Public Meeting Presentation
1-29 Corridor Study

February 26, 2009




Meeting Format

+ Open House from 6:30 PM
+ Presentation (20 Minutes)
+ Open House Until 8:00 PM

o Comments/Questions:

— Form for Written Comments
— Staff from City/SDDOT and Consultant




February 26, 2009

+ Welcome/Purpose of the Meeting:
— Update on 1-29 Corridor Study
— Format
— Take Comments

+ Future Traffic Conditions
+ Alternatives Screening

+ Questions

+ Next Steps
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Questions Answered through Corridor

otugy

+ How Much Traffic Will
Come from Proposed
Developments?

+ Can Existing Roads Handle
the Traffic?

— Focus on interstates
+ If No, What Would Help?

+ Benefits/Costs:

— Traffic

— Construction/Maintenance
Cost

— Driver Comfort

— Adjacent Environment URS
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Comparison of Traffic —

+ Current Daily Trips:
- 29,800

+ 2033 (Build-Out) Dail
Trips:
- 261,000
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2033 Traffic Operations
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Range of Alternatives

+ Arterial Capacity
Improvements:
— Upgrade Existing
— New Routes N _
+ Arterial Interstate Crossings (o = 1/ 2ia 7 |
+ Interstate Capacity
Improvements
+ New Interstate Access

+ Upgrade/Modify Existing
Interchange(s)
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Design Considerations

+ Spacing Between
Interchanges

o “Weaving” Traffic

+ Lefthand vs. Righthand
Entrance/Exit

+ Ride Comfort: |
— Profile for mainline and ramps FHWA: Minimum
Spacing - 1 Mile

o Cost:

— Bridges relative to
embankments/retaining walls
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