt. 52, as well as Interstate 40 could have the potential of short swing into southside
Virginia and surrounding area.

Therefore, we strongly feel that the road should be located "below the mountain" and
connect with 1-77 near the Cana, Virginia area.

We ask that logic and common sense be utilized in the decision making process on
location of the highway.

The Club would now say "thank you" for the opportunity of letting our views be known
and would now go on record as to offering you any help that we can in the future. Should
there be anything· an organization like ours could do to aid or assist you, please feel
free to let us know.

Sin~erelY~ ~

X!atMf~
Harold E. Slate, Secretary
RED BANK RURITAN CLUB
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DR. SIDNEY B. HARVEY
SUPERINTENDENT

mly~ Oirausul1 QIUUl1tu ~rlyuul ~uarb

J.(Jf). ~ox 219
clnbepenbence, ~trgtnut 24348 TELEPHO~

773-2832

I would like to express my appreciation to this panel for the

privilege of testifying on the improvements of Highway 58, more

specifically, a four-lane road. I know of no one thing that can

contribute to the overall efficiency or improvement of our schools

than good roads.

In a twenty year period, Grayson County Schools have lost over

1,000 students. Much discussion has taken place as to the reasons

for this loss of enrollment. Factory shutdowns, smaller families,

weather conditions, the abandonment of the hydro-electric darn project,

and many other things have been mentioned as a possible cause.

However, we maintain that one of the major reasons for this loss of

enrollment is due to the poor road system that has prevailed in Grayson

County for the past three decades.

I am sure you will agree that good roads do bring jobs, do improve

the economy, do keep people in the County and maintain a predictable

school enrollment. So, with this in mind, we feel that poor road

conditions have contributed to our enrollment problem. It has

prevented us from consolidating schools to increase efficiency and

reduce school costs per child.

Our cost per mile for transporting students is very high and,

again, the reason for this is the roads that our buses must travel.

We feel that if improvements are made and a four--lane road is built

from Galax to Volney and improvement on IIighway 58 from Volney

to Damascus, it would increase the efficiency of our school system.

This would enable us to provide better services to our schools, which

has been a tremendous problem in the past. It is almost impossible
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to get a vendor to go to Mt. Rogers on Highway 58 to deliver food

and milk for our lunch program, as well as Flat Ridge and other outlying

schools.

Students have been involved in numerous accidents, some losing

their lives, traveling over Highway 58 to attend a school function.

From the standpoint of safety, safe four-lane highways would be of

greater significance in mountainous terrain than flat country.

The Grayson County School Board asks for the recommendation of

this Committee that Highway 58 be four-lane from Galax to Volney

and improve this highway from Volney to Damascus.

Fred Adams, Jr.
Member, Board of Education
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ceDi Volunteer Fire Uepartment
and Rescue Squad

Route 3 - Stuart, Virginia 24171

Abingdon, Virginia
September 9, 1988

l,ier.lbers, IIouse Join t Resolution 172 Study COrlr:li t tee

I appreciate this opportunity to address you on the matter
of the U. S. Route 58 Corridor Study as it pertains to Patrick County.

I am James Love, a native of Patrick County, and am speaking
today on behalf of the Board of Directors of the CCDr Volunteer
Fire Department and Rescue Squad.

Our organization provides fire and rescue services to five
communities in a 25-square mile area containing 1,500 families
and more than 15 businesses and industries along the southern
border of Patrick County. State Route 103 is the major highway
through this section of the county.

My comments will be limited to the concerns and safety aspects
of this study.

A study suggesting the possibility of a four-lane highway
through the southern plateaus of Patrick County from Interstate 77
to the Spencer community is the greatest road news that we will hear
in our lifetimes, and we urge this committee to move hastily toward
its realization.

Pertinent to this study is that our volunteer organization
and its internal subsidiary, the CCDP Red Bank Substation, is
located adjacent to Virginia Highway 103 which runs from Stuart,
Virginia, to Mt. Airy, North Carolina, and serves as a vital
commercial link between these states as well as from Stuart·'to

Interstate 77.
This road, Route 103, is mentioned in the Virginia Department

Of Transportation Study, and I am here to say that the CCDF not
only favors this southern route across Patrick County, but that
the CCDF urges thet this direction be taken a~tha straightest,

best-Braded, serving tIle nlost businesses siId industries, and
certainly as the most economical route suggested.

In the past few weeks we have responded to ten vehicular .
accident3 zlon~ an einht-:~lile section of :~.oute 103 1")et~~een rif:

Creek and ~lk Creek. These accidents resulted in two fatalities
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CCDF Volunteer Fire Department and Rescue Squad (page 2)

Eight school buses, carrying about 320 children travel along

Route 103 twice each day. Additionally, many high school students

drive private vehicles along this route. In a recent report to

the county school board, the school transportation co-ordinator

s tatedthat R0 ute 1 (I 3 is [10 S t C roo 1{ ed, 11 as the [lOS t S 11 0 r t - sir h t

sections and carries the heaviest truck traffic of any school

route in the county. In fact, school bus drivers along this

route have been issued special instructions and precautions

because heavily loaded trucks have trouble makine quick stops.

Truck traffic through our communities ha~ increased considerably

in recent years, necessitated by the needs of local businesses and, .

indust~es) lumber companies, orchardists and farmers·. This

traffic as well as much of the through traffic from North Carolina

and from Interstate 77 will &not be diminished by placement of

a superhighway "up the moun tain. " ~~e have several trucking

headquarters currently located in our southern area, namely:

Hall's, Smith's, Heasley's, Shelton, Lawson, Corn, Hazlewood and

B & J Trucking. Additionally, Stuart-based industries including

Stevens, Spencers and Stuart, Flooring and lumber industries such

as PRIM Lumber, Epperson and Hawks utilize Route 103 for transportation

of their equipment and products.

About a year ago, attention was centered on the fact that our

county road were "illegal" for truck traffic in that the width of

trucks currently used in the industry exceeded that allowable for

our roads. Yet, the trucks continue to come, further threatening

school buses and other vehicles on the roads. Sometimes, thes~e

trucks proceed by twos and threes, presenting an omnious picture

of potential danger to oncoming travelers on the road.

This traffic, which I am told has nearly doubled within the

past two years, has effectively resulted in a proportionate increase

in the number of safety hazards and in the number of vehicular

emergencies our volunteers are required to attend.

In the interest of safe travel through Patrick CountY,the

CCDF Volunteer Fire Departnent and Rescue Squad begs you to move

forward with the development of a four-lane Route 58 through our

county. And, in the interest of safety, economy and servins the

greatest needs for economic development, we urge you to follow

the suggested alternate southern route along Route 103.

Thank you for your concern and kind attention.
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P. O. BOX 188 INDEPENDENCE, VA. 24348

ROBERTSHAW CONTROLS COMPAN~

INDEPENDENCE DIVISION

(703) 773-2771

September 8, 1988

STATEMENT CONCERNING THE UPGRADING OF U.S. 58

TO VOLNEY WITH THE "SUPER PARKWAY" TO DAMASCUS

Robertshaw Controls/CompAir in Independence now has a 83,000 ft. 2

plus an additional 72,000 ft. 2 leased with a new facility under

construction of 120,000 ft. 2 at a cost of $4,000,000.

At Independence we assemble heating and refrigeration controls

and in the new facility we will assemble air compressors from
~ H.P. thru 350 H.P.

We presently have approximately 250 employees and our plans include

hiring an additional 100 people before the year's end with the transfer

of other products to the Independence plant.

We're very anxious to see that Route 58 West to I-81 be upgraded

for the following reasons:

A. For distribution of our assembled products to the Western market

thru commercial trucking.

B. 90% of our inbound and outbound Air Freight is thru the Tri Cities

Airport.

C. Easier access for our customers, Corporate and Sales Personnel

from Tri-Cities Airport.

D. A large portion of our fabricated components are transported

from our sister Robertshaw Plant in Knoxville) Tennessee to

Independence.

E. A large portion of our employees live in the Mouth of Wilson­

Volney area and travel u.s. 58 daily.

We think the u.S. 58 upgrading will be benefical not only to Robertshaw/

CompAir but to the whole Grayson County Area.
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STATEMENT PRESENTED AT THE SUPERHIGHWAY CONSTRUCTION HEARING

ON FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 9, 1988 IN ABINGDON, VIRGINIA BY LOWELL

A. LAYMAN, CHAIRMAN, PATRICK COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Mr. Chairman, members of the committee ... my name is

Lowell Layman, Chairman of the Patrick County Board of

Supervisors. On Tuesday, August 30 of this year our board

unanimously endorsed the concept of a four-lane super highway,

running east-west across southside Virginia. We have known

for years that if Southwestern Virginia is to ever join and

enjoy the prosperity of Northern Virginia and the urban

crescent that extends to the coast, then a bold revitalization

of U. S. 58 would have to become a priority for the Common­

wealth. Now is the time. We in Patrick County endorse and

applaud this project wholeheartedly.

In making decisions concerning the proposed superhighwaYl
we hope the committee will consider growth areas of Patrick

County. While we realize cost must play an important part in

the decision making process, we feel these expenditures will be

. a one shot deal and the value to the growth areas would go

on forever.

We know well that the coming months, maybe years, will

be difficult ones for you. The task ahead --- the stupendous

task of turning a billion dollar dream into hard .reality --­

will be a tough one, but worth every ounce of exertion. We

come here today to tell you straight forwardly that we in

Patrick County will be there from beginning to end cheering

you on every step of the way. We will bear every hardship,

we will do whatever is necessary, to assist you in any way

possible. In our minds, the stakes are too high for us in

Southwest Virginia to do otherwise.

All of Virginia needs this project. We need it

desperately.

Thank you very much.
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JOINT RESOLUTION
OF THE ROTARY CLUBS

OF
MARTINSVILLE, STUP:6.RT AND HILLSVILLE

WHEREAS, Rotary is an organization of business and professional men
united and dedicated to providing community service, encouraging high
vocational standards and building goodwill, and

\VHEREAS, the Rotary clubs for the City of Martinsville, the Town of
Stuart, and the Town of Hillsville have e'ach appointed a committee from its
respective members for the purpose of studying and discussing the need for
improving, upgrading and developing U. S. Route #58 between U. S. Route
#220 at Martinsville and Interstate 77 at Hillsville and to communicate to our
local governing bodies and to the Virginia General Assembly the dire need
for a safer road and the substantial benefits to the economic growth and
development of our communities and businesses which may be derived from
such highway improvements and to encourage governmental support and
implementation of a 6-year road plan for U. S. Route #58, and

WlIEREAS, the U. S . Park Service has estimated that between 5,000
and 40,000 vehicles per month enter and exit the Blue Ridge Parkway at U.
S. Route #58 and that J.\tlabry's lVIil1 is the most visited national park site in
the United States, and

WHEREAS, the Virginia Department of Highways has reported the
following average daily traffic count:

From Martinsville to 220 bypass
From 220 bypass to Critz
From Critz to Stuart
From Stuart to Route #8
From Route #8 to Blue Ridge Parkway
From Parkway to Hillsville

9,420
6,075
3,255
3,465
1,845
1,930

WIIEREAS, the Virginia Department of Transportation has reported a
total of 650 collisions or motor vehicular accidents occurring on U. S. Route
#58 between l\1artinsville and Hillsville in the past four (4) years, and

\VHEREAS, said po"rtion of U. S. Route #58 is frequently used by
county school buses, rescue squad vehicles and fire department vehicles,
and improvements and widing said route would lessen the risks, hazards,
and dangers of travel and would afford our school children, fire and rescue
personnel and volunteers and the public in general the safety and
protection they need and deserve when travelling on our state highways,
and
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WHEREAS, the Virginia General Assembly has approved the formation
and funding of a regional farmer's market in Carroll County at the
intersection of U. S. Route #58 and Interstate 77, and

WHEREAS, common carriers and other interestate commerce traffic are
presently restricted or prohibited from using portions of U. S. Route #58
between Martinsville and Hillsville because that route does not meet the
minimum highway requirements established by 1982 STAA for the new
over-dimensioIlal trucks and "piggy-back" tractor-trailers using the federal
interstate highways.

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the undersigned Rotary clubs that
their members, recognizing the intimate relation of highway improvement to
motor vehicular safety, interstate commerce and economic development,
unanimously and heartily promote and encourage the various County Boards
of Supervisors, City or Town Councils, and the Virginia General Assembly
to include U. S. Route #58, between Route #220 in Henry County and
Interstate 77 in Carroll County, in the State Highway Department's next
6-y,ear Plan, and to upgrade U. S. Route #58 to such standards so as to
safely accommodate all common-carriers and interstate traffic. We believe
such road plan to be essential to promote economic growth and development
in Southwest Virginia.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a copy of these resolutions be sent to
all area Supervisors, school boards, legislatures, and other appropriate
state offices.

MARTINSVILLE ROTARY CLUB
/ /-1 . '

BY ~IG?!L"--~
, President

STUART ROTARY CLUB

BY~~
Pre~t

ATTESTED:

B~cf-----
Secretary

HILLSVILLE ROTARY CLUB
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QIommissinner of tqe ~euenue
CITY OF GALAX

LaNA M. cox
COMMISSIONER

JANET M.G. HILL
DEPUTY COMMISSIONER

P.O. BOX 1128

-- COP Y

Rep. G. C. Jennings
P. O. Box 231
Marion, Virginia 24354

103 EAST CENTER STREET
GALAX, VIRGINIA 24333

September 6, 1988

Dear, Representative Jennings:

Due to the vacation of my Deputy, I will be unable to leave the
office to attend the public hearing in Abingdon on Friday,
September 9, regarding the upgrading of Hjghway 58.

I would like to voice my strong opposition to combining Route 58
with 1-81, 1- 77 and register my support of upgrading the existing
routes through Carroll and Grayson Counties. The delay and traffic
congestion in the areas' of Wytheville and Fort Chiswell is already
a severe problem. The-present areas served by Highway 58 in
Southwest Virginia are areas that economically need the support
that a upgraded, improved and adequate highway would bring to
the area.

As a resident of Grayson County, City of Galax, I respectfully
ask for!:the Cormnittee's consideration.

Very truly yours,

~et/ YJ1,
Lona M. Cox

cc: Suboommittee c/o Alan Wambold
Division of Legislative Services
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Septe~ber 9, 1988

To: Virginia DepartIlent of Hi.ghways and Transportstion

Subje~ct: Possible relocation of US 58

I am~~.~ of Grayson County

Faniftureau, re12resentins nora than 600 fanilies.

Last spring, in a neeting in Grayson CountyJ 17essrs l~dison

1!arye, G.C. Jennings and Tom Jackson vere told by tir. Alvin

Cox, President of Grayson County Farm Bureau that our organization

supports the four lanfng of US 58 at itts present location.

Our positiOll has not changed, except consideration should

possibly be giVell to four l.a.n!ng uestuard to Volney, then on

present 16 to Marion, In8kiDtf parkway ~"Pe road froIl Volney

to Damascus.

Among our reasons for our position are:

1. A riodern US 58 is very important for .Carroll County

Farmers 1!arket, to be established within next two yearso

2. The higher elevations of Grayson County mal:e it among the

large,at Christmas tree producers in our nation. Therefore, it

is inperative that the area b.e properly served with adequate

roads to acconodate tractor trailers.

30 The four laneing fron Lee County/Kentucl:y line to The

Atlal1tic Ccean will &110'\7 ingres.s BJld egress from one end

of US 58 to the other, thus allowing access to our beaches

and mountains. including Grayson Highlands state Parko

4. Grayson has a ver~y· high rate of unemployment; therefore

the four laneing through the area would provide additional

eIl:Qloynent.
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November 28, 1988

Commissioner Ray D. Pethtel
Commonwealth of Virginia
Department of Highways & Transporta tion
1401 East Broad St.
Richmond, VA 23219

Dear Commissioner Pethtel:

Enclosed you will find a resolution adopted by the Wise County Chamber of
Commerce Board of Directors at the monthly board meeting on November 23,
1988. This resolution was unanimously approved by the board members
presen t.

As you will note, the resolution addresses the study being done by the Joint
Subcommittee on a Superhighway along Virginia's southern boundary.

We trust by this resolution, you will be aware of the importance we place on
the location of this Superhighway, as it will be a vital issue to the
economic future of Wise County.

Respectfully,

WISE COUNTY CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

ljJfi/~
MILLER, ~.

BLM/jp

cc: Governor Gerald Balil~s

Ray D. Pethtel, Commissioner
Joint Subcommittee Members
Transportation Board
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VISE COUNTY CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

RESOLUTION ON HIGHWAY 58-A lOUTING

WHEREAS, the Virginia GeneIal Assembly has adopted House Joint
Resolution Number 172, creating a joint subcommittee to study.
construction of a superhighway along Virginia's southern boundary: and

WHEREAS, the Joint Subcommittee has studied various alternatives
to upgrade U. S. Highway 58 in order to provide a much needed four-lane
superhighway linking the mining region of Sou thwes t Virginia wi th the·
port activities in Hampton Roads in Eastern Vlrginla; and

WHEREAS, U. S. Highway 58-A traverses Wise County; and

WHEREAS, there is a definite link between transportation corridors
and economic development.

NOV THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Wise County Chamber of
Commerce firmly supports the concept of a superhighway to be
constructed from Cumberland Gap to the Hampton Roads Port area of
Eastern Virginia so long as the routing and construction of this road
runs along the Route of 58-A through Wise County from Big Stone Gap to
St. Paul.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that this resolution be directed to the
staff and members of the Joint Subcommittee studying U. s. 58; the
members of the Commonwealth Transportation Board; the Secretary of
Transportation; and the Honorable Gerald L. Ball1es, Governor of the
Commonwealth of Virginia.

~~
Chairman . ~
Wise County Chamber of Commerce
Transportation Committee

".
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WOODROW W. BEDSAUL

LAND SURVEYING and MAPPING
REGISTERED IN VIRGINIA AND NORTH CAROLINA

P. O. Box 67
lambsburg, VIrginia 24351

October 23, 1988

Cong. L. F. Payne
House of Representives
Washington, D.C. 20516

RE: A Super Highway accross Virginia along the southern
border.

Dear Sir:
My views can be stated very briefly. This road is badly

needed.

My first concern is to get it funded regardless of how
much or how little the route deviates from present U.S.58.

My second concern is that we do not waste money patching
up what we have now existing. I hope to see it done right the
first time.

I want to deviate from U.S.58 anywhere that it will save
money or be a safer route. If or when the road is funded I
would like to see the route bypass Lovers Leap Mountain.

I am not well enough acquainted with the legislative
process to know/~uch you would be involved directly, but the
influence you could have will be greatly appreciated.

I believe the enclosed material will be more in detail
perhaps more informative than that which you will receive
through official channels.

Sincerely,
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~nut4amptnn <!Inuntu
,.~. ~ox 406 • QIourtlanb, ~irgittia 23837 • (804) 653-2465

~fttlanb1'1. mauLur, QIountU ~inistrator

1749 October 25, 1988

Mr. Ray D. Pethtel
Commissioner
Department of Transportation
1401 East Broad Street
Richmond, Virginia 23219

Dear Commissioner Pethtel:

COiVIMJti-S101\lER'S

OCT 26 1988

OFFICE

In regular session on October 24, 1988 the Southampton County Board
of Supervisors unanimously approved the attached resolution in support of
the super highway following along the southern border of the State.

Your consideration of this resolution during your study processes and
future funding actions is solicited.

Should questions arise, please contact me.

With kindest regards, I remain

RLT:mbb

" Enclosure
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RESOLUTION

WHEREAS, the 1988 Virginia General Assembly established a study commi ttee
to examine . the feasibility of constructing a super highway along the Route
58 corridor; and

WHEREAS, the County of Southampton contains approximately 53 miles of the
existing Route 58; and

WHEREAS, certain portions of Route 58 in Southampton County pose critical
highway safety concerns; and

WHEREAS the portion of Route 58 in Southampton County serves as a vital
link between the shipping ports of Hampton Roads and the maj or markets
served by Interstates 95 and 85; and

WHEREAS, the expansion of the roadway width to four lanes the entire length
of the Route 58 corridor through Southampton County could significantly
increase opportunities for economic development within the County.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors of the County
of Southampton does hereby support the development of a super highway along
the Route 58 corridor; and

FURTHER, that the Board of Supervisors of Southampton COUllty does hereby
establish the portion of Route 58 known as the Courtland Bypass, including
the intersection of Route 58 and Route 35, as its highest priority for any

A co::t::~t:~~ons~ in COU:~:~k
Southampton County :Board

10/24/88
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DAMASCUS • TO THREE STATES

DAMASCUS, VIRGINIA

RESOLUTION
IN SUPPORT OF IMPROVEMENTS TO

U. s. 58 CORRIDOR

WHEREAS t the Damascus Citizens Club believes that the completion of
U. s . .58 to arterial standards will give Virginia a strong east-west
arterial highway system; and

WHEREAS, a strong arterial highway system is a vital stimulant to
economic growth and a more balanced urban/rural economy is a key to the
quality of life in Virginia;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Damascus Citizens Club hereby
supports the construction of four lanes of this highway from eastern
Virginia to Volney in Grayson County; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Damascus Citizens Club supports
construction of Rt. 58 from Volney to Damascus as a two-lane road widened,
straightened, and improved in deference to its use as a national bike
trail; access to the Appalachian Trail and designated Wilderness Areas,
Grayson Highlands State Park, and the Mt. Rogers National Recreation Area;
Daniel Boone Heritage Trail; as well as to its scenic qualities.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Damascus Citizens Club supports the
four-Ianing of U. s ..58 from Damascus to Weber City and Duffield to
Cumberland Gap and also supports the completion of the work approved for
U. s. S8A from Abingdon to Jonesville.

Approved:

President
Damascus Citizens Club
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GRAYSON COUNTY CITIZENS FOR IMPROVEMENT OF ROUTE U. S. 58
RT. 3, BOX 8-1

INDEPENDENCE, VIRGINIA 24348
OCTOBER 30, 1988

ALAN B. WAMBOLD, Ph. D.
LEGISLATIVE RESEARCH ASSOCIATE
DIVISION OF LEGISLATIVE SERVICES
910 CAPITAL STREET
P. o. 3-AG
RICHMOND, VA. 23208

DEAR DR. WAMBOLD,

PLEASE ATTACH THESE COMMENTS TO THE PUBLIC HEARING HELD
IN ABINGDON, VA. SEPTEMBER 9, 1988 ON FOUR LANING ROUTE U. s.
58 THROUGH GRAYSON COUNTY.

THE IMPROVEMENT TO U. S. 58 WOULD BE OF MORE BENEFIT TO
GRAYSON COUNTY AND THE OTHER COUNTIES IF U. S. 58 WEST OF
STUART IS STRAIGHTENED OUT AND FOL[,OWS THE ROUTE MARKED IN
GREEN ON THE ENCLOSED MAP BETWEEN STUART AND DAMASCUS.

ADDITIONAL SIGNATURES WILL FOLLOW IN ABOUT 30 DAYS.

52



BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Washington County, Virginia
205 Academy Drive

Abingdon, Virginia 24210

WHEREAS, the Virginia General Assembly has adopted House Joint
Resolution Number 172, creating a joint subcommittee to study
construction of a superhighway along Virginia's southern boundary; and

WHEREAS, the Joint Subcommittee has studied various alternatives
to upgrade U. S. Highway 58 in order to provide a much needed
four-lane superhighway linking the mining region of Southwest
Virginia with the port activities in Hampton Roads in Eastern
Virginia; and

WHEREAS, U. S. Highway 58 traverses Washington County; and

WHEREAS, there is a definite link between transportation
corridors and economic development; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors of Washington County, Virginia
desires to express its support for the concept of constructing a
superhighway along Virginia's southern boundary in order to link
Cumberland Gap with Hampton Roads along the existing route of U.' S.
Highway 58;

Now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of Washington County,
Virginia that this governing body firmly supports the concept of a
superhighway to be constructed from Cumberland Gap along the existing
route of U. S. Highway 58 through Washington County, Virginia to the
Hampton Roads Port area of Eastern Virginia; and

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors fully
supports the alternative concept of a four-lane construction of U. S.
Highway 58 between Abingdon and Damascus; a super two-lane or
three-lane reconstruction of existing U. S. Highway 58 between
Damascus and Volney; and a four-lane superhighway between Volney and
Galax, which would provide for enhanced economic development
opportunities for Washington County and Grayson County, while
preserving the beauty of the Mount Rogers Recreation Area and the
Jefferson National Forest; and

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors of
Washington County is adamantly opposed to any alternative which would
turn u. S. Highway 58 up existing Interstate 77 at Hillsville to
Wytheville and then down Interstate 81 from Wytheville to Bristol or
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Abingdon, as such an alternative would fail to open up vital economic
development areas in Washington County and Grayson County, and would
also negate the purposes of economic development and enhanced
communications capabilities between Southwest Virginia and the port
areas of Virginia.

The Board of Supervisors urges the Joint Study Committee to
favorably report this road construction project to the General
Assembly and to use such innovative funding proposals as may be
necessary to ensure that this important project may be completed.

DATED:

MOTION:

September 27, 1988

Introduced by Supervisor Joe Bert Rhea, District E
Second by Supervisor Ken Mathews, District A

VOTE: 6-0
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321 SHAWNEE AVENUE. EAST
elG STONE GAP. VA 24219

(703) 523-5450

WASHINGTON OFFICE­

428 CANNON HOUSE OFFtO
WASHINGTON. DC 20:::. ; :;

(202) 225-3'"

CONSTITUENT SERVICE OFFices:

118 £AST MAIN STREET
ABINGDON. VA 24210
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s£.r '\. 2. \988

Of'f'\C€

Mr. Ray D. Pethtel
Commissioner
Department of Highways and Transportation
Commonwealth of Virginia
1221 East Broad street
Richmond, Virginia 23219

RIC~ BOUCHER
I'H D'STluc" V'RGINIA

AsIISTANT MAJOtIITY WH'P

COMMITTI£S:

ENERGY AND COMMERCE

SELECT COMMITTEE ON AGING

JUDICIARY

~CIENCE.. SPACE. AND TECHNOLOGY

Dear Ray:

I understand that the Virginia Department of Transportation
is currently stUdying the feasibility of converting u.s. Route 58
into a four lane road from the Cumberland Gap in Lee County to
Virginia Beach.

As you and I have discussed, I believe that such a plan
would greatly enhance both industrial development and tourism in
Southwest Virginia. I strongly endorse this proposal, and I will
look forward to working with you to realize this goal.

I am greatly concerned, however, that one proposal under
consideration by VDOT would relocate part of Route 58 by
utilizing Interstates 81 and 77 to bypass Damascus and Grayson
County. The implementation of this plan would be a grave error
which would all but destroy the hope of economic development in
communities such as Damascus, Taylors Valley, Konnarock, Green
Cove, White Top, Rugby, Volney and Independence.

Such a plan would also inhibit the development of valuable
tourist destinations such as the Virginia Creeper Trail, the
Mount Rogers National Recreation Area, two of our National
Wilderness Areas and the Grayson Highlands state Park.

Ray, I encourage you to concentrate your study on plans
which will follow the existing route and enhance the development
of all of Southwest Virginia. with kind personal regards and
best wishes, I remain

Rick Boucher
Member of Congress
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QIurroll QIountl! ~ourb of ~UperDi90r9
OFFICE OF THE COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR

P.O. BOX 515
HILLSVILLE, VIRGINIA 24343 (703) 728-3331

September 20,1988

Mr. Alan B. Wambold~ Ph. D.
Legislative Research Associate
910 Capital Street
F'.O. BOH 3-AG
Richmond, VA 23208

Dear Mr. Wambold:

The Carroll County Board of Supervisors, at their meeting held September 14,
1988 wei,t e,l' l-eCCt}-d as SLlPPOi-ti11g the C01,st'-LlCtiol1 of a "supet-highway" alc,ng
Virginia's Southern Boundary following as closely as possible the ,-oute of U.S.
58.

Our Board would be opposed to a highway that would not benefit areas currently
served by U.S. 58, as this route currently pl-oviding us with the opportunities
to encourage economic development, create jobs, and divel-sity our tax base.

Thank you for any consideration you are abl~ to give our Boardls position on
this matter~

Si ncel-el y,

Clinto,., D. Swain
County Administrator
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Q6·Dec·88

Analysis For HJR 172

8.4X Dedication of TTF Special Session Revenues to Special Projects

FY 89 FY 90 FY 91 FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 Total
.......... .......... .......... .......... . ............

Estimate of Special Session Revenues
Motor Vehicle Fuels Tax 80,870,000 81,160,000 81,337,000 81,717,000 82,105,000 82,486,000 489,675 ,000
Road Tax 4,988,000 5,135,000 5,284,000 5,469,000 5,670,000 5,881,000 32,427,000
Aviation Fuels Tax 996,000 1,008,000 1,027,000 1,044,000 1,056,000 1,068,000 6,199,000
State General Sales & Use Tax 211 ,800,000 228,800,000 245,500,000 265,500,000 286,600,000 306,400,000 1,544,600,000
Motor Vehicle Sales & Use Tax 102,149,000 104,739,000 110,788,000 117,482,000 125,895,000 133,529,000 694,582,000
Motor Vehicle Rental Tax 2,905,000 2,960,000 3,112,000 3,289,000 3,572,000 3, n9,000 19,617,000
License Fees 16,744,000 16,026,000 15,525,000 15,894,000 16,421,000 16,801,000 97,411,000

.......... .......... .......... .......... .............
Total Tax Revenues 420,452,000 439,828,000 462,573,000 490,395,000 521,319,000 549,944,000 2,884,511,000

Less:
Leaking Underground Storage 3,435,000 0 0 0 0 0 3,435,000
Tank Fund

Trust Fund Management 463,800 474,900 485,700 496,800 508,400 520,500 2,950,100
.......... ........... .......... .......... .............

Net Revenues Available 416,553,200 439,353,100 462,087,300 489,898,200 520,810,600 549,423,500 2,878,125,900

Current Distribution
851 Highways 354,070,220 373,450,135 392,n4,205 416,413,470 442,689,010 467,009,975 2,446,407,015
151 Other Modes 62,482,980 65,902,965 69,313,095 73,484,730 78,121,590 82,413,525 431,718,885

........... ........... ............ ........... ........... ........... .............
Total 416,553,200 439,353,100 462,087,300 489,898,200 520,810,600 549,423,500 2,878,125,900

Revised Distribution With 8.41
Retained for Special Projects

76.61 Highways 319,079,700 336,544,400 353,958,900 375,262,100 398,940,900 420,858,400 2,204,644,400
15.0% Other Modes 62,483,000 65,903,000 69,313,100 73,484,700 78,121,600 82,413,500 431 f 718,900
8.41 Special Projects 34,990,500 36,905,700 38,815,300 41.151,400 43,748,100 46,151,600 241,762,600

........... ........... ........... ........... ........... ............ .............
Total 416,553,200 439,353,100 462,087,300 489,898,200 520,810,600 549,423,500 2,878,125,900
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06-Dec·88

Analysis For HJR 172

8.4X Dedication of TTF Special Session Revenues to Special Projects

FY 89 FY 90 FY 91 FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 Total
.......... .......... .......... . .............

Current Cons t rue t i on Altocet ion
(Ccmbined Ft.nds-HMO and TTF)

Primary System 199,797,400 195,338,300 191,834,700 185,637,500 187,216,300 180,727,600 1,140,551,800
Secondary System 181,114,300 176,637,500 173,388,600 161,754,700 169,220,600 163,379,100 1,031,494,800
Urban System 149,848,100 146,503,800 143,876,000 139,228,100 140,412,200 135,545,700 855,413,900

........... ............ ........... ........... ........... ........... .............
Total 530,759,800 518,479,600 509,099,300 492,620,300 496,849,100 479,652,400 3,027,460,500

Revised Construction Allocation
(Ccmbined FW'ds·HMO and TTF)

Pri.ry System 186,614,400 181,421,300 1n,197,500 170,119,200 170,709,300 163,319,200 1,049,380,900
Secondary System 169,194,100 164,086,700 160,188,400 153,760,200 154,359,800 147,692,200 949,281,400
Urban System 139,960,800 136,065,900 132,898,100 127,589,500 128,031,900 122,489,400 787,035,600

........... ........... ........... ........... ........... ........... . ............
Subtotal 495,169,300 481,573,900 470,284,000 451,468,900 453,101,000 433,500,800 2,185,691,900

Special Projects (8.41) 34,990,500 36,905,700 38,815,300 41,151,400 43,748,100 46,151,600 241,162,600
........... ........... ........... ........... ........... ........... .............

Total 530,759,800 518,479,600 509,099,300 492,620,300 496,849,100 479,652,400 3,027,460,500

Di fference OVer/(Under)
PriMry 5yst.
Secondary 5yst.
Urban 5yst.

(13,183,000) (13,917,000) (14,637,200) (15,518,300) (16,507,000) (17,408,400)
(11,920,200) (12,550,800) (13,200,200) (13,994,500) (14,860,800) (15,686,900)
(9,881,300) (10,437,900) (10,977,900) <11,638,600) (12,380,300) (13,056,300)

(91,170,900)
(82,213,400)
(68,378,300)

$&j)total (34,990,500) (36,905,100) (38,815,300) (41,151,400) <43,148,100) (46,151,600) (241,162,600)

Special Projects (8.4%) 34,990,500 36,905,700 38,815,300 41,151,400 43,748,100 46,151,600 241,762,600

Total

VOOT Budget Division
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06·Dec-88

Anal ys i s For HJR 172

8.4% Dedication of TTF Special Session Revenues to Special Projects

FY 89 FY 90 FY 91 FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 Total
.......... .......... .............

Current District SlII'm8ry·
Net Primary, Secondary & Urban

Bristol 61,581,431 59,086,748 57,916,432 55,943,128 56,462,590 54,492,299 345,482,628
Salem 61,054,041 58,649,351 57,917,279 55,930,488 56,439,048 54,520,926 344,511,133
lynchburg 47,491,227 45,641,463 44,676,417 43,173,993 43,612,370 42,143,313 266, 738, 783
Richmond 70,909,861 74,345,360 73,562,603 71,514,975 72,152,258 69,906,233 432,391,290

Suffolk 102,816,9n 99,969,043 98,073,357 94,863,686 96,469,745 93,437,570 585,630,378
Freder icksburg 32,685,392 31,586,166 31,294,689 30,300,070 30,545,701 29,506,585 185,918,603
Culpeper 34,172,868 32,780,464 32,075,615 30,992,007 31,312,403 30,260,888 191,594,245
Staunton 43,402,100 42,010,833 41,178,003 39,855,762 40,160,793 38,869,666 245,4n,157
Northern Va 76,645,903 74,410,172 72,404,905 70,046,191 69,694,192 66,514,920 429,716,283

... ---.-._. ........... ........... ........... ._ ...... -.- ........... .- .........
Total 530,759,800 518,479,600 509,099,300 492,620,300 496,849,100 479,652,400 3,027,460,500

Revised District SLmnary·
Net Primary, Secondary & Urban

Bristol 57,5n,875 54,954,527 53,569,833 51,335,240 51,633,781 49,358,345 318,429,601
Salem 57,049,555 54,490,239 53,543,364 51,293,023 51,558,878 49,343,914 317,278,973
Lynchburg 44,412,511 42,451,556 41,321,305 39,617,002 39,875,151 38,175,586 245,853,111
Richmond 66,287,918 69,010,962 67,952,567 65,567,175 65,889,232 63,264,863 397,9n,717
Suffolk 96,071,167 92,890,165 90,628,245 86,970,445 87,690,616 84,154,715 538,405,353
Freder icksburg 30,494,554 29,325,448 28,917,034 27,779,336 27,904,674 26,698,345 171,119,391
Culpeper 31,961,201 30,493,592 29,670,406 28,442,117 28,637,191 27,418,300 176,622,807
StaU'\ton 40,540,432 39,041,828 38,055,240 36,545,124 36,679,755 35,175,477 226,037,856
Northern Va 71,374,087 68,915,583 66,626,006 63,919,438 63,231,nZ 59,911,255 393,978,091

........... ........... ........... ........... ........... ........... . ..........
Total 495,769,300 481,573,900 470,284,000 451,468,900 453,101,000 433,500,800 2,785,697,900

Difference Over/(Under)
Bristol (4,003,556) (4,132,221) (4,346,599) (4.607,888) (4,828,809) (5,133,954) (27,053,027)
Salem (4,004,486) (4,159,112) (4.373,915) (4,637,465) (4,880,170) (5,1n,012) (27,232.160)
lynchburg (3,078,716) (3,189,907) (3,355,112) (3,556,991 ) (3,737,219) (3,967,727) C20,885,6n)
Richmond (4,621,943) (5,334,398) (5,610,036) (5,947,800) (6,263,026) (6,641,370) (34,418,573)
Suffolk (6,745,810) (7,078,878) (7,445,112) (7,893,241 ) (8,779,129) (9,282,855) (47,225,025 )
Freder i cksburg (2,190,838) (2,260,718) (2,377,655) (2,520,734) (2,641,Ol7) (2,808,240) (14,799,212)
Culpeper (2,211,667) (2,286,8n) (2,405,209) (2,549,890) (2,675,212) (2,842,588) (14,971,438)
StaU'\ton (2,861,668) (2,969,005 ) (3,122,763) (3,310,638) (3,481,038) (3,694,189) (19,439,301)
Northern Va (5,271,816) (5,494,589) (5,778,899) (6,126,753) (6,462,470) (6,603,665) (35,738.192)

-- ......... -- ...... -.. ........... ........... ........... ........... . ..........
Total (34,990,500) (36,905,700) (38,815,300) (41,151,400) (43,748,100) (46,151,600) (241,762.600)
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06-Dec·88

Analysis For HJR 172

8.4X Dedication of TTF Special Session Revenues to Special Projects

FY 89 FY 90 FY 91 FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 Total
........... -- ........ .......... .............

Current Net Primary Allocation
Bri stol 33,863,400 32,098,100 31,432,200 30,322,900 30,614,300 29,534,100 187,865,000
Saleen 24,529,200 23,012,300 22,933,100 22,081,800 22,296,000 21,557,100 136,409,500
lynchburg 22,418,600 21,182,900 20,666,600 19,943,900 20,179,800 19,520,000 123,911,800
Richmord 23,993,500 28,512,000 28,558,200 27,967,000 28,230,600 27,505,000 164,766,300
Suffolk 16,631,900 15,715,100 15,332,100 14,795,900 15,720,300 15,486,600 93,681,900
Fredericksburg 19,062,600 18,285,700 18,236,200 17,664,800 17,801,400 17,203,000 108,253,700
Culpeper 17,732,100 16,754,200 16,345,700 15,m,800 15,960,500 15,438,400 98,004,700
Staunton 18,285,800 17,517,700 17,135,700 16,595,000 16,696,700 16,215,100 102,446,000
Northern Va 23,280,300 22,260,300 21,194,900 20,492,400 19,716,700 18,268,300 125,212,900

........... ........... ........... .... _...... . ........... . ........... ..............
Total 199,797,400 195,338,300 191,834,700 185,637,500 187,216,300 180, n7,600 1,140,551,SOO

Revised Net Primary Allocation
Bristol 31,681,000 29,880,000 29,099,100 27,849,400 28,049,500 26,791,500 173,350,300
Salem 22,929,700 21,386,600 21,223,300 20,269,100 20,416,200 19,547,000 125,n1,900
Lynchburg 20,990,300 19,731,200 19,139,800 18,325,200 18,501,200 17,n5,100 114,412,800
Richmond 22,464,900 26,440,400 26,379,500 25,657,100 25,835,300 24,943,800 151,n1,000
Suffolk 15,5n,300 14,638,100 14,199,400 13,595,100 14,059,900 13,711 ,200 85, n6, 000
Freder i cksburg 17,769,300 16,971,200 16,853,700 16,199,100 16,281,500 15,5n,700 99,652,500
Culpeper 16,601,900 15,605,500 15,137,500 14,493,000 14,632,300 14,018,100 90,488,300
Sta"'ton 17,076,800 16,288,900 15,843,300 15,224,800 15,275,800 14,695,800 94,405,400
Northern Va 21,528,100 20,479,400 19,321,800 18,506,500 17,657,500 16,309,000 113,802,300

........... ........... ........... ........... ........... ........... .............
Total 186,614,300 181,421,300 1n,197,400 170,119,300 170,709,200 163,319,200 1,049,380,500

Difference Over/(Under)
Bristol (2,182,400) (2,218,100) (2,333,100) (2,473,500) (2,564 ,800) (2,742,600) (14,514,700)
Sat_ e1, 599,500) (1,625,700) (1,709,800) (1,812,700) (1,879,800) (2,010,100) ( 10,637,600)
lynchburg (1,428,300) (1,451,700) (1,526,800) (1,618,700) (1,678,600) (1,794,900) (9,499,000)
Riclvaond (1,528,600) (2,071 ,600) (2,178,700) (2,309,900) (2,395,300) (2,561,200) (13,045,300)
Suffolk (1,059,600) (l,On,OOO) (1,132,700) (1,200,800) (1,660,400) (1,775,400) (7,905,900)
frederi cksburg (1,293,300) (1,314,500) (1,382,500) (1,465,700) ( 1,519,900) (1,625,300) (8,601,200)
Culpeper (1,130,200) (1,148,700) (1,208,200) <1,280,800) (1,328,200) (1,420,300) (7,516,400)
StaW1ton (1,209,000) ( 1,228,800) (1,292,400) <1,370,200) (1,420,900) (1,519,300) (8,040,600)
Northern Va (1,752,200) (1,780,900) (1,873, 100) (1,985,900) (2,059,200) (1,959,300) (11,410,600)........... ........... ........... ........... . ... -_ ..... ........... .............

Total (13,183,100) (13,917,000) (14,637,300) (15,518,200) (16,507,100) ( 17,408,400) (91,171,300)
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Analysis For HJR 172

8.4X Dedication of TTF Special Session Revenues to Special Projects

FY 89 FY 90 FY 91 FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 Total
.......... .... -..... .......... .. __ ...... ...............

Current Secondary Allocation
Bri stol 23,173,331 22,545,448 22,120,532 21,397,628 21,589,590 20,847,299 131,673,828

Salem 21,242,341 20,695,651 20,310,979 19,649,388 19,823,048 19,139,926 120,861,333
lynchburg 16,264,827 15,847,363 15,553,017 15,046,493 15,179,370 14,656,213 92,547,283

Richmond 27,197,261 26,554,360 26,071,403 25,226,475 25,444,258 24,564,333 155,058,090
Suffolk ",3'8,8n 11,058,543 10,858,757 10,507,386 10,597,445 10,230,570 64,571,578
Freder icksburg 12,397,392 12,102,366 11,881,889 11,496,670 11,596,101 11,195,185 70,669,603
Culpeper 13,096,968 12,757,064 12,519,415 12,111,407 12,218,703 11,797,788 74,501,345
Staunton 16,213,600 15,789,033 15,494,203 14,988,962 15,122,093 14,601,366 92,209,257
Northern Va 40,209,703 39,287,672 38,578,405 37,330,291 37,649,992 36,346,420 229,402,483

........... ........... ........... . .......... ........... ........... -............
Total 181,114,300 176,637,500 173,388,600 167,754,700 169,220,600 163,379,100 1,031,494,800

Revised Secondary Allocation
Bristol 21,651,975 20,947,827 20,440,233 19,616,240 19,701,181 18,852,045 121,209,501
Salem 19,845,755 19,226,839 18,766,164 18,011,623 18,085,178 17,304,714 111,240,273
lynchburg 15,195,411 14,722,556 14,370,005 13,792,302 13,848,451 13,250,786 85,179,511
Richmond 25,405,218 24,665,262 24,084,567 23,120,075 23,205,732 22,202,363 142,683,217
Suffolk 10,5n,567 10,271,265 10,030,745 9,629,545 9,664,116 9,246,015 59,414,253
Fredericksburg 11,580,654 11,241,548 10,976,534 10,536,836 10,576,174 10,118,945 65,030,691
Culpeper 12,236,101 11,851,892 11,567,406 11,102,117 11,147,891 10,666,900 68,5n,307
Stall\ton 15,148,132 14,669,028 14,316,240 13,740,124 13,797,355 13,202, '" 84,873,056
Northern Va 37,558,287 36,490,483 35,636,506 34,211,338 34,333,n2 32,848,255 211,078,591

........... ........... . .......... ........... ........... ........... .............
Total 169,194,100 164,086,700 160,188,400 153,760,200 154,359,800 147,692,200 949,281,400

Difference Over/(Under)
Bristol (1,521,356) (1,597,621 ) (1,680,299) (1,781,388) (1,888,409) (1,995,254) (10,464,327)
Salem (1,396,586) (1,468,812) (1,544,815) ( 1,637,765 ) (1,737,870) (1,835,212) (9,621,060)
lynchburg ( 1,069,416) (1,124,807) (1,183,012) (1,254,191) (1,330,919) (1,405,427) (7,367,m)
Richmond (1,792,043) (1,889,098) (1,986,836) (2,106,400) (2,238,526) (2,361,970) (12,374,873)
Suffolk (746,310) (787,278) (828,012) (8n,841) (933,329) (984,555) (5,157,325)
Freder icksburg (816,738) (860,818) (905,355) (959,834) (1,019,927) (1,076,240) (5,638,912)
Culpeper (860,867) (905,172) (952,009) (1,009,290) (1,070,812) (1,130,888) (5,929,038)
Stall1ton ( 1,065,468) (1,120,005) (1,1n,963) (1,248,838) (1,324,738) (1,399,189) (7,336,201 )
Northern Va (2,651,416) (2,797, 189) (2,941,899) (3,118,953) (3,316,270) (3,498,165) ( 18,323,892)

........... .-......... ........... ............ ........... ............ . ............
Total ( 11,920,200) (12,550,800) (13,200,200) (13,994,500) (14,860,800) ( 15 ,686,900) (82,213,400)
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Analysis For HJR 172

8.4X Dedication of TTF Special Session Revenues to Special Projects

FY 89 FY 90 FY 91 FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 Total
.......... .......... . ......... .-_ ....... .- ........ ........ -.- ..

Current Urban Allocat ion
Bristol 4,544,700 4,443,200 4,363,700 4,222,600 4,258,700 4,110,900 25,943,800

Salem 15,282,500 14,941,400 14,673,200 14,199,300 14,320,000 13,823,900 87,240,300
lynchburg 8,807,800 8,611,200 8,456,800 8,183,600 8,253,200 7,967,100 50,279,700

Richmond 19,719,100 19,279,000 18,933,000 18,321,500 18,4n,400 17,836,900 112,566,900
Suffolk 74,866,200 73,195,400 71,882,500 69,560,400 70,152,000 67,720,400 427,376,900
fredericksburg 1,225,400 1,198,100 1,176,600 1,138,600 1,148,200 1,108,400 6,995,300

Culpeper 3,343,800 3,269,200 3,210,500 3,106,800 3,133,200 3,024,700 19,088,200

StaU'\ton 8,902,700 8,704,100 8,548,100 8,271,800 8,342,000 8,053,200 50,821,900
Northern Va 13,155,900 12,862,200 12,631,600 12,223,500 12,327,500 11,900,200 75,100,900

........... ......... -. ........... .......... -. ........... ............. ........ , ... -
Total 149,848,100 146,503,800 143,876,000 139,228,100 140,412,200 135,545,700 855,413,900

Revised Urban Allocation
Bristol 4,244,900 4,126,700 4,030,500 3,869,600 3,883,100 3,714,800 23,869,600
Salem 14,274,100 13,876,800 13,553,900 13,012,300 13,057,500 12,492,200 80,266,800
lynchburg 8,226,800 7,991,800 7,811 ,500 7,499,500 7,525,500 7,199,700 46,260,800
Richmond 18,411,800 17,905,300 17,488,500 16,790,000 16,848,200 16,118,700 103,568,500
Suffolk 69,926,200 67,980,800 66,398,000 63,745,900 63,966,500 61,197,500 393,214,900
Freder icksburg 1,144,600 1,112,100 1,086,800 1,043,400 1,041,000 1,001,700 6,436,200
Culpeper 3,123,200 3,036,200 2,965,500 2,847,000 2,857,000 2,733,300 17,562,200
Sta~ton 8,315,500 8,083,900 7,895,700 7,580,200 7,606,600 7,2n,500 46,759,400
Northern Va 12,287,700 11,945,100 11,667,700 11,201,600 11,240,500 10,754,000 69,097,200

........... ........... ........... ........... ........... ........... .............
Total 139,960,800 136,065,900 132,898,100 127,589,500 128,031,900 122,489,400 181,035,600

Difference OYer/(Under)
Bristol (299,800) (316,500) (333,200) (353,000) (375,600) (396,100) (2,074,200)
S.l_ (1,008,400) (1,064,600) (1, 119,300) (1,187,000) <1,262,500) (1,331,700) <6,973,500)
Lynchburg (581,000) (613,400) (645,300) (684,100) (721,700) (767,400) <4,018,900)
Richmond (1,301,300) (1,373,700) (1,444,500) (1,531,500) (1,629,200) (1,718,200) (8,998,400)
Suffolk (4,940,000) (5,214,600) (5,484,500) (5,814,500) (6,185,500) (6,522,900) (34,162,000)
fredericksburg (80,800) (85,400) (89,800) (95,200) (101,200) (106,700) <559, '00)
Culpeper (220,600) (233,000) (245,000) (259,800) (276,200) (291,400) (1,526,000)
Stat.nton (587,200) (620,200) (652,400) (691,600) (735,400) (775,700) (4,062,500)
Northern Va (868,200) (916,500) (963,900) (1,021,900) (1,087,000) <1,146,200) (6,003,700)

........... ........... ........... . ........... . .......... ........... .............
Total (9,887,300) <10,437,900) <10,9n,900) <11,638,600) <12,380,300) (13,056,300) (68,378,300)
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Analysis For HJR 172

8.4X Dedication of TTF Special Session Revenues to Special Projects

FY 89 FY 90 FY 91 FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 Total
.--- ...... ........ -.. .. -....... . ............

Secondary System-By County/District

Current Distribution-Bristol District
Bland 747,717 726,717 712,883 689,530 695,783 671,901 4,244,531
Buchanan 2,576,424 2,506,687 2,459,456 2,379,086 2,400,423 2,317,888 14,639,964
Dickenson 1,658,884 1,612,193 1,581,483 1,529,668 1,543,549 1,490,574 9,416,351
Grayson 1,729,614 1,679,736 1,647,517 1,593,448 1,608,017 1,552,894 9,811,226
lee 2,061,594 2,004,838 1,966,885 1,902,539 1,919,689 1,853,735 11,709,280
Russell 2,553,033 2,481,913 2,434, n4 2,355,058 2,376,362 2,294,764 14,495,904
Scott 2,338,696 2,272,278 2,228,884 2,155,813 2,175,430 2,100,800 13,271,901
Smyth 1,449,801 1,412,669 1,386,443 1,341,296 1,353,134 1,306,495 8,249,844
Tazewell 2,040,152 1,988,652 1,951,875 1,888,3n 1,904,970 1,839,269 11,613,290
\,Iashington 2,513,437 2,447,835 2,402,167 2,323,852 2,344,473 2,263,n9 14,295,493
\,lise 1,191,559 1,148,167 1,716,179 1,660,483 1,674,912 1,617,045 10,208,345
\Jythe 1,712,414 1,663,163 1,631,986 1,578,483 1,592,848 1,538,205 9,717,699
TOTALS 23,173,331 22,545,448 22,120,532 21,397,628 21,589,590 20,847,299 131,673,828

131,673,828
Revised Distribution-Bristol District
Bland 698,680 675,279 658,782 632,175 635,026 607,681 3,907,623
Buchanan 2,401,274 2,329,052 2,272,628 2,181,018 2,190,451 2,096,039 13,476,462
Dickenson 1,550,097 1,498,086 1,461,471 1,402,437 1,408,n8 1,348,117 8,668,986
Grayson 1,616,2n 1,560,944 1,522,576 1,460,992 1,461,781 1,404,621 9,033,186
lee 1,926,310 1,862,841 1,811,540 1,144,209 1,151,900 1,676,422 10,779,222
Russell 2,385,551 2,306,192 2,249,959 2,159,125 2,168,n4 2,075,363 13,344,970
Scott 2,185,369 2,111,499 2,059,784 1,976,541 1,985,569 1,900,093 12,218,855
smyth 1,354,4n 1,312,395 1,280,981 1,229,488 1,234,482 1,181,203 7,593,026
Tazewell 1,905,952 1,847,414 1,803,350 1,730,911 1,737,825 1,662,795 10,6P' '~61

~ashington 2,348,254 2,274,180 2,219,525 2,130,221 2,139,061 2,046,781 13, ~ ":22
\,lise 1,673,585 1,623,883 1,585,464 1,521,902 1,527,700 1,461,681 9,3 ~15

Wthe 1,600,148 1,546,042 1,508,173 1,447,221 1,453,834 1,391,249 8,9':'0,661
TOTALS 21,651,975 20,947,827 20,440,233 19,616,240 19,701,181 18,852,045 121,209,501

121,209,501
Difference Over/(Under)-8ristol District
Bland (49,037) (51,438) (54,101) (57,355) (60,757) (64,220) (336,908)
B~hanan (169,150) (In,635) (186,828) (198,068) (209,9n) (221,849) (1,163,502)
Dickenson (108,787) (114,107) (120,012) (121,231) (134,n1) (142,457) (747,365)
Grayson (113,342) (118,192) (124,941) (132,456) (140,236) (148,273) (778,040)
lee (135,284) (141,997) (149,345) (158,330) (167,789) on,313) (930,058)
Russell (167,476) (115,721 ) (184,815) (195,933) (207,588) (219,401) ( 1, 150,934)
Scott (153,327) (160,n9) (169,100) <179,272) (189,861> (200,707) (1,053,046)
Smyth (95,330> (100,274 ) ( 105,462) (111,808) (118,652) (125,292) (656,818)
Tazewell (134,200) (141,218) (148,525 ) (157,461 ) (167,145) (176,474) (925,023)
\,lash ington (165,183) ( 173.655) ( 182,642) (193,631) <205,412) <216,948) (1,137,471)
\.lise (117,974) (124,284) (130,715 ) (138,581 ) <147,212) (155,364) (814,130)
\Jythe (112,266) (117,721) ( 123,813) (131,262) (139,014) (1'.6,956) (n1,032)
TOTALS (1,521,356) (1,597,621 ) ( 1,680, 299) (1,781,388) ( 1, 888 , 409) ( 1,995,254 ) ( 10,464,321)
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Analysis For HJR 172

8.4% Dedication of rTF Special Session Revenues to Special Projects

FY 89 FY 90 FY 91 FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 Total.......... .......... ..............
Current Distribution-Sal_ District
Bedford 2,901,187 2,823,936 2,770,966 2,680,512 2,704,437 2,611,379 16,492,417
Botetourt 1,723,008 1,6n,703 1,646,341 1,592,642 , ,606,805 1,551,485 9,797,984
Carroll 2,179,040 2,119,071 2,078,960 2,010,949 2,029,074 1,959,361 12,376,455
Craig 334,188 325,917 319,920 309,524 312,2-30 301,453 1,903,232
Floyd 1,212,240 1,178,664 1,156,314 1,118,470 1,128,571 1,089,808 6,884,067
Frankl in 2,111,533 2,059,427 2,021,564 1,955,884 1,972,967 1,904,855 12,026,230
Giles 1,015,473 988,254 969,683 938,016 946,404 913,849 5,n1,679
Henry 2,412,597 2,357,231 2,314,668 2,239,779 2,258,965 2,180,754 13,763,994
Montgomery 1,623,053 1,578,223 1,548,319 1,497,655 1,511,168 1,459,258 9,217,676
Patrick 1,652,851 1,607,212 1,576,762 1,525,168 1,538,928 1,486,063 9,386,984
Pulaski 1,489,668 1,450,836 1,423,m 1,3n,363 1,389,581 1,341,721 8,4n,946
ROlnCke 2,587,503 2,529,177 2,483,705 2,403,426 2,423,918 2,339,940 14,767,669
TOTALS 21,242,341 ·20,695,651 20,310,979 19,649,388 19,823,048 19,139,926 120,861,333

Revised Distributlon-Sal_ District
Bedford 2,710,626 2,623,719 2,560,388 2,457,265 2,467,697 2,361,291 15,180,986
Botetourt 1,609,795 1,558,709 1,521,189 1,459,960 1,466,070 1,402,834 9,018.557
Carroll 2,036,048 1,968,982 1,921,104 1,843,596 1,851,n2 1,771,943 11,393,395
Craig 312,194 302,760 295,565 283,704 284,812 2n,510 1,751,545
floyd 1,132,705 1,095,199 1,068,529 1,025,404 1,029,957 985,589 6,337,383
Frankl in 1,972,555 1,913,089 1,867,655 1,792,713 1,799,691 1,721,950 11,067,653
Giles 948,785 918,200 896,005 859,905 863,583 826,352 5,312,830
Henry 2,253,514 2,189,406 2,138,160 2,052,648 2,059,998 1,970,8n 12,664,598
MontlClllry 1,516,557 1,466,453 1,430,765 1,373,030 1,379,106 1,319,694 8,485,605
'atrick 1,544,399 1,493,389 1,457,048 1,398,252 1,404,439 1,343,935 8,641,462
Pulaski , ,391, 763 1,347,906 1,315,521 1,262,593 1,267,825 1,213,129 7,798,737
Roanoke 2,416,814 2,349,027 2,294,235 2,202,553 2,210,278 2, '14,615 13,587,522
TOTALS 19,845,755 19,226,839 18,766,164 18,011,623 18,085,178 17,304,714 11 1,240,213

Difference Over/(Under)-Sal_ District
Bedford (190,561) (200,217) (210,578) (223,247) <236,740) (250,088) (1,311,431 )
Botetourt (113,213) (118,994) (125,152) <132,682) (140,735) (148,651 ) (779,427)
Carroll (142,992) (150,089) (157,856) (167,353) (1n,352) (187,418) (983,060)
Cratg (21,994) (23,157) (24,355) (25,820) (27,418) (28,943) (151,687>
floyd (79,535) (83,465) (87,785) (93,066) (98,614) (104,219) (546.684)
frrilin (138,978) (146,338) (153,909) (163,171 ) (173,276) ( 182,905) (958,577)
Gil" (66,688) (70,054) (73,678) (78,"1) (82,821> (87,497) (458,849)
Henry (159,083) (167,825) (176,508) (187,131) (198,967) (209,882) (1,099,396)
Montgc.ry (106,496) (111,770) (117,554) (124,625) ( 132,062) (139,564) (732,071)
Patrick (108,452) (113,823) (119.714) (126,916) (134,489) (142,128) (745,522)
Pulaski (97,905) (102,930) (108,256) (114,770) (121,756) (128,592) (674,209)
Roanoke ( 170,689) (180,150) ( 189,470) (200,873) (213,6:.0) (225,325) (1, 1S0, 147>
TOTALS (1,396,586) (1,468,812) (1,544,815) (1,637,765) (1,737,870) <1,835,212) (9 , 621 , 060)
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Analysis For HJR 172

8.4X Dedication of TT F Spec i a l Sess i on Revenues to Special Projects

FY 89 FY 90 FY 91 FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 Total
.......... _......... . ......... .............

Current Distribution-Lynchburg District

Antlerst 1,909,850 1,859,527 1,824,746 1,765,220 1,780,927 1,719,618 10,859,888
Appomattox 933,456 909,541 892,655 863,587 871,210 841,181 5,311,630
Buckingham 1,430,385 1,391,450 1,365,192 1,320,564 1,332,427 1,286,625 8,126,643

Caq:bell 2,018,546 1,972,661 1,937,124 1,874,482 1,890,500 1,825,022 11,518,335
Charlotte 1,166,831 1,136,129 1,114,887 1,078,521 1,088,114 1,050,653 6,635,135
CU1i)er l and 836,269 813,145 797,733 n1,628 778,592 751,848 4,749,215

Hali fax 2,133,938 2,080,853 2,042,517 1,976,125 1,993,423 1,924,629 12,151,485

Nelson 1,282,851 1,247,739 1,224,157 1,184,125 1,194,780 1,153,720 7,287,3n
Pittsylvania 3,575,579 3,484,859 3,420,328 3,309,015 3,338,142 3,223,036 20,350,959
Prince Edward 9n,122 951,459 933,678 903,226 911,255 879,881 5,556,621

TOTALS 16,264,827 15,847,363 15,553,017 15,046,493 15,179,370 14,656,213 92,547,283

Revi sed Di stributi on· Lynchburg 0 i stri ct

AntJerst 1,784,367 1,727,645 1,686,039 1,618,168 1,624,956 1,554,871 9,996,046
Appomattox 872,078 844,980 824,754 791,600 794,816 760,513 4,888,741
Buckingham 1,336,491 1,292,863 1,261,503 1,210,637 1,215,906 1,163,506 7,480,906
Can¢ell 1,885,416 1,832,181 1,789,376 1,717,843 1,723,927 1,649,326 10,598,069
Charlotte 1,090,163 1,055,549 1,030,136 988,672 992,812 949,990 6,107,322
CUJi)erland 781,399 755,560 737,168 707,419 710,554 679,944 4,3n,044
Halifax 1,993,515 1,933,027 1,887,042 1,811,294 1,818,409 1,739,874 11,183,161
Nelson 1,198,655 1,159,349 1,131,193 1,085,568 1,090,323 1,043,341 6,708,429
Pittsylvania 3,340,411 3,237,430 3,160,095 3,033,124 3,045,311 2,913,847 18,730,218
Prince Edward 912,916 883,9n 862,699 827,9n 831,437 795,574 5, "4,575
TOTALS 15,195,411 14, n2,556 14,370,005 13,792,302 13,848,451 13,250,786 85,179,511

Difference Over/(Under)-Lynchburg District

AntJerst (125,483) (131,882) (138,707> (147,052) (155,971 ) (164,747) (863,842)
Appomattox (61,378) (64,561) (67,901> (71,987) (76,394) (80,668) (422,889)
Buckingham (93,894) (98,587) (103,689) (109,927) (116,521) (123,119) (645,137)
Can¢ell (133,130) (1'0,480) (147,748) (156,639) (166,573) (175,696) (920,266)
Charlotte (76,668) (80,580) (84,751) (89,849) (95,302) (100,663) (527,813)
Cunber 1and (54,870) (57,585) (60,565) (64,209) (68,038) (71,904) (3n,171)
Halifax (140,423) (147,826) (155,475) (164,831 ) (175,014) (184,755) (968,324)
Nelson (84,196) (88,390) (92,964) (98,557) (104,457) (110,379) (578,943)
pi ttsyl vani a (235,168) (247,429) (260,233) (275,891 ) (292,831 ) (309,189) (1,620,741)
Prince Edward (64,206) (67,487> (70,979) (75,249) (79,818) (84,307) (442,046)
TOTALS ( 1,069,416) (1,124,807) (1,183,012) (1,254,191) (1,330,919) (1,405,427) (7,367,m)
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Anal ys is For HJR 172

8.4% Dedication of TTF Special Session Revenues to Spedal Projects

FY 89 FY 90 FY 91 FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 Total
........... .......... .......... .......... .............

Current Distribut ion-R ichmond Distri ct
Amelia 877,585 854,257 838,240 810,880 818,114 789,961 4,989,037
Brunswick 1,260,803 1,229,657 1,207,043 1,167,824 ',178,027 1,137,361 7,180,715
Charles City 428,387 418,183 410,562 397,251 400,688 386,e35 2,441,906
Chesterfield 6,458,145 6,313,412 6,200,059 5,999,722 6,050,802 5,841,122 36,863,262
Dinwiddie 1,408,951 1,374,063 1,348,m 1,304,948 1,316,357 1,270,920 8,024,018
Goochland 811,239 791,439 776,929 751,703 758,249 732,060 4,621,619
Hanover 2,463,047 2,403,708 2,359,783 2,283,223 2,303,035 2,223,451 14,036,247
Henrico 7,068,335 6,910,584 6,786,631 6,567,389 6,623,243 6,393,691 40,349,873
Lunenburg 1,169,248 1,138,084 1,116,731 1,080,275 1,089,919 1,052,418 6,646,675
Meck lenburg 1,860,068 1,810,466 1,776,492 1,718,496 1,733,840 1,674,184 10,573,546
New Kent 682,263 665,176 652,900 631,669 637,209 615,224 3,884,441
Nottoway 711,321 694,494 681,861 659,762 665,459 642,446 4,055,343
Powhatan 835,013 814,247 799,248 m,268 780,037 753,117 4,754,930
Prince George 1,162,856 1,136,590 1,116,145 1,080,065 1,089,279 1,051,543 6,636,478
TOTALS 27,197,261 26,554,360 26,071,403 25,226,475 25,444,258 24,564,333 155,058,090

Revised Distribution-Richmond District
Amelia 819,940 793,687 774,536 743,343 746,493 714,303 4,592,302
Br\ltswick 1,177,821 1,142,283 1,115,149 1,070,400 1,074,571 1,028,154 6,608,378
Charles Ci ty 400,165 388,439 379,280 364,086 365,447 349,648 2,247,065
Chesterf ield 6,032,064 5,863,650 5,727,028 5,498,222 5,517,378 5,278,551 33,916,893
Dinwiddie 1,316,224 1,276,435 1,246,099 1,196,091 1,200,764 1,148,899 7,384,512
Goochland 757,830 735,184 717,763 688,9n 691,626 661,742 4,253,122
Hanover 2,300,833 2,232,794 2,180,026 2,092,649 2,100,573 2,009,786 12,916,661
Henrico 6,601,951 6,418,229 6,268,803 6,018,397 6,039,265 5,777,825 37,124,470
Lunenburg 1,092,450 1,057,396 1,031,868 990,306 994,515 951,633 6,118,168
Meekl enburg 1,737,897 1,682,109 1,641,493 1,575,375 1,582,074 1,5n,859 9,732,807
New Kent 637,375 617,930 603,210 578,988 581,280 556,179 3,574,962
Nottoway 664,453 645,088 629,899 604,673 606,915 580,674 3,731,702
Powhatan 780,065 756,402 738,409 708,769 711,552 680,820 4,376,017
Prince George 1,086,150 1,055,636 1,031,004 989,799 993,279 950,290 6,106,158
TOTALS 25,405,218 24,665,262 24,084,567 23,120,075 23,205,732 22,202,363 142,683,217

Difference Over/(Under)-Richmond District
Amelia (57,645) (60,570) (63,704) (67,537) (71,621) (75,658) (396,735)
Brunswick (82,982) (87,374) (91,894) (97,424) (103,456) (109,207) (5n,337)
Charles Ci ty (28,222) (29,744) (31,282) (33,165) (35,241 ) (37,187) (194,841)
Chesterfield (426,081 ) (449,762) (473,031 ) (501.500) (533,424) (562,571) (2,946, 369)
Dinwiddie (92,727) (97,628) (102,680) (108,857) (115,593) (122,021 ) (639,506)
Goochland (53,409) (56,255) (59,166) (62,726) (66,623) (70,318) (368,497)
Hanover (162,214) (170,914) (179,757) (190,574) (202,462) (213,665 ) (1,119,586)
Henrico (466,384) (492,355) (517,828) (548,992) (583,978) (615,866) (3,225,403)
Lunenburg (76,798) (80,688) (84,863) (89,969) (95,404) <100,785) (528,507)
Mecklenburg (122,171 ) ( 128,357) (134,999) (143,121) (151,766) <160,325) (840,739)
New Kent (44,888) (47,246) (49,690) (52,681' (55,929) (59,045 ) (309,479)
Nottoway (46,868) (49,406) (51,962) (55,089) (58,544 ) (61,772) (323,641)
Powhatan (54,948) (57,845) (60,839) (64,499) (68,485) ( 72,297) <378,913)
Prince George (76,706) (80,954) (85,141) (90,266) (96,000) (101,253) (530,320)
TOTALS ( 1,792,043 ) (1 ,889,098) (1,986,836) (2,106,400) (2,238,526) (2,361,970) (12,374,873)
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Anal ys; s For HJR 172

8.4X Dedication of TTF Spedal Session Revenues to Special Projects

FY 89 FY 90 FY 91 FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 Total
.......... .......... .......... . ......... . ............

Current Distribution-Suffolk District
Accomack 1,483,714 , ,450,326 1,424,261 1,378,230 , ,389,976 ',341,817 8,468,324
Greensville 606,282 592,552 581,886 563,073 567,880 548,209 3,459,882
Isle of Wight 1,142,732 1,114,820 ',094,378 1,058,843 1,068,065 1,031,178 6,510,016
James City 1,058,435 1,034,743 1~016, 170 983,338 991,707 957,340 6,041,733
Suffolk 2,190,269 2,140,352 2,101,769 2,033,794 2,051,184 1,980,149 12,497,517

Northa~ton 695,295 679,778 667,585 646,018 651,513 628,932 3,969,121
South~ton 1,309,784 1,278,405 1,255,076 1,214,370 1,224,892 1,182,554 7,465,081

Surry 483,926 472,752 464,203 449,179 453,032 437,351 2,760,443
Sussex 861,871 841,549 826,253 799,479 806,377 n8,488 4,914,017
York 1,486,569 1,453,266 1,427,176 1,381,062 , ,392,819 , ,344,552 8,485,444
TOTALS l',3'8,8n 11,058,543 10,858,757 10,507,386 10,597,445 10,230,570 64,571,578

Revised Distribution-Suffolk District
Accomack 1,385,834 1,347,017 1,315,607 1,263,037 ',267,458 1,212,599 7,791,552
Greensville 566,292 550,350 537,501 516,017 517,837 495,426 3,183,423
Isle of wi ght 1,067,499 1,035,582 1,011,039 970,490 974,223 932,130 5,990,963
James City 988,602 961,027 938,640 901,141 904,277 865,133 5,558,820
Suffolk 2,045,822 1,987,940 1,941,4n 1,863,850 1,870,471 1,789,533 11,499,088
Northanpton 649,418 631,346 616,647 592,015 594,068 568,351 3,651,845
South~ton 1,223,510 1,187,491 1,159,458 1,112,998 1,117,186 1,068,895 6,869,538
Surry 452,021 439,099 428,809 411,655 413,139 395,267 2,539,990
Sussex 805,078 781,6n 763,283 732, no 735,427 703,627 4,521,812
York 1,388,491 1,349,736 1,318,289 1,265,622 1,210,030 1,215,054 7,807,222
TOTALS 10,5n,567 10,271,265 10,030,745 9,629,545 9,664,116 9,246,015 59,414,253

Difference Over/(Under)-Suffollc District
Accomack (97,880) (103;309) (108,654) (115,193) (122,518) (129,218) (676,m)
Greensvi lle (39,990) (~2,202) (44,385) (47',056) (50,043) (52,783) (276,459)
Isle of \light (75,233) (79,238) (83,339) (88,353) (93,842) (99,048) (519,053)
James City (69,833) (73,716) (n,530) (82,197) (87,430) (92,207) (482,913)
Suffolk (144,447) (152,412) (160,297) (169,944) (180,713) (190,616) (998,429)
NorthBq)ton (4S,8n) (48,432) (50,938) (54,003) (57,445) (60,581) (317,276)
South~ton (86,274) (90,914) (95,618) (101,372) <107,706) (113,659) (595,543)
Surry (31,905) (33,653) (35,394) (37,524) (39,893> (42,084> (220,453)
Sussex (56,793) (59,8n> (62,970> (66,759) (70,950) (74,861) (392,205)
York (98,078) ( 103,530) (108,887) (115,440) (122,789) (129,498) (678,222)
TOTALS (746,310) (787,278) (828,012) (8n,841) (933,329) (984,555) (5,157,325)
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Anal ys i s For HJR 172

8.4X Dedication of TTF Special Session Revenues to Special Projects

FY 89 FY 90 FY 9' FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 Total.......... .......... .......... . .......... ..............
Current Distribution-Fr~ericksburgDistrict
Carol ine 1,083,612 1,058,654 1,039,522 1,005,882 1,014,507 979,387 6,181,564
Essex 634,815 619,321 607,967 588,227 593,350 Sn,856 3,616,536
Gloucester 1,330,362 1,298,759 1,275,108 l,233,m 1,244,438 1,201,411 7,583,851
King George 674,229 657,704 645,633 624,665 630,111 608,352 3,840,694
King & Queen 643,379 627,034 615,418 595,388 600,631 579,921 3,661,n1
King wi II iam 711,444 694,070 681,344 659,221 664,962 641,996 4,053,037
lancaster 548,879 536,081 526,364 509,319 513,700 495,925 3,130,268
Mathews 437,885 427,399 419,601 405,992 409,509 395,355 2,495,741
Mh:Sdlesex 476,167 464,753 456,271 441,472 445,297 429,906 2,713,866
NorthUlber l and 543,853 531,446 521,864 504,985 509,304 491,667 3,103, "9
Richmond 438,647 428,592 420,855 407,240 410,727 396,506 2,502,567
Spotsylvania 1,988,757 1,940,764 1,905,284 1,843,463 ',859,467 , ,795,215 11,332,950
Stafford 2,044,508 1,997,579 1,961,508 1,898,044 1,914,304 1,848,027 11,663,970
Wes tmore l and 840,855 820,210 805,150 nS,999 785,794 758,661 4,789,669
TOTALS 12,397,392 12,102,366 11,881,889 11,496,670 11,596,101 11,195,185 70,669,603

Revised Distribution-Fredericksburg District
Carol ine 1,012,166 983,289 960,258 921,848 925,162 885,138 5,687,861
Essex 593,020 575,301 561,669 539,143 541,215 517,830 3,328,178
Gloucester 1,242,714 1,206,376 1,1n,946 1,130,764 1,134,9n 1,085,908 6,978,685
ICing George 629,845 610,960 596,471 5n,545 574,756 549,924 3,534,501
King & Queen 601,065 582,515 568,596 545,749 541,945 524,291 3,370,161
ICing William 664,605 644,737 629,458 604,213 606,537 580,330 3,n9,880
lancaster 512,701 497,930 486,239 466, T19 468,482 448,219 2,880,350
Mathews 409,041 397,004 387,633 372,101 373,500 357,355 2,296,634
Middlesex 444,803 431,702 421,510 404,620 406,143 388,587 2,497,365
North\llt)er l and 507,987 493,604 482,063 462,789 464,435 444,339 2,855,217
Richmond 409,723 398,On 388,762 373,2'5 374,549 35S,344 2,302,670
Spotsyl vani a ',857,784 ',S02,m 1,760,154 1,689,600 1,696,010 1,622,711 10,429,032
Stafford 1,909,697 1,855,360 1,811,931 1,739,466 1,745,696 1,670,168 10,732,318
"'estmore land 785,503 761,920 743,844 714,004 716,767 685,801 4,407,839
TOTALS 11,580,654 11,241,548 10,976,534 10,536,836 10,576,174 10,118,945 65,030,691

Difference Over/(Under)- Fredericksburg District
Carol ine (7',446) (75,365) (79,264) (84,034) (89,345) (94,249) (493,703)
Essex (41,795) (44,020) (46,298) (49,084) (52,135) (55,026) (288,358)
Gloucester (87,648) (92,383) (97,162) ( 103,009) (109,461) (115,503) (605,166)
King George (44,384) (46,744) (49,162) (52,120) (55,355) (58,428) (306,193)
ICing & Queen (42,314) (44,519) (46,822) (49,639) (52,686) (55,630) <291,610)
King William (46,839) (49,333) (51,886) (55,008) (58,425) (61,666) 023,157)
lancaster (36,178) (38,151) (40,125) (42,540) (45,218> C47,706) (249,918)
Mathews (28,844) (30,395) (31,968) (33,891 ) (36,009) (38,000) (199,107)
Middlesex (31,364) (33,051 ) (34,761) (36,852) <39,154) (41,319) (216,501)
NorthU1ber l and (35,866) (37,842) (39,801 ) (42,196) (44,869) (47,328) <247,902)
Richmond (28,924) (30,515) (32,093) (34,025) 06,178) 08,162) ( 199,897)
Spotsyl vani a (130,973) (137,991) (145,130) <15'3,863 ) (163,457) ( '72,504) (903,9'8)
Stafford (134,S11 ) (142,219) (149,577) <158,578) (168,608) (177,859) (93',652)
\Jestmoreland (55,352) (58,290) (61,306) (64,995) <69,027) ( 72,860) <33',.930)
TOTALS (816,738) (860,818) (905,355) (959,834) <1,019,927) (1,076,240) (5,638,912)
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Analysis For HJR 172

8.4X Dedication of TTF Special Session Revenues to Special Projects

FY 89 FY 90 FY 91 FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 Total
.......... . ......... .......... .......... . ............

Current 0istr; but ion- Culpeper 0 i str; ct
Albemarle 3,522,430 3,433,032 3,369,455 3,259,796 3,288,492 3,175,099 20,048,304
Culpeper 1,474,146 1,433,730 1,406,620 1,360,616 1,372,865 , ,325,689 8,373,666
Fauquier 2,534,934 2,468,679 2,422,604 2,343,616 2,364,421 2,282,996 14,417,250
Fluvanna 780,378 760,862 746,825 722,541 728,876 703,727 4,443,209
Greene 521,438 508,405 499,027 482,801 487,033 470,229 2,968,933
Louisa 1,410,724 1,375,002 1,349,553 1,305,638 1,317,124 1,271,703 8,029,744
Madison 900,421 876,161 859,673 831,590 839,037 810,182 5,117,064
Orange 1,260,323 1,228,444 1,205,714 1,166,482 1,176,741 1,136,159 7,173,863
Rappahannock 692,174 672,749 659,944 638,327 644,114 622,004 3,929,312
TOTALS 13,096,968 12,757,064 12,519,415 12,111,407 12,218,703 11,797,788 74,501,345

Revised Distribution-Culpeper District
Albemarle 3,290,760 3,189,284 3,113,095 2,988,011 3,000,020 2,870,512 18,451,682
Culpeper 1,3n,400 1,332,170 1,299,804 1,247,374 1,252,848 1,198,865 7,708,461
Fauquier 2,368,345 2,293,552 2,238,415 2,148,345 2,157,274 2,064,211 13,270,142
fluvama 729,032 706,817 689,984 662,2~0 664,898 636,185 4,089,196
Greene 487,129 472,292 461,046 442,534 444,282 425,096 2,732,379
louisa 1,317,935 1,277,369 1,246,868 1,196,775 1,201,572 1,149,699 7,390,218
MaeHson 841,298 814,064 794,362 762,349 765,629 732,625 4,710,327
Orange 1,1n,424 1,141,215 1,113,972 1,069,220 1,073,501 1,027,155 6,602,487
Rappahamock 646,778 625,129 609,860 585,229 587,867 562,552 3,617,415
TOTALS 12,236,101 11,851,892 11,567,406 11,102,117 11,147,891 10,666,900 68,5n,307

Di Herenee Over/CUnder)· Culpeper Di strict
Albemarle (231,670) (243,748) (256,360) (271,785) (288,472) (304,587) (1,596,622)
Culpeper (96,746) (101,560) (106,816) (113,242) (120,017) ( 126,824) (665,205)
Fauquier (166,589) (175,127) (184,189) (195,271) (207,147) (218,785) (1,147,108)
Fluvanna (51,346) (54, 04~) (56,841 ) (60,261) (63,978) (c:7,542) (354,013)
Greene (34,309) (36,113) (37,981) (40,267) (42,751) (45,133) (236,554)
Louisa (92,789) (97,633) (102,685) (108,863) ( 115,552) ( 122,004) (639,526)
Madison (59,123) (62,097) (65,311) (69,241 ) (73,408) (77,557) (406,737)
Orange (82,899) (87,229) (91,742) (97,262) (103,240) <109,004) (571,376)
Rappahannock (45,396) (47,620) (50,084) (53,098) (56,247) (59,452) (31',897)
TOTALS (860,867) (905,172) (952,009) (1,009,290) (1,070,812) ( 1, 130,888) (5,929,038)
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Analysis For HJR 172

8.4X Dedication of TTF Special Session Revenues to Special Projects

FY 89 FY 90 FY 91 FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 Total
.......... .......... .......... ...... _.... . ............

Current Distribut ion-Staunton 0 i stri ct
Alleghany 737,097 719,794 706,725 683,831 689,723 665,865 4,203,035
Augusta 3,401,821 3,311,541 3,249,481 3,143,430 3,171,458 3,062,315 19,340,~6

Bath 474,283 462,437 453,909 439,151 443,000 427,714 2,700,494
Clarke 634,914 619,084 607,672 587,916 593,066 572,601 3,615,253
Frederick 2,129,764 2,075,559 2,037,093 1,970,785 , ,988, 147 1,919,601 12,120,949
Highlard 519,589 505,810 496,333 480,136 484,416 467,744 2,954, 028

Page 1,059,443 1,031,673 1,012,403 979,388 988,090 954,067 6,025,064
Rockbridge 1,482,645 1,443,109 1,416,029 1,369,801 1,382,032 1,334,480 8,428,096
Rockingham 2,964,866 2,881,954 2,834,162 2,741,199 2,166,086 2,670,797 16,865,664
Shenandoah 1,989,709 1,934,144 1,898,083 1,835,974 1,852,540 1,188,903 " ,299,953
\Jarren 819,469 791,328 782,313 756,751 763,535 737,279 4,656,675
TOTALS 16,213,600 15,189,033 15,494,203 14,988,962 15,122,093 14,601,366 92,209,257

Revised Distribution-Staunton District
Alleghany 688,520 668,578 652,859 626,n3 629,027 601,825 3,867,532
Augusta 3,178,356 3,076,129 3,002,518 2,881,608 2,893,795 2,769,006 11,802,012
Bath 443,076 429,589 419,361 402,524 404, "3 386,661 2,485,324
Clarke 593,136 575,106 561,418 538,880 541,002 517,638 3,327, lao
Frederick 1,989,700 1,928,205 1,882,114 1,806,481 1,813,764 1,735,471 11,155,735
Highlard 485,456 469,944 458,611 440,144 442,003 422,942 2,119,100
Page 989,824 958,493 935,436 897,790 901,534 862,646 5,545,m
Rockbridge 1,385,263 1,340,791 1,308,422 1,255,720 1,261,060 1,206,685 7,757,947
Rockingham 2,769,981 2,683,038 2,618,643 2,513,312 2,523,669 2,414,781 15,523,424
Shenandoah 1,859,155 1,797,726 1,753,975 1,683,196 1,690,647 1,611,814 10,402,513
Warren 765,665 740,823 722,883 693,746 696,741 666,708 4,286,566
TOTALS 15,148,132 14,669,028 14,316,240 13,740,124 13,797,355 13,202,ln 84,873,056

Difference Over/(Under) -Staunton Oi strict
Alleghany (48,5n) (51,216) (53,866) (57,108) (60,696) (64,040) (335,503)
Augusta (223,465) (234,812) (246,963) (261,822) (2n,663) (293,309) (1,538,034)
Bath (31,207) (32,848) (34,548) (36,627) (38,887) (41,053) (215,170)
Clarke (41,n8) (43,978) (46,254) (49,036) (52,064) (54,963) (288,073)
Frederick ( 140,064) (147,354) (154,979) (164,304) (174,383) (184,130) (965,214)
Highland (34,133) (35,866) (37,722) (39,992) (42,413) (44,802) (234,928)
Page (69,619) (73,180) (76,967) (81,598) (86,556) (91,421) (479,341)
Rockbridge (97,382) (102,312) (107,607) (114,081) (120,9n) (127,795) (670,149)
Rockingham ( 194,885) (204,916) (215,519) (228,487) (242,417) (256,J16) (1,342,240)
Shenandoah ( 130,554) (137,018) <144,108) (152,n8) (161,893) (171,089) (897,440)
\larren (53,804) (56,505 ) (59,410) (61,005 ) (66,794) (70,571) (370,109)
TOTALS ( 1,065 I 468) ( , , 120,005) (1,1n,963) (',248,838) (1,324,738) (1,399,189) (7,336,201)
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Analysis For HJR 172

8.4% Dedication of TTf Special Session Revenues to Special Projects

FY 89 FY 90 FY 91 FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 Total
.......... .......... .......... . ......... . ......... .............

Current Distribution-Northern Virginia District

Arl ington 5,584,839 5,460,197 5,362,259 5,189,031 5,233,163 5,051,788 31,881,Zn
Fai rfax 24,133,710 23,594,071 23,170,673 22,422,075 22,612,857 21,829,178 137,762,564
loudoun 3,786,780 3,683,036 3,613,408 3,495,236 3,526,695 3,405,503 21,510,658
Prince \Ii II iam 6,704,374 6,550,368 6,432,065 6,223,949 6,2n,2n 6,059,951 38,247,984
TOTALS 40,209,703 39,287,672 38,578,405 37,330,291 37,649,992 36,346,420 229,402,483

Revised Distribution-Northern Virginia District

Arl ington 5,216,339 5,071,176 4,953,112 4,755,261 4,n1,749 4,565,180 29,332,817
Fairfax 22,541,388 21,913,151 21,402,798 20,547,795 20,619,193 19,726,633 126,750,958
Loudoun 3,538,252 3,422,137 3,339,008 3,204,327 3,218,378 3,079,702 19,801,804
Prince William 6,262,308 6,084,019 5,941,588 5,703,955 5,724,402 5,476,740 35,193,012
TOTALS 37,558,287 36,490,483 35,636,506 34,211,338 34,333,722 32,848,255 211,078,591

Difference Over/CUnder)-Northern Virginia District

Arl ington (368,500) (389,021) (409,147) (433, nO) (461,414) (486,608) (2,548,460)
Fairfax (1,592,322) ( 1,680,920) (1,767,875) (1,874,280) (1,993,664) (2,102,545) (11,011,606)
loudoun (248,528) (260,899) (274,400) (290,909) (308,317) (325,801) (1,708,854)
Prince \ililliam (442,066) (466,349) (490,4n) (519,994) (552,875) (583,211) (3,054,972)
TOTALS (2,651,416) (2,797,189) (2,941,899) (3,118,953) (3,316,270) (3,498,165) ( , 8,323,892)
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Analysis for HJR 172

8.4~ Dedication of TTF Special Session Revenues to Special Projects

FY 89 FY 90 FY 91 FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 Total.......... ...... -.- . .............
Urban System-By local ity/District

Current Distribution-Bristol District
Abingdon 463,800 453,400 445,3QO 430,900 434,600 419,500 2,647,500
Big Stone Gap 300,400 293,700 288,400 279,100 281,500 271,700 1,714,800
Bluefield 367,000 358,~00 352,400 341,000 343,900 332,000 2,095,100
Bristol 1,131,100 1,105,900 1,086,100 , ,051',000 1,059,900 1,023,200 6,457,200
Marion 447,400 437,400 429,600 415,700 419,300 404,700 2,554,100
Norton 295,400 288,800 283,600 274,400 276,800 267,200 1,686,200
Richlands 367,600 359,400 35:$,000 341,600 344,500 332,500 2,098,600
Saltville 147,700 144,400 1~1,800 137,200 138,400 133,600 843,100
Tazewell 302,900 296,100 290,800 281,400 283,800 274,000 1,729,000
Vise 263,900 258,000 253,400 2~~,200 247,300 238,700 1,506,500
Wytheville 457,500 447,300 439,300 425.100 428,700 413,800 2,611,700
TOTALS 4,544,700 4,443,200 4,363,700 4,222,600 4,258,700 4,110,900 25,943,800

Revised Distribution-Sristol District
Abingdon 433,200 421,100 411,300 394,900 396,200 379,100 2,435,800
Big Stone Gap 280,600 272,800 266,400 255,800 256,600 245,500 1,577,700
Bluefield 342,800 333,200 325,500 312,500 313,600 300,000 1,927,600
Bristol 1,056,500 1,027,100 1,003,200 9~,,00 966,500 924,600 5,941,000
Marion 417,900 406,300 396,800 381,000 382,300 365,700 2,350,000
Norton 275,900 268,200 261,900 251,500 252,400 241,400 1,551,300
Richlands 343,400 333,800 326',000 31].000 314,100 300,500 1,930,800
Saltville 137,900 134, laO 131,000 125,700 126,200 120,700 775,600
Tazewell 282,900 275,000 268,600 257,900 258,800 247,600 1,590,800
Wise 246,500 239,700 234,100 224,700 225,500 215,700 1,386,200
Wytheville 427,300 415,400 405,700 389,500 390,900 374,000 2,402,800
TOTALS 4,244,900 4, 126,i'o;0 4,030,500 3,869,600 3,883,100 3,714, jeD 23,869,600

Difference Over/(Under)-Sristol District
Abingdon (30,600) (~2,300) (34,000) (36,000) (38,400) (40,400) (211,700)
Sill Stone Gap (19,800) (20,900) (22,000) (23,300) (24,900) (26,200) (137,100)
Bluefield (24,200) (25,600) (26,900) (28,500) (30,300) (32,000) (167,500)
Sristol (74,600) (78,800) (82,900) (87,900) (93,400) (98,600) (516,200)
Marion (29,500) (31,100) (32,800) (34,700) (37,000) (39,000) (204,100)
Norton <19,500) (20,600) (21,700) (22,900) (24,400) (25,800) (134,900)
Richlands (24,200) (25,600) (21,000) (28,600) (30,400) (32,000) (167,800)
Sal tvi lie (9,800) (10,300) (10,800) (U,500) (12,200) <12,900> (67,500)
Tazewell (20,000) (21,100) (22,200) (23,500) (25,000) (26,400) (138,200)
\lise (11,400) (18,300) (19,300) (20,500) (21,800) (23,000) <120,300)
Wytheville (30,200) (31,900) (33,600) (35,600) (37,800) <39,800) (208,900)
TOTALS (299,800) (316,500) (333,200) (153,000) (375,600) (396,100) (2,074,200)
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Analysis For HJR 172

8.4X Dedicatior. of TTF Special Session Revenues to Special Projects

FY 89 FY 90 FY 91 FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 Total
.... -...... .......... ........... .......... .............

Current Distdbution-Salem District

Bedford 395,900 387,100 380,100 367,800 371,000 358,100 2,260,000
Blacksburg 1,909,100 1,866,500 1,833,000 1,m,800 1,788,900 1,726,900 10,898,200
Ch r i s t i ansburg 939,500 918,500 902,000 872,900 880,300 849,800 5,363,000
Galax 433,600 423,900 416,300 402,900 406,300 392,200 2,415,200
Martinsvi lle 1,175,100 1,148,900 1,128,300 1,091,800 1,101,100 1,063,000 6,708,200
Narrows 138,300 135,200 132,700 128,500 129,500 125,100 789,300
Pearisburg 138,900 135,800 133,300 129,000 130,100 125,600 792,700
Putaski 630,600 616,500 605,500 585,900 590,900 570,400 3,599,800
Radford 860,900 841,700 826,600 799,900 806,700 778,800 4,914,600
Roanoke 6,403,500 6,260,600 6,148,300 5,949,700 6,000,300 5,792,300 36,554,700
Rocky Mount 262,700 256,800 252,200 244,100 246,100 237,600 1,499,500
Salem 1,492,300 1,459,000 1,432,800 1,386,500 1,398,3{)0 1,349,900 8,518,800
Vinton 502,100 490,900 482,100 466,500 470,500 454,200 2,866,300
TOTALS 15,282,500 14,941,400 14,673,200 14,199,300 14,320,000 13,823,900 87,240,300

Revised Distribution-Salem District
Bedford 369,800 359,500 351,100 337,100 338,300 323,600 2,079,400
Blacksburg ',783,200 1,733,500 1,693,200 1,625,500 1,631,200 1,560,600 10,027,200
Christiansburg 877,500 853,100 833,200 799,900 802,700 768,000 4,934,400
Galax 405,000 393,700 384,600 369,200 370,500 354,400 2,277,400
Mart insville 1,097,600 1,067,100 1,042,200 1,000,600 1,004,000 960,600 6,1n,100
Narrows 129,100 125,500 122,600 117,700 118,100 '13,000 n6,OOO
Pearisburg 129,700 126,100 123,200 118,300 118,700 113,500 729,500
Pulaski 589,000 5n,600 559,300 536,900 538,800 515,500 3,312,100
Radford 804,100 781,700 763,500 733,000 735,600 703,700 4,S'· t,6OO
Roanoke 5,981,000 5,814,600 5,679,200 5,452,300 5,471,200 5,234,400 33,6".2,700
Rocky MOUlt 245,300 238,500 233,000 223,700 224,400 214,700 1..... 79,600
Salem 1,393,800 1,355,000 1,323, :'1)0 1,270,600 1,275,000 1,219,800 ;' ,837,700
Vinton 469,000 455,900 445,300 427,500 429,000 410,400 2,637,100
TOTALS 14,274,100 13,876,800 13,553,900 13,012,300 13,057,500 12,492,200 80,266,800

Difference Over/(Under)-Salem Distr;ct
Bedford (26,100) (27,600) (29,000) (30,700) (32,700) (34,500) (180,600)
Blacksburg (125,900) (133,000) (139,800) (148,300) (157,700) (166,300) (871,000)
Chri st i ansburg (62,000) (65,400) (68,800) (73,000) (77,600) (81,800) (428,600)
Galax (28,600) (30,200) (31,700) (33,700) (35,800) (37,800) (197,800)
Martinsvi lie (77,500) (81,800) (86,100) (91,200) (97,100) (102,400) (536,100)
Narrows (9,200) (9,700) (10,100) (10,800) (",400) (12,100) (63,300)
Pearisburg (9,200) (9,700) (10,100) (10,700) (11,400) (12,100) (63,200)
Pulaski (41,600) (43,900) (46,200) (49,000) (52,100) (54,900) (287,700)
Radford (56,800) (60,000) (63,100) (66,900) (71,100) (75,100) (393,000)
Roanoke (422,500) (446,000) (469,100) (497,400) (529,100) (557,900) (2,922,000)
Rocky Mount (17,400) ( 18,300) (19,200) (20,400) (21.700) (22,900) (119,900)
Salem (98,500> ( 104,000) (109,300) (11S,900) ( 123,300> (BO,100) (681,100)
Vinton <33, laO) (35,000) (36,800) (39,000) (4l,SOO) (43,800) (229,200)
TOTALS ( 1,008,400) ( 1, 064 ,600 ) (1,1'9,300) ( 1, 181, 000) (1,262,500) ( 1,331 , 700) (6,973,500)
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Analysis For HJR 172

8_4X Dedication of TT f Sped a t Sess i on Revenues to Sped at Projects

FY 89 FY 90 FY 91 FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 Total
.......... ~ . -. ~ .-..... .......... . ......... .............

Current Distribution-lynchburg District
Al tavista 241,900 236,500 232,300 224,800 226,700 218,800 1,381,000
Danvi lle 3,456,300 3,379,'00 3,318,500 3,211,300 3,~38,600 3,126,400 19,730,200
farmville 396,500 387,700 380,70e 368,400 37"600 358,700 2,263,600
Lynchburg 4,273,200 4,1n,800 4,102,900 3,970,400 4,004,100 3,865,300 24,393,700
South Boston 439,900 430,100 422,400 408,700 41~,200 397,900 2,511,200
TOTALS 8,807,800 8,611,200 8,456,800 8,183,600 8,253,200 7,967,100 50,279,700

Re¥ised Distribution-Lynchburg Oistrict
Altavista 226,000 219,700 214,600 206,000 206,700 197,800 1,270,800
Danville 3,228,200 3,138,400 3,065,300 2,942,900 2,953,100 2,825,200 18,153,100
farmvil te 370,400 ~0,100 351,700 331,600 338,800 324,100 2,082,700
lynchburg 3.99'.300 3,880,200 3,789.800 3,638,500 3,65J, 100 3,493,000 22,443,900
South Boston 410,900 399,400 390,100 374,500 375,800 359,600 2,310,300
TOTALS 8,226,800 7,997,800 7,811,500 7,499,500 7,52$,500 7,199,700 46,260.800

Difference Over/(Under)-Lynchburg District
Altavista (15,900) (16,800) (17,700) (18,800) (20,000) (21,000) (110,200)
Danville (228,100) (240,700) (15'.200) (268.400) (285,500> (301,200) (1,577,100)
far_ille <26,100) (21.600) (29,000) (30,800) (32 1.800) (34,600) (180,900)
lynchburg (281,900) (297,600) <313,100) (331,900) (353,000) (3n,300) (1,949,800)
South Bos ton (29,000) (30,100) ,<32,300) (]4,200) (:$6,400) (38,300) (200,900)
TOTALS (581,000) (613,400) (645,300) (684,100) (727,700) (767,400) (4,018,900)
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Ana l ys i s For HJR 172

8.4% Dedication of TTF Special Session Revenues to Special Projects

FY 89 FY 90 FY 91 FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 Total
.......... .... -..... .............

Current Distr i but ion- Richmond Dis tr ict
Ashland 283,400 277,100 272, 100 263,300 265,600 256,400 1,617,900
Blackstone 212,400 207,700 203,900 197,400 199,000 192,100 1,212,500
Chase City 199,800 195,400 191,900 185,700 187,300 180,800 1,140,900
Colonial Heights 1,049,500 1,026,000 1,007,600 975,100 983,400 949,300 5,990,900
Hopewell 1,514,500 1,480,700 1,454,100 1,407,100 1,419,100 1,369,900 8,645,400
Petersburg 2,501,100 2,445,300 2,401,400 2,323,800 2,343,600 2,262,400 14,277,600
Richmond 13,680,600 13,375,200 13,135,300 12,711,000 12,819,100 12,374,800 78,096,000
South Hill 277,800 271,600 266,700 258,100 260,300 251,200 1,585,700
TOTALS 19,719,100 19,279,000 18,933,000 18,321,500 18,477,400 11,836,900 112,566,900

Revised Distribution-Richmond District
Ashland 264,700 257,300 251,400 241,300 242,200 231,700 1,488,600
Blackstone 198,400 192,900 188,400 180,900 181,500 173,600 1,115,700
Chase City 186,600 181,500 177,200 170,200 170,700 163,400 1,049,600
Colonial Heights 980,200 952,900 930,700 893,600 896,700 857,800 5,511,900
Hopewell 1,414,500 1,375,200 , ,343,200 , ,289,500 , ,294,000 , ,238,000 1,954,400
Petersburg 2,336,100 2,271,000 2,218,200 2,129,600 2,137,000 2,044,400 13,136,300
Richmond 12,m,900 12,422,300 12,133,100 11,648,400 11,688,800 11,182,800 71,853,300
South Hill 259,400 252,200 246,300 236,500 237,300 227,000 1,458,700
TOTALS 18,417,800 17,905,300 17,488,500 16,190,000 16,848,200 16,118,700 103,568,500

Difference Over/CUnder)-Richmond District
Ashland (18,700) (19,800) (20,700) (22,000) (23,400) (24,700) (129,300)
Blackstone (14,000) (14,800) (15,500) (16,500) (17,500) (18,500) (96,800)
Chase City (13,200) (13,900) (14,700) (15,500) (16,600) (11,400) (91,300)
Colonial Heights (69,300) (73,100) (76,900) (81,500) (86,100) (91,500) (479,000)
Hopewell (100,000) (105,500) (110,900) (117,600) (125,100) (131,900) (691, ~OO)
Petersburg ( 165,000) (174,300) (1~3, 200) ( 194,20t) (206,600) (218,000) (1,141. ~OO)

Richmord (902,700) (952,900) (1,002,200) (1,062,600) (1,130,300) ( 1, 192,000) (6,242,700)
South Hill (18,400) (19,400) (20,400) (21,600) (23,000) (24,200) (127,000)
TOTALS ( 1,301,300) (1,373,700) ( 1,444,500) (1,531,500) (1,629,200) (1,718,200) (8,998,400)
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Analysis For HJR 172

8.4% Dedication of TTF Special Session Revenues to Special Projects

FY 89 FY 90 FY 91 FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 Total
.......... .............

current Distribution-Suffolk District
Chesapeake 8,445,900 8,257,400 8,109,300 7,847,300 7,914,000 7,639,700 48,213,600
E~ria 359,600 351,600 345,200 334,100 336,900 325,300 2,052,700
Frankl in 4TT,600 466,900 458,600 443,700 447,500 432,000 2,n6,300

Ha""ton 7,918,000 7,741,300 7,602,400 7,356,800 7,419,400 7,162,300 45,200,200
Newport News 10,161,400 9,934,700 9,756,500 9,441,300 9,521,600 9,191,600 58,007,100
Norfolk 17,268,800 16,883,400 16,580,600 16,044,900 16,181,400 15,620,600 98,579,700
poquoson 634,700 620,500 609,400 589,700 594,700 574,100 3,623,100
Portsmouth 6,975,400 6,819,700 6,697,400 6,481,000 . 6,536,100 6,309,600 39,819,200
Smithfield 262,700 256,800 252,200 244,100 246,100 237,600 1,499,500
Suffolk 694,500 679,000 666,800 645,300 650,800 628,200 3,964,600
Vi rginia Beach 20,951,200 20,483,700 20,116,300 19,466,600 19,632,200 18,951,400 119,601,400
\.Iilliamsburg 716,400 700,400 687,800 665,600 671,300 648,000 4,089,500
TOTALS 74,866,200 73,195,400 71,882,500 69,560,400 70,152,000 67,nO,400 427,376,900

Revised Distribution-Suffolk District
Chesapeake 7,888,600 7,669,100 7,490,500 7,191,300 7,216,300 6,903,900 44,359,700
E~ria 335,900 326,500 318,900 306,200 307,200 293,900 1,888,600
Frankl in 446,100 433,700 423,600 406,700 408,100 390,400 2,508,600
HBq)ton 7,395,600 1,189,800 1,022,400 6,741,900 6,765,200 6,4n,400 41,587,300
Newport News 9,491,000 9,226,800 9,012,000 8,652,100 8,682,100 8,306,200 53,370,200
Norfolk 16,129,400 15,680,500 15,315,400 14,703,700 14,754,700 14,115,900 90,699,600
poquoson 592,800 576,300 562,900 540,400 542,300 518,800 3,333,500
Portsmouth 6,515,100 6,333,800 6,186,400 5,939,300 5,959,800 5,101,800 36,636,200
SIIithfield 245,300 238,500 233,000 223,700 224,400 214,700 1,379,600
Suffolk 648,700 630,600 616,000 591,400 593,400 567,700 3,647,800
Virginia Beach 19,568,600 19,024,700 18,581,500 17,839,200 17,900,900 17,126,200 110,041,100
Wi II i..burg 669,100 650,500 635,400 610,000 612,100 585,600 3,76">',700
TOTALS 69,926,2uO 67,980,8CO 66,3'~8,OOO 63,745,yuO 63,966,500 61,197,500 393,2·,': ,900

Difference Over/(Under)-Suffolk District
Chesapeake (557,300) (588,300) (618,800) (656,000) (697,700) (735,800) (3,853,900)
Eq)Oria (23,700) (25,100) (26,300) (27,900) (29,700) (31,400) (164,100)
Frankl in (31,500) (33,200) (35,000) (37,000) (39,400) (41,600) (217,700)
H8q)ton (522,400) (551,500) (580,000) (614,900) (654,200) (689,900) (3,612,900)
Newport News (670,400) (707,900) (744,500) (789,200) (839,500) (885,400) (4,636,900)
Norfolk ( 1, 139,400) ( , ,202,900) (1,265,200) (1,341,200) (1,426,700) (, ,504,700) (7,880,100)
poquoson (41,900) (44,200) (46,500) (49,300) (52,400) (55,300) (289,600)
Portsmouth (460,300) (485,900) (511,000) (541,700) (576,300) (607,800) (3,183,000)
Smithfield (17,400) (18,300) ( 19,200) (20,400) (21,700) (22,900) (119,900)
Suffolk (45,800) (48,400) (50,800) (53,900) (57,400) (60,500) (316,800)
Virginia Beach ( 1,382 ,600) (1,459,000) ( 1,534 ,800) (1,627,400) <1,73' ,300) (' ,825,200) <9,560,300)
Wi II iamsburg (47,300) (49,900) (52,400) (55,600) (59,200) (62,400) (326,800)
TOTALS (4,940,000) (5,214,600) (5,484,500) (5,814,500) (6, , 85 , 500 ) (6,522,900) (34,162,000)
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Analysis For HJR 172

8.4X Dedication of TTf Special Session Revenues to Special Projects

FY 89 FY 90 FY 91 FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 Total
........... .......... . ......... . ......... .............

Current Distribution-Fredericksburg District
Frederi ck.sburg 1,225,400 1,198,100 1,176,600 1,138,600 1,148,200 1,108,400 6,995,300
TOTALS 1,225,400 1,198,100 1,176,600 1,138,600 1,148,200 1,108,400 6,995,300

Revised Distribution-Fredericksburg District
Freder icksburg 1,144,600 1,112,700 1,086,800 1,043,400 1,047,000 1,001,700 6,436,200
TOTALS 1,144,600 1,112,700 1,086,800 1,043,400 1,047,000 1,001,700 6,436,200

Difference Over/(Under) - Fredericksburg District
Fredericksburg (80,800) (85,400) (89,800) (95,200) (101,200) (106,700) (559,100)
TOTALS (80,800) (85,400) (89,800) (95,200) (101,200) (106,700) (559,100)
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Analysis For HJR 172

8.4% Dedication of TTF Spec i a l Sess i on Revenues to Special Projects

FY 89 FY 90 FY 91 FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 Total
............ . ......... . ............

Current Distribution'Culpeper District
Charlottesvi lle 2,582,800 2,525,100 2,479,800 2,399,700 2,420,100 2,336,300 14,743,800
Culpeper 439,900 430,100 422,400 408,700 412,200 397,900 2,511,200
\larrenton 321,100 314,000 308,300 298,400 300,900 290,500 1,833,200
TOTALS 3,343,800 3,269,200 3,210,500 3,106,800 3,133,200 3,024,700 19,088,200

Revised Distribution'Culpeper District
Charlottesvi lle 2,412,400 2,345,200 2,290,600 2,199,100 2,206,800 2,111,200 13,565,300
Culpeper 410,900 399,400 390,100 374,500 375,800 359,600 2,310,300
\Jar renton 299,900 291,600 284,800 273,400 274,400 262,500 1,686,600
TOTALS 3,123,200 3,036,200 2,965,500 2,847,000 2,857,000 2,733,300 17,562,200

Difference Over/(Under)-Culpeper District
Charlottesvi lle (170,400) (179,900) (189,200) (200,600) (213,300) (225,100) (1,178,500)
Culpeper (29,000) (30,700) (32,300) (34,200) (36,400) (38,300) (200,900)
\larrenton (21,200) (22,400) (23,500) (25,000) (26,500) (28,000) (146,600)
TOTALS (220,600) (233,000) (245,000) (259,800) (276,200) (291,400) (1,526,000)
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Analysis For HJR 172

8.4X Dedication of TTF Special Session Revenues to Special Projects

FY 89 FY 90 FY 91 FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 Total
.......... ........... .......... .............

Current 0; stribut lon- Staunton D1strict
Bridgewater 209,300 204,700 201,000 194,500 196,100 189,300 1,194,900
Buena Vista 408,500 399,400 392,200 379,500 382,700 369,500 2,331,800
Cl i fton forge 320,500 313,300 307,700 297,800 300,300 289,900 1,829,500
Covington 496,400 485,400 476,700 461,300 465,200 449,100 2,834,100
Elkton 91,700 89,700 88,100 85,200 86,000 83,000 523,700
Front Royal 760,t.00 743,400 730,100 706,500 712,500 687,800 4,340,700
Grottoes 93,600 91,500 89,900 87,000 87,700 84,700 534,400
Harr i sonburg 1,696,700 1,658,800 1,629,100 1,576,500 1,589,900 1,534,800 9,685,800
Lexington 439,900 430,100 422,400 408,700 412,200 397,900 2,511,200
Luray 213,700 208,900 205,100 198,500 200,200 193,300 1,219,700
Staunton 1,523,900 1,489,900 1,463,200 1,415,900 1,427,900 1,378,500 8,699,300
\Jaynesboro 1,137,400 1,112,000 1,092,100 1,056,800 , ,065,800 1,028,900 6,493,000
Winchester 1,332,200 1,302,500 1,279,100 1,237,800 1,248,300 1,205,100 7,605,000
Woodstock 178,500 174,500 171,400 165,800 167,200 161,400 1,018,800
TOTALS 8,902,700 8,704,100 8,548,100 8,271,800 8,342,000 8,053,200 50,821,900

Revised Distribution-Staunton District
Bridgewater 195,500 190,100 185,600 178,200 178,800 171,100 1,099,300
Buena Vista 381,500 370,900 362,300 347,800 349,000 333,900 2,145,400
Clifton forge 299,300 291,000 284,200 272,900 273,800 262,000 1,683,200
Covington 463,700 450,800 440,300 422,700 424,200 405,800 2,607,500
Elkton 85,700 83,300 81,400 78,100 78,400 75,000 481,900
Front Royal 710,200 690,400 674,400 647,400 649,700 621,600 3,993,700
Grottoes 87,500 85,000 83,000 79,700 80,000 76,500 491,700
Harrisonburg 1,584,800 1,540,700 1,504,800 1,444,700 1,449,700 1,386,900 8,911,600
Lexington 410,900 399,400 390,100 374,500 375,800 359,600 2,310,300
Luray 199,600 194,000 189,500 181,900 182,600 174,700 1,122,300
StaU'\ton 1,423,400 1,383,700 1,351, ~;!jO 1,297,500 1,302,000 1,245,700 8,003,800
Waynesboro 1,062,400 1,032,800 1,008,800 968,500 971,800 929,800 5,974,100
\linchester 1,244,300 1,209,700 1,181;500 1,134,300 1,138,300 1,089,000 6,997,100
Woodstock 166,700 162,100 158,300 152,000 152,500 145,900 937,500
TOTALS 8,315,500 8,083,YOO 7,895,700 7,580,200 7,606,600 7,2n,500 46,759,400

Di fference Over/(Under)· Staooton District
Bridgewater (13,800) (14,600) (15,400) ( 16,300) (17,300) ( 18,200) (95,600)
Buena Vista (27,000) (28,500) (29,900) (31,700) (33,700) (35,600) (186,400)
Cl Uton Forge (21,200) (22,300) (23,500) (24,900) (26,500) (27,900) (146,300)
Covington (32,700) (34,600) (36,400) (38,600) (41,000) (43,300) (226,600)
Elkton (6,000) (6,400) (6,700) (7,100) (7,600) (8,000) (41,800)
Front Royal (50,200) (53,000) (55,700) (59,100) (62,800) (66,200) (347,000)
Grottoes (6,100) (6,500) (6,900) (7,300) (7,700) (8,200) (42,700)
Harrisonburg (111,900) (118,100) (124,300) (131,800) (140,200) (147,900) (774,200)
Lexington (29,000) (30,700) <32,300) (34,200) 06,400) (38,300) (200,900)
luray (14,100) (14,900) <15,600) (16,600) ( 17,600) (18,600) (97,400)
Staunton (100,500) ( 106,200) (111,700) (118,400) (125,900) ( 132,800) (695,500)
Waynesboro (75,000) (79,200) (83,300) (88,300) (94,000) (99,100) (518,900)
Winchester (87,900) (92,800) (97,600) (103,500) <110,000) (116,100) (607,900)
\Joodstock <11,800) ( 12,400) (13,100) ( 13,800) (14,700) (15,500) (81,300)
TOTALS (587,200) (620,200) (652,400) (691,600) (735,400) (775,700) (4,062,500)
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Analysis For HJR 172

8.4X Dedication of TTF Special Session Revenues to Spec;al Projects

FY 89 FY 90 FY 91 FY 92 FY 93 FY 94 Total
.......... . ......... .............

Current Distribution-Northern Virginia District
Alexandria 6,774,300 6,623,100 6,504,300 6,294,200 6,347,700 6,127,700 38,671,300
Fai rfax 1,250,500 1,222,600 1,200,700 1,161,900 1,171,800 1,131,200 7,138,700
Fall s Church 609,600 596,000 585,300 566,400 571,200 551,400 3,479,900
Herndon 1,054,500 1,030,900 1,012,500 979,700 988,100 953,800 6,019,500
leesburg 679,300 664,200 652,200 631,200 636,500 614,500 3,877,900
Manassas 1,263,100 1,234,900 1,212,800 1,173,600 1,183,600 1,142,600 7,210,600
Manassas Park 446,200 436,200 428,400 414,600 418,100 403,600 2,547,100
Viema 1,078,400 1,054,300 1,035,400 1,001,900 1,010,500 975,400 6,155,900
TOTALS 13,155,900 12,862,200 12,631,600 , 2, 223, 500 12,327,500 11,900,200 75,100,900

Revised Distribution-Northern Virginia District
Alexandria 6,327,300 6,151,200 6,008,000 5,768,000 5,788,000 5,537,500 35,580,000
Fairfax 1,168,000 1,135,500 1,109,100 1,064,800 1,068,500 1,022,200 6,568,100
falls Church 569,300 553,500 540,600 519,000 520,800 498,300 3,201,500
Herndon 984,900 957,500 935,200 891,800 901,000 862,000 5,538,400
leesburg 634,500 616,800 602,500 578,400 580,400 555,300 3,567,900
Manassas 1,119,800 1,146,900 1,120,200 1,075,500 1,079,200 1,032,500 6,634,100
Manassas Park 416,700 405,100 395,700 379,900 381,200 364,700 2,343,300
Viema , ,007,200 979,200 956,400 918,200 921,400 sal,500 5,663,900
TOTALS 12,287,700 " ,945,700 11,667,700 11,201,600 11,240,500 10,754,000 69,091,200

Difference OVer/(Under) -Northern Vi rgini a Oi strict
Alexandria (447,000) (471,900) (496,300) (526,200) (559,700) (590,200) (3,091,300)
Fairfax (82,500) (87,100) (91,600) (97,100) ( 103,300) <109,000) (570,600)
Falls Church (40,300) (42,500) (44,700) (47,400) (50,400) (53,100) (278,400)
Herndon (69,600) (13,400) (n,300) (81,900) (87,100) (91,800) (481,100)
leesburg (44,800) (41,400) (49,100) (52,800) (56,100) (59,200) (310,000)
Manassas (83,300) (88,00::') (9?,!>OJ) (9~, ~OO) (104,40- ) (11C I ~OJ) (576,500)
Manassas Park (29,500) (31,100) (32,700) (34,700) (36,90(;) (38,900) (203,800)
Viema (71,200) (15,100) (79,000) (83,700) (89,100) (93,900) (492,000)
TOTALS (868,200) (916,500) (963,900) (1,021,900) (1,081,000) (1, 146,200) (6,003,700)
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Key ASSLJJpt j ons·

The FY 89 VDeT Budget and the current six Year IfIl)rovement Program
were util ized for the base financial information.

The i~ct of the change from 85% to 76.6% of net special session tax
revenue was COfl1XJted by reducing the total 8mOU'1t ava; lable for construction
to reflect the 8.4% set aside for special projects, and rerl.n'1ing the allocation
model and the separate modules for the detailed secondary and urban distdbutions.

lhe Interstate allocation remains unchanged in either case since it is primarily
a function of the availabil ity of federal revenue. Therefore, the Interstate
system has been omitted from the analysis.

All of the allocations to the Pdmary system are expressed net of the off
the top match for Interestate projects as provided by the highway distribution
forrrula.

All of the "Current" allocations agree wi th the FY 89 Budget and six Year
Irr.,rovement Program with the exception of the distribution of the Urban
allocation. The individual budgeted allocations for the Urban system
have been adjusted by the Urban Oivision to reflect the individual local ity's
abB ity to util he the fUlda. The Urban allocations used here for both "Current"
and "Revised" are derived directly frona the popJlation distribution and
are cCJq:)arable.
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APPENDIX IV

Joint Subcommittee Members

Lewis W. Parker, Jr. (Chairman)

Howard P. Anderson (Vice Chairman)

Whittington W. Clement

Frederick H. Creekmore

Virgil H. Goode, Jr.

Richard J. Holland

G. C. Jennings

Wm. Roscoe Reynolds

Clerical, research, and legal staff support for the
Joint Subcommittee were provided by

The House Clerk's Office
and

The Division of Legislative Services
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