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1. Establishing Baseline Criteria for the Tiered Corridor System 
The following criteria will establish the baseline criteria for corridors that may be candidates for Tier 1 or Tier 2 corridors. The tier 1 
and tier 2 corridor baseline criteria represent factors that are expected to provide the greatest benefit to statewide and national 
goals of safety, security and supporting interstate mobility. In comparing these designations to the existing SCC Network, a 
substantial portion of the system will qualify as a candidate tier 1 or tier 2 with some areas more appropriately fitting tier 3 based on 
additional criteria factors as defined in the subsequent high, medium, low rankings. Ultimately, which tier the corridor is designated 
to will be determined by both meeting this baseline criteria and the scoring evaluation criteria described on the next page. 
 
 

Baseline Criteria Tier 1  Tier 2  Tier 3  

Safety/Security and Interstate Mobility: 

   - Non-Interstate Designated National Highway System Route 

Tier 1 facilities must 
meet all of these 

criteria to be 
applicable 

Tier 2 Facilities must 
meet all criteria to be 

applicable 

May meet any of 
these criteria but 

not required. 
Other criterion 

below makes it a 
corridor of 
significant 

statewide interest. 

   - Non-Interstate Designated National Freight Network (NN) 

   - Designated STRAHNET (Military) or STRAHNET Connector 

   - Designated Statewide Evacuation Route 

  - Federally Approved Intermodal Connector 
 
 

It should be noted that in evaluating this baseline criteria against the exiting SCC network, some additional corridors in excess of the 
existing SCC Network were identified as potential Tier 1 or 2 candidates. How these corridors are delineated in the tiered system will 
depend upon rankings in the other scoring areas below.  
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2. Scoring/Ranking Criteria to Establish Tiered System 

Ultimate tiered corridors will be determined by the baseline criteria above and the scoring criteria listed in the tables below. A 
description of how these high, medium, and low rankings were established is also provided in the text that follows. Designation for 
Tier 1 and Tier 2 corridors will ultimately be distinguished through this criterion as well. Final scores will be totaled for all criteria 
along with the baseline criteria to establish the final tiered network. Ranges will be established based on these totals to establish the 
appropriate tier. Scoring criteria may also be weighed based on additional stakeholder buy-in on the draft network and so that 
modifications can be made as appropriate to address statewide strategic corridor needs.  
 

Scoring Criteria High Medium Low 

Intrastate Mobility Criteria (Multimodal): 

  - AADT Thresholds  Greater than 10,000 7,500 – 10,000 Greater than or Equal to  5,000 

  - Truck AADT 
Thresholds 

Truck Percentage >= 10% Truck Percentage between 8-10% 
Trucks Less than 8% but facilities 

carrying greater than 1,000 AADT-
Truck Traffic 

  - Statewide and 
Regional Connectivity 

Route Directly Connects with 
Other States 

Route Directly Connects at Least 2 
Regions 

Directly Connects 1 or More Regions 

  - Parallel reliever to 
major interstate travel 

Yes, provides a viable parallel 
option to an interstate 

connecting one region to 
another 

Partial Reliever within at least one 
region 

Connects to identified parallel 
routes 

  - Multimodal 
Connectivity  

Connects four or more modal 
networks 

Connects three or more modes Connects two or more modes 
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Scoring Criteria High Medium Low 

Economic and Community Vitality/Equity Criteria: 

   - Total Population 
(2010 Census) 

Route located within top 10 
counties in state in terms of 

population total 

Route located within top 20 
counties in state in terms of 

population total 

Route directly connects to top 20 
counties in state in terms of 

population total 

  - Population Growth 
Projections to 2040 

Route located within top 10 
growing counties in state 

Route located within top 20 
growing counties in state 

Route directly connects to top 20 
growing counties in state 

  - Urbanized Area 
Classification 

Census Designated Urban 
Areas 

Census Designated Urbanized 
Clusters 

Designated Rural 

  - Employment Origin 
and Destination Data 

Routes Connect to top 25 
Census Tracts where workers 
live and where workers work 

Routes Connect to top 50 Census 
Tracts where workers live and 

where workers work 

Within Top 20 Counties where 
workers live and work 

 - Connectivity with 
Major Employment 
Hubs 

Directly Connects to top 25 
employment hubs 

Directly Connects to top 50 
employment hubs 

Provides connectivity to corridors 
that directly connect to top 50 

employment hubs 

  - Tourism Impacts 
Total Accommodations Tax 
Collections >= 10% of state 

total 

Total Accommodations Tax 
Collections between 5 to 10% of 

state total 

Total Accommodations Tax 
Collections between 1 and 5% of 

state totals 
 
 
The following describes sources of the data for each criteria and how the high, medium and low rankings were determined. 
 
AADT Thresholds: 2011 AADT was provided by SCDOT for each roadway within the primary and secondary network. Based on a review of 
statewide travel patterns, highest AADT scoring is attributed to routes with over 10,000 AADT, medium scoring is provided for routes with AADT 
between 7,500 and 9,999, and low rankings to those routes with AADT between 5,000 and 7,499. This minimum AADT was established based on 
previous network evaluation processes for the state and represents areas with the greatest total traffic movements across the state. 
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Truck AADT Thresholds: 2011 Truck AADT percentages were provided by SCDOT. This criterion measures the amount of truck traffic traveling 
along particular routes within the statewide network. Those routes operating at or above the statewide average of approximately 8% Truck AADT 
was provided a medium ranking. Highest rankings of above 8% are provided based on a review of statewide truck AADT maximums. In addition, a 
lower ranking is provided to routes that do not meet the statewide average Truck AADT, but which carry above 1,000 Truck AADT. This limit is 
based on previous South Carolina Corridor development and a review of existing total Truck AADT on the statewide network minimums and 
maximums. 
 
Statewide and Regional Connectivity: Regional and statewide connectivity are important factors in establishing an interconnected network 
throughout the state. Routes connecting directly with other states are given highest scorings based on their ability to improve interstate 
connections and offer viable alternatives to congested interstate corridors. In addition, those routes connecting multiple regions within the state are 
given medium scorings due to their ability to improve mobility within and throughout the state. Minimum criteria to be eligible for meeting statewide 
and regional connectivity needs require consideration to routes that connect to at least one other region within the statewide network. These 
connectivity rankings assist in providing greatest rankings to routes that provide the greatest high capacity through movements within and outside 
of the state. 
 
Parallel Reliever Potential: Given the substantial amount of rural and urban clusters within the state, local travel within and connecting to 
adjacent regions are often accomplished by utilizing the interstate network rather than other roadway networks. This can often result in premature 
degradation of the interstate roadway and increased capacity and maintenance costs to the state. Providing reliable parallel facilities to meet local 
and regional travel demands are therefore important to maintaining and enhancing the interstate and statewide mobility. Scoring has been 
established to provide highest scoring for potential parallel relievers to the interstate that could serve to better connect multiple regions and 
medium rankings to those routes that provide parallel routes within one region or more. Additional, but lower scoring is provided to account for 
routes connecting to these identified potential relievers which could be used to enhance parallel reliever potential within and throughout regions. 
 
Multimodal Connectivity: Multimodal connectivity is recognized as a way to enhance the efficiency of statewide and interregional travel by 
providing greater options for moving people and goods in an intermodal network. These routes are important to the state in terms of their ability to 
impact modal shifts for both people and freight movements. Multimodal criteria considered includes route connectivity to adjacent interstates, 
ports, airports, freight rail, passenger rail, interregional transit, and the statewide bicycle network. Greatest rankings for these criteria are given to 
corridors with the greatest number of connections to other modes. At a minimum, to qualify as a statewide strategic corridor, the corridor must 
provide connectivity between at least two modes.  
 
Population Totals and Population Growth to 2040: One measure of equity in the statewide strategic corridor identification process is to provide 
the greatest mobility for the greatest number of people. As such, two separate population criteria have been provided. Population totals in counties 
with the largest number of people, based on 2010 Census data, is one factor to consider and has been scored based on how many people are 
served. In addition, population growth is equally important in understanding the top growing areas regardless of actual size of the population. 
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These areas are expected to place increasing demands on statewide transportation resources over the 2040 horizon, and represent most recent 
population projection data provided by SCDOT. Connections to these routes that serve major population clusters and growing areas are also 
important to provide a complete network to serve people now and into the future, and are therefore attributed a smaller portion of scoring for these 
criteria. 
 
Census Urbanized Area Classifications: Another measure of equity in serving the greatest number of people in the state are designated urban 
and rural boundaries. These are established by the U.S. Census Bureau every 10 years, with the most recent designations in 2010. Rankings of 
high, medium and low rankings have been assigned to account for areas designated by the Census as urbanized areas of 50,000 or more people, 
urban clusters consisting of at least 2,500 people but less than 50,000, and rural areas that encompass all population, housing and territory 
outside of an urban area. These boundaries are established without regard to local or regional boundaries and are instead based on urban density 
and growth patterns. Highest rankings are provided to urban areas and urban clusters; however, rural areas have also been identified in this 
scoring system due to the large population within the state that is located in designated rural areas. 
 
Employment Impacts: Providing greater connectivity to employment hubs in the state and areas where concentrations of workers live and work 
not only provides a way to measure and evaluate mobility, but is also an indicator for establishing strategic corridors that serve to improve the 
economic vitality of the state. Major employment hubs, measured in terms of total employment in 2012, were provided by the Department of 
Commerce. In addition, 2011 U.S. Census Longitudinal Employee-Household Dynamics (LEHD) data is used to evaluate locations with the 
greatest concentrations of employment in the state as well as the greatest concentrations of places where workers live. Points are attributed to 
routes directly connecting to the largest employers in the state or to routes connecting these direct routes, as well as to routes connecting to the 
greatest concentrations of worker origins and destinations. 
 
Tourism Impacts: Tourism is a major source for economic development in the state. Developing a safe, connected and easily accessible 
transportation network is important for maintaining and enhancing economic development opportunities for tourism within the state. Ultimately, 
these transportation investments equate to a greater return on investment for the state in that they translate directly into the state’s tax base. Total 
accommodations tax collections for 2011 for counties within the state are therefore used to rank routes within concentrated tourism counties. The 
greatest number of points is attributed to routes within counties that contribute the greatest amount in these accommodations taxes. 
 
 


