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& Agenda
'(.‘ US 191 & US 70 Corridor Location Study

Local Agency Coordination Meeting
ADOT january 24, 2011

« Introduction

« Sept. 23 PIM Summary

 Alternative Development (Add US 70)
* Nov. 15 Stakeholder Group Summary
« Review of Input Considerations

» Proposed Screening Action
 Discussion

« Plan next PIM

« Wrap-up
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Thursday, September 23, 2010
Graham County Assembly Room
115 Attendees
55 Responses
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Four Corridors Considered (‘

A — East Corridor

B — East to NW Corridor

C — West Corridor

D — Existing to NW Corridor
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< Community of Residence
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In what community do you reside?

Safford 12

Central | 6

Thatcher |5

South of Safford [5

Thunderbird 4

Artesia [2

Solomon [ 1

Buena Vista | 1

Pima [ 1

Safford Ranch Mobile Home Park | 1
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Usage of US 191

What is your most common use of the current US
191?

0 5 10 15 20 25

30

Residential

Business 9

Access to I-10 5

Visiting
family/friends

Traveling to
Tucson or Phoenix

28
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Reasons for Planning
Improvements

Please rank the following items in terms

of reasons for planning improvements . Access and property

= impacts drew the
strongest responses

« Safety and emergency

-
—h

H H 'z”ytr;“;’t‘t‘ response times also were
1 B Somewhatimportant im pO rtant
| Lo || * Reuse of existing

4 highway and alternate

_ 2 routes were only of
1 moderate interest

Traveltime | Accessand | Reuse of | Alternative | Safety and ° Travel t|me was the IeaSt

e roagway  thioughtafiic  vatde | important factor

responsetime
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Preference of Corridors

Overall preference of corridors

Corridor D
14%
Corridor C Corridor A
20% 45%
Corridor B

21%
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< Summary of Comments -
o Corridor A

A

Comments - Corridor A

Leastimpacton homes and views | 12

Leastintrusive to the community | 6

Bestfor commercial purposes | ] 3
Leastexpensive [ ] 3
Helpful to trafficflow [ ] 2
Unhelpful to trafficflow [___] 2
Leastcomplicated [ ] 2
Safest [] 1

Leastnoise || 1

Intersects badly with US70 [] 1
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Summary of Commments -
Corridor B
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Comments - Corridor B

Cuts through too
many 5
neighborhoods

No advantages to
this route

Most realistic 1

Unhelpful to traffic
flow

Bad for
businesses
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< Summary of Comments -

Corridor C

ADOT

Comments - Corridor C

Not in favor of this one 6
Too far out of the way of Safford 4
Impedes access/Niew of Mt. Graham 4

Negatively impacts area |
neighborhoods

Best for traffic flow 3

Affects the fewest people 2

Unhelpful to traffic flow 1

Safest 1
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Summary of Commments -
Corridor D
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Comments - Corridor D

Minimal impact 1

Most sensible/cost effective 1

Will create too much traffic 2

Closest to Safford 2

Too disruptive 3

Just don't like this option 7
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Meeting: November 15, 2010

Attendees:

 Michael Bryce — Graham County
« Heath Brown — Thatcher

» Mary Frye — FHWA

» Randy Petty — Safford

 Dustin Welker — Safford
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Stakeholder input included the following:

e Alternatives A and B take traffic to the east of Safford
which is unfavorable as traffic generally moves west.

e Local traffic may remain on existing US 191 rather than go
east to use Alternatives A or B.

e Traffic model shows Alternative A results in more traffic in
town.

o Alternative B conflicts with extensive floodplains.
o Alternative C results in less traffic in town.
o Alternatives A and B expected to cost more.




% Alternative Refinement
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New Alternatives

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

‘Resulted in New Naming to Avoid
Confusion With Previous Alternatives

*East, West or existing US 191
*North or South US 70
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Alternative Development
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West US 191 - South US 7 Iternative
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Review of Considerations

e Community Benefit & Function
e Flood Plain Impacts
e Development Impacts

e Traffic Function from ADOT/FHWA
perception

e Cost for US 191 Portion
o Stakeholder Group Input
e Public Input




'(0."‘ Proposed Action -

Drop One US 191 & One US 70 Alternative

ADOT

e Drop the East US 191 Alternatives
e Drop the South US 70 Alternatives

e (Consideration Factors
» Screened Alternatives left more traffic on existing roads.
» Screened Alternatives had more flood plains impacted.

e Screened Alternatives had more existing & potential future
development impacts.

* A key function of ADOT FHWA is to provide efficient travel
times. The out of direction travel would result in more
improvements to existing ADOT facilities and slower travel
times.

e Screened Alternatives had higher costs for US 191 Corridor.

e The Stakeholder Group felt the west corridor served the
community better.

e The Public response was mixed, with commenters focused on
‘Not in my backyard’, comments did not reflect a future vision.
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Public Information Meeting
Planning
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e Late February / Early March




