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Smart decisions to keep North Carolina moving.
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Region D:

NCDOT Divisions 11& 12

Division 11: Alleghany, Ashe, Avery, Galdwell,Surry, Watauga, Wilkes
Division 12: Alexander, Cawtawba, Gleveland, Gaston, Iredell, Lincoln
Region F:

NCDOT Divisions 78 9

Division 7: Alamance, Gaswell, Guilford, Orange, Rockingham
Division 9: Davidson, Davie, Forsyth,Rowan, Stokes
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NCDOA Project Rating-29%  Division 9 Division 11 Economic Safety-19% Division 9 Division 11 Plan Consistency-20%
FAA ACIP Rating-10% NCDOT Score-33% NCDOT Score-20% Development-20% Access-10% NCDOT Score-33% NCDOT Score-a0% Safety-20%

. DIVISION NEEDS

30%

. STATEWIDE MOBILITY

North Carolina’s Transportation Divisions
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