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Exhibit 8.15 – US 202 and DE 41 Piedmont Freight Corridor – Project Candidates Map
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Delmarva Freight Plan226

Lewes Freight Corridor

Key Studies per Exhibits 8.17-8.18:
LW 22: US 9/US 9 TRK; US 113 to DE 5

LW 20: DE 404; MD Line to US 13

Key Projects per Exhibits 8.17-8.18:
LW 01: MD 404; US 50 to MD 404 Bus 
(upgrade w/access control)

LW 02: MD 404; Queen Anne’s Co to MD 404 
Bus (reconstruct & widen)

LW 04: MD 404; MD 16 Overlap Segments 
(reconstruct w/access control)

LW 05: MD 404; MD 16 to DE Line 
(reconstruct w/access control)

•	 Focal Routes and Typical Improvement Types

»» MD/DE 404: upgrades, access control, and widening

»» US 9, US 9 Truck: freight management upgrades

•	 Focal Connections

»» Freight Corridors: Ocean City, Bay, Coastal

»» Freight Hubs: Federalsburg, Denton, Georgetown, resort areas

»» Regional: Access to US 50/301 Bay Bridge

•	 Multimodal Visions or Opportunities

»» Rail: --

»» Water: Cape May-Lewes Ferry connectivity

»» Air: Sussex County Airport connectivity

»» Pipeline: --
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Exhibit 8.17 – MD/DE 404 and US 9 Lewes Freight Corridor – Project Candidates Map
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Rail Project Candidates
Though generally noted in conjunction with the corridor highlights above, individual rail project candidates 
were also reviewed in comparison to the project’s overall screening criteria (map Exhibit 8.19; index  
Exhibit 8.20). Considering the much broader system perspectives and private jurisdictional authorities 
typically involved with rail improvements, many of the rail project candidates were referenced directly 
from more specific sources including, for example, the Delaware State Rail Plan. It is anticipated that future 
support or implementation of any such projects will require coordination with overall rail system planning 
efforts under the operating or ownership jurisdictions of the various private rail entities (e.g., Amtrak, CSX, 
NS, and various shortline railroads) as well as federal or state rail agencies.
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Exhibit 8.19 – Rail Project Candidates Map
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8.4  Freight Prioritization Summary
Supplementing the screening results from above, the project prioritization stage adds additional insights 
based on the more quantitative, performance-based process that was applied to Delaware project candidates 
only. With these insights, the summary compilations on the following pages (Exhibit  8.21 through 
Exhibit 8.31) identify and group the leading anticipated freight priorities for Delaware. Key Maryland and 
Virginia candidates are similarly compiled for ease of reference, though solely based on previous screening 
efforts, reiterating that priority implications for non-Delaware projects are ultimately subject to their own 
respective jurisdictional processes. Leading project candidates are identified/grouped as follows:

•	 Delaware Key Projects w/Anticipated Commitments: includes Tier 1 project possibilities 
for which funding and implementation are currently anticipated as part of other formal 
transportation plans. Ensuring, supporting, or advancing the timeline for implementation 
of such projects would provide overlapping benefits to freight movement on the peninsula.

•	 Delaware Key Projects w/Unfunded Aspirations: includes Tier 2 or 3 project possibilities that 
are identified as unfunded future aspirations in other formal transportation plans. Exploring 
future funding and formal planning/programming opportunities to implement such projects 
would provide overlapping benefits to freight movement on the peninsula.

•	 Delaware Key Projects w/Planned VWS Focus: highlights proposed VWS sites that provide 
focused benefits to safety, management and operations, and truck enforcement; but that may 
otherwise be underrated within the strict confines of the prioritization process relative to 
candidates having broader-reaching regional influences.

•	 Delaware Targeted Studies w/Corridor or Concept Design Focus: includes Tier 3 or 4 study 
candidates that require additional investigation to define location-specific issues, potential 
solutions, or new project candidate possibilities. Studies may be pursued internally by agency 
staff, or externally through contracts that advertise specific corridor study needs.

•	 Delaware Targeted Studies w/Area-wide Focus: highlights areas that may benefit from 
an investigation of localized urban freight details including, for example, first/last mile 
connectivity, local congestion or community conflicts, truck parking or loading strategies, or 
site-specific safety, intersection, or geometric improvement needs. 

•	 Delaware Key Multimodal Candidates: highlights key multimodal interests based on overall 
freight planning insights and in support of subsequent policy level perspectives.

•	 Maryland or Virginia Key Candidates: summarizes key project, study, or multimodal candidates 
in Maryland or Virginia based on a review and compilation of previous screening efforts.
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