“W "ﬂjv

BE SAFE.
DRIVE SMaRT.




Project Goals and Objectives

VIABLE ALTERNATIVE SCORING VIABLE ALTERNATIVE EVALUATION MATRIX

RECOMMENDED
ALTERNATIVE

Alternative | Alternative | Alternative | Alternative Scoring / Unit Alternative | Alternative | Alternative | Alternative

Scoring

Improve mobility

0-5

Criteria

of Measure

No-Build

1

5

9

11

St:ess Test Scenario (Max Delay PM)

4 Level of Service of RAMP LOOP 375 TO EB I-10 - A A A A

- ol Segment/Connection | RAMP SB US 54 DC TO WB LP 375 A A A A A

4 ; #’ RS (P Peak Hour) RAMP SB US 54 DC 10 EB LP 375 B c i D D

P - RAMP EB I-10 DC TO WB |-110 b D B C D

- Y RAMP W8 I-10 DG TO WB -110 F C E C D

Add Connectivity RAMP EB I-10 DC TO EB LOOP 375 A E A B

RAMP WB I-10 DC TO WB LOOP 375 - A A A B

RAMP SB US 54 TO WB 1-110 AF F D : C C

ﬁ RAMP WB LOOP 375 TO NB US 54 A'is Best A A A A A

4 ' ﬁ — RAMP EB LOOP 375 TO NB US 54 A A A A A

Ease Congestion/ o RAMP EB I-110 TO EBI-10 A A A A A

ki RAMP EB I-110 TO NB US 54 B B B B B

Improve Mobility in MAINLANES SB US 54 (Before I-110 WB connector) F G E B B

the Study Area MAINLANES NB US 54N (After Gateway NB On Ramp) C C C c G

MAINLANES SB I-110 (At Paisano) F F F F F

Cj[: MAINLANES NB 1-110 (At Palsano) A A A A A

0 5 b \ 0
. o . | Total Network Travel AM Peak Hour

Improve queuing 3 = N Time PM Peak Hour T 3384 2225 2193 1824 1830
impacts y Total Network Delay | AM Peak Hour sinidkess 684 157 193 152 158
approa Ching the ! PM Peak Hour 2145 573 593 351 362

Port of Ent B Average Network AM Peak Hour MBH 36 49 48 49 49

ry ) Speed PM Peak Hour 20 40 39 44 a4

(5 is Best) O 4 3 5 4

[ MAXIMIZE EXISTING ASSETS (MINIMIZE RECONSTRUCTION)

during planned
I-10 reconstruction
projects

Maximize existing
assets (minimize
reconstruction)

W/

Minimize impacts
to the environment

Engineering/Safety
Considerations

SCORING
SUMMARY

1 Construction Costs $ 0 $79,745,000 $45,809,000 $75,723.000 $49,473,000
Potential Utility Conflicts 8 4
| ROW/Easements Requirements No. of Parcels 0 2 0 4 0
| Purpose and Need Meets Purpose and Need Yes/No No Yes Yes Yes Yes
MNatural Environment 100-year Floodplains Yes/No Yes No Yes Yes
Impacts Stream Crossings N 0 0 0 0
g Jurisdictional Waters (Waters of the U.S., including wetlands) 0 0 0] 0
2 — ! Threatened and EndanEeted Species Potential Low/Medium/High Low Low Low Low o
Human Environment Parks i 1 1 1
Impacts Schools 0 0 0 0
Churches 0 0 0 0
A Cemeteries 0 0 0 0
Commercial/Industrial Property Number 0 0 1 Q
Residential Property 0 0 0 0
3 Gommunity Facility 0 0 0 0
Unique/Prime Farmland Soils 0 0 0 0
NRHP-listed Site/Structure 3 3 3 3
Proposed Work Over Franklin Canal 0-5 (5 is Best) i 3 2 3
Community Cohesion Similar Similar Similar Similar
Environmental Justice Worse/Similar/Improved Similar Similar Similar Similar
Number of Potential Noise Receivers Similar Similar Worse Similar
4 Air Quality Impacts Associated with Project Low Low Low Low
Potential Hazardous Materials Sites . 5 Medium Medium Medium Medium
. Probability for Historic-Age Resource Impacts Low/Motrim/Eet Low Low Medium Low
¥ Probability for Archeolc%cal Find inﬁs Low Low Low Low
Public Concerns Neighborhoods (Stanley Avenue Access/Traffic) 05 (5 is Best) 4 5 5 5
A Truck ldling/Queuing 3 3 3 3
'ENGINEERING/SAFETY CONSIDERATIONS
2 4 ) Safety/Weave Min. Distance Between Ramps Linear Feet 2.200 1.100 1100 1.000 714
- | Consideration
| Design/Operation Flexibili Score (Higher Number = 5 2 3 2 3
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Project Schedule
— Workgroup Meeting #1
— Screen Potential Alternatives

— ldentify Recommended Alternatives
— Workgroup Meeting #2

— Public Meeting #1
— Refine Alternatives

— ldentify Preferred Alternative
— Workgroup Meeting #3
— Public Meeting #2

— Finalize Preliminary Design

— O00piord Workgroup Meeting #4

_ jonal Public Meeting #3
— EA Submittal

— Public Hearing
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June 3, 2015

November 9, 2015
January 21, 2016

June 23, 2016
July 7, 2016

TBD
TBD

Spring 2017



Proposed Improvements to Paisano Dr. (US 62)

Proposed
Improvements to
Paisano Dr. (US 62)
View 1

VISUAL CONCEPT RENDERING
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Proposed Improvemen to Paisano Dr. (US 62)
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Port of Entry Queuing Projections

Year 2025 Year 2025
Existing Conditions Alternative 9
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Alternative 9 Renderin - View 1
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Alternative 9 Rendering - View 2
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Alternative 9 Rendering - View 3
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