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US 191, SR 266 to US 70

Public Information Meeting

Wednesday March 16, 2011
Safford City Library
Phelps Dodge Room

808 South 7th Avenue
Safford, AZ 85546
4:30 to 6:30 p.m.
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Welcome and
2 Introductions

Study Team Members

ADOT Safford District
 Bill Harmon

ADOT Predesign
 Tazeen Dewan

ADOT Environmental
Planning Group

* Leslie Stafford (Consultant-
EcoPlan)

ADOT Communication and
Community Partnerships
 CT Revere

Federal Highway Administration
* Mary Frye
* Aryan Lirange

Consultant Project Manager -
AMEC
* Clark Clatanoff
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e Review public input — September 23, 2010
meeting

e Review agency input — November 2010 and
January 2011 meetings

e Present alternatives
o Next steps
e Comments and questions
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Study Process

ADOT
We are here
* Future DCR
Corridor Study l and NEPA Process

1/4-mile wide |
Corridor

1-mile wide

S Alternative Location and

Design Concept |

Refinement Report

Corridor

Study Study
- Agency
Study C?::ilg:)r and Public | Public
Kick-off Information | Hearing

Meetings /

Meetings 4

l

Study
Recommendations

Agency Decision
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4 corridors presented at the September 23, 2010 Public
Information Meeting
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A— East Corridor B — East to NW C — West Corridor D — Existing to
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WM Overall Public
A preference of Corridors'@”
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Corridor D
14%
Corridor C Corridor A
20% 45%
Corridor B

21%




'%‘ Stakeholder Group
~oor Meeting Summary

- Meeting: November 15, 2010
 Attendees included representatives from:
« Graham County
» Thatcher
« Safford
» Federal Highway Administration
« ADOT




'(“ Stakeholder Meeting
ADOT Summary (NOV. 15, 2010) %‘“"M

F TR
o \S‘ (o) ANSAO
4 2
g 7\
] @]
(&} =

e Alternatives A and B

» Take traffic to the east of Safford which is
unfavorable as traffic generally moves west

 Local traffic may continue to use existing US 191,
rather than go east to use Alternatives A or B

« Expected to cost more
o Alternative B conflicts with extensive floodplains

e Alternatives C and D better relieve congestion on
existing city/town streets
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ADOT

» Developed new alternatives following fall 2010
outreach activities

« US 70 corridor now part of the study
« Portions of Alternatives A, C and D used

e Developed the following new alternative names
to avoid confusion with previous alternatives

» East, west and existing US 191
* North and south US 70
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% Proposed Roadway
~oor Configurations

Proposed Proposed
R/W R/W

|
38 roadway | 4 1212 10

| DEPRESSED MEDIAN

Surburban Freeway—Interchange Access

Proposed Proposed
R/W 250 R/W

1
60’

36 roa;ctway

l_‘ A

2 lanes

RAISED MEDIAN

Urban Arterial Freeway—Signalized Intersection Access




% Proposed Roadway

2 Configurations Con't.

Proposed Proposed
R.JW 500’ R/W

| , 108'
[
32' roadway 38' roadway 4 12' |12 10

| ——

100"’ existing ADOT R/W

| |
2 lanes 2 lanes 2 lanes 2 lanes

Proposed Frontage Road Existing Highway Proposed Highway Proposed Frontage Road
Access per local governments Access per local governments

' DEPRESSED MEDIAN WITH FRONTAGE ROAD

Surburban Freeway—Interchange Access to Highway
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East US 191 — South us 70Alternat|ve

ADOT

... 2lanes S faneS o

[ DEPRESSED MEDIAN
Surburban Freeway—Interchange Access

Froposed Proposed
WIF 250 K_{W
36 m-dm ; 4 12 12 8
BRSTRREY _11"| i
" 2lanes TSlanes | e I

m RAISED MEDIAN

Urban Arterial Freeway—Signalized Intersection Access
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East US — North US 70

ADOT

[ DEPRESSED MEDIAN
Surburban Freeway—Interchange Access

Proposed i
WE‘ 250" ij
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36 roadway | 4 1Z |1 B
mERinng |
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|

m RAISED MEDIAN

Urban Arterial Freeway—Signalized Intersection Access
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West US 191 - South

B 2

U 7 Alternative

ADOT

Froposed
w 5_5_0'
| e
| 38 roadway | 4 12 1z g
J_ e mana e [ B - ST ‘| | .ﬂ\ i
- -2 lanes e e < TR

| DEPRESSED MEDIAN
Surburban Freeway—Interchange Access

RIwW 250 RIW

| 36 roadway_ | A 1212 &
RS |

r—

2 lanes

[ RAISED MEDIAN

Urban Arterial Freeway—Signalized Intersection Access
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1 DEPRESSED MEDIAN
Surburban Freeway—Interchange Access

250
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Lo

T S anes  2lanes

I RAISED MEDIAN
Urban Arterial Freeway—5Signalized Intersection Access
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Q,‘ Existing US 191

[ DEPRESSED MEDIAN
Surburban Freeway—Interchange Access
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Froposed i
R‘E‘r 250" R_{w
e |

36 roadway I s - -
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|

m RAISED MEDIAN

Urban Arterial Freeway—Signalized Intersection Access

Suth S 70 Alternative
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North US 70 Alternative
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[ DEPRESSED MEDIAN

Surburban Freeway—Interchange Access

Froposed Proposed
WI!‘ 250 K_J:W
BE' roadway |4 Az az g
[ 3 l-|| L _11"| i
" 2lanes TSlanes | e I

m RAISED MEDIAN

Urban Arterial Freeway—Signalized Intersection Access
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% Second Stakeholder
rbor Group Meeting Summary

« Meeting: January 24, 2011
» Attendees included representatives from:
» Graham County
 Pima
* Thatcher
« Safford
« ADOT
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Stakeholder Meeting
Apor SUMMary (Jan. 24, 2011)

« Remove from consideration:
« East US 191 Alternatives
« South US 70 Alternatives

 Study further and refine:

 West US 191
» Existing US 191

— North US 70 Alternative

— North US 70 Alternative
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West

US 191-North
Uus 70
Alternative

Proposed
b 350"
|
1 108"
38 roadway | 4 1212 10
! i T
R . R — Lt

~______-2lanes

1 DEPRESSED MEDIAN

Surburban Freeway—Interchange Access

Proposed
RIW 250
' 60'
36' roadwa |4 12|12 8
L ea b L \Mt t
L LT e oo
2 lanes 2 lane

@ RAISED MEDIAN

Urban Arterial Freeway—Signalized Intersection Access




Existing
US 191-North

Us 70
Alternative

[ ; 108
i r_S&'mdw_‘ | 4 1z |2 o
i NP N e B Y (R— 1]

___2|an35 T | -] -

[ DEPRESSED MEDIAN
Surburban Freeway—Interchange Access

Froposed
250 R/W
36" rondway _ HC s - o -
BT i
" 2lanes " Zlanes N
mm RAISED MEDIAN
Urban Arterial Freeway—=Signalized Intersection Access
|
Proposed Proposed
RIW 500' RIW
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! 32'roadway Isﬂ'roaldwy 4 12 12 10 4 12 12 4 |
i ! K K K |
______ el ssen | == Eaiianeil S e
‘ 100" existing ADOTRIW |
|
2 lanes 2 lanes 2 lanes 2 lanes
Proposed Frontage Road Existing Highway Proposed Highway Proposed Frontage Road
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0 DEPRESSED MEDIAN WITH FRONTAGE ROAD
Surburban Freeway—Interchange Access to Highway
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Environmental )
/?o'r Process (.g

e Collect and document existing conditions on
physical, biological, and cultural/historic
environment

o Solicit participation from local, state and
federal government agencies

e Solicit input from public, property owners,
businesses and other stakeholders

e Identify constraints and opportunities for
corridors being considered
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Example -
Phase 1

Phase 1A, 2-lane

Phase 1B, 2-lane

Traffic Signal T
(Location & Timing Determined H e
in the Future w/ Local Agencies) 3

Proposed
RIW

in each direction

[ JFUTURE DEPRESSED MEDIAN

Surburban Freeway—Interchange Access

in each direction

———z

0 FUTURE RAISED MEDIAN

Urban Arterial Freeway—Signalized Intersection Access




Example -
Phase 2

Phase 2A, 4-lane

Phase 2B, 2-lane

Phase 2C, 4-lane

Existing Traffic Signal

,_______
000

Traffic Interchange
(As Warranted)

@

Y

[ DEFPRESSED MEDIAN
Surburban Freeway—Interchange Access

R 250
I-

e0 =
I - - -

[ ' L:”“J"“1Ii_“11
" 2lanes "2 lanes

m RAISED MEDIAN —
Urban Arterial Freeway—Signalized Intersection Access




Example-
Phase 3

Phase 3A, 4-lane

New Traffic Interchange
(As Warranted)

XKD Existing Traffic Interchange

(As Warranted, Location & Timing Determined
in the Future w/ Local Agencies)

E New Traffic Signal

Existing Traffic Signal
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[ DEPRESSED MEDIAN
Surburban Freeway—Interchange Access

Froposed Froposed
Rd;w' 250

—_ 8
36 roadway_ | 4 A2 12 8

! e |-|_'; ...... ‘__|"_‘_Hi___11
7 2lanes "2lanes

m RAISED MEDIAN
Urban Arterial Freeway—Signalized Intersection Access

R T pnr®




% Ways to submit
Apor CcOMmMmMents

e Submit a comment form today
e Mail:
US 191 Study Team
3200 East Camelback Road, Suite 350
Phoenix, AZ 85018
e E-mail: statewideprojects@azdot.gov
e Fax: 602-522-7707
e Phone: 520-705-3574
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Questions and
Comments



