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Item 1 Design standards for the arterial mainline of  
Maybank Highway

Item 2 Design standards developed for the pitchfork roads 
and improvements to Maybank Highway from the 
Stono River Bridge to River Road

Item 3 Compliance with applicable federal laws - Section 
4(f) of  the 1966 Department of  Transportation Act 
(23 CFR part 774)

AGENDA



ITEM 1

FHWA
“Maybank Highway is a critical highway in the region and 

should be designed to adequately handle the traffic needs on this 
corridor.  If  federal funds are to be used on this project, the proposed 
design must comply with applicable design criteria for roads of  this 
significance and support its function as a minor arterial.”

SCDOT
“…design standards produced by the city of  Charleston do not 

appear to be appropriately applied to Maybank Highway when 
considering its functional classification as a minor arterial.”

“SCDOT has concerns that the proposed concept…could 
negatively affect the entire transportation system on John’s Island.”
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ITEM 1

COMPARISON

TOWN Speed 
Limit

Lane 
Widths

Center 
Turn Lane

Parallel 
Parking Bike Lane

CITY 25 mph 10' 10' 8' (includes 2' 
gutter) Shared Use Lane

SCDOT 45 mph 12' 15' Not Permitted 4' Dedicated Bike 
Lane
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ITEM 1

COMPARISON

COUNTY Speed Limit Lane 
Widths Bike Lane

CITY 35 mph 10' 4' Dedicated Bike 
Lane

SCDOT 45 mph 12' 4' Dedicated Bike 
Lane
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ITEM 2

OPERATIONAL CONDITIONS

Maybank Highway merges from two lanes to one lane about 1,700 
feet west of  the Old Maybank Highway intersection in the 

westbound direction.  

• Current queue during the afternoon peak hour is approximately 
5,700 feet.

• The population in the six traffic analysis zones that encompass 
the proposed project is projected to grow by 114%, from 5,131 
people in 2010 to 11,011 people in 2030. (1)

(1) BCDCOG, Planning Area: Coastal Islands West-Population, pp. 22-23
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ITEM 3

FHWA
“…the environmental document must clearly show that there is no 

feasible and prudent alternative to avoid this Section 4(f) resource 
and that all possible planning has been done to minimize impact to 
the historic resource.  If  all alternatives include impacts to Section 
4(f) resources, only the alternative that has the least overall harm to 
those resources may be selected (23 CFR 774.3).”

SCDOT
“SCDOT believes the project as submitted would be very difficult 

to permit.  Compared to the impacts associated with a widening, the 
construction of  two new location-parallel routes through 
environmentally sensitive areas will be difficult to permit as the least 
damaging practicable alternative.”



Questions?
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