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PURPOSE OF THE US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN  

Introduction 

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) in conjunction with the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), City of Flagstaff, Flagstaff Metropolitan Planning Organization (FMPO), and 
other project partners are studying potential improvements to US 180 between mile post 215.44 and 
mile post 233.25 (see Figure 1 for map of study corridor). 

The purpose of the US 180 Corridor Master Plan (CMP) is to identify a 20-year vision for the US 180 
corridor that addresses current safety and traffic congestion issues by evaluating a mixture of previously 
recommended and newly introduced System Alternatives. These System Alternatives include a mix of 
alternatives that utilize and maintain the existing US 180 right-of-way, alternatives that would require an 
expanded right-of-way, and alternative routes separate and in addition to the US 180 corridor itself.  

The System Alternatives are also complemented by a series of Base Build Spot Improvements – which 
constitute targeted, near term low investment mitigation measures that support mid and long-term 
System Alternatives.  

The US 180 CMP process will include an extensive public and stakeholder involvement process that 
consists a thorough and community-vetted, quantitative evaluation criteria exercise for the evaluation 
of the System Alternatives to ultimately reach a set of preferred System Alternative(s) and achieve an 
informed consensus by the Project Partners, stakeholders and citizens. 

Figure 1: US 180 CMP Study Corridor 
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PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE MEETING #1 PURPOSE 

As part of the project process, the Public Open House Meeting #1 was held to introduce the project and 
obtain public and stakeholder input regarding the System Alternatives. This Report documents the 
process following up to the public open house, the format of the Public Open House Meeting #1 that 
was held to solicit public comments, and summarizes the results and the comments received at the 
meeting. This report also provides a summary of all comments received by May 31, 2018.  

The purpose of the Public Open House Meeting #1 was to provide an introduction to the study and 
preliminary information regarding the study process, and to display the preliminary universe of system 
alternatives for the US 180 Study Corridor. In addition, this was also an opportunity for attendees to ask 
questions submit comments, and participate in a sticky-dot voting exercise for each alternative to lead 
to a list of preferred alternatives. Approximately of 186 people attended the public open house. 

PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE MEETING #1 NOTIFICATION PROCEDURES  

ADOT held the US 180 CMP Public Open House Meeting #1 on May 3, 2018. Public outreach methods 
included sending out mailers to residents adjacent to the US 180 study corridor, playing radio 
advertisements, posting social media announcements, and displaying paper and online newspaper 
advertisements. This section represents a summary of the outreach. 

Newspaper Advertisements 

Newspaper advertisements providing the date and location of the US 180 CMP Public Open House 
Meeting #1 were published in the following newspapers:  

• Daily Sun News (April 24, 2018) 

Copies of the advertisement can be found in Appendix A. 

Online Newspaper Advertisements 

The Public Open House Meeting #1 information, date, and time were also released to the public as 
another method to notify community members. The following websites published an advertisement for 
the meeting: 

• Norther Arizona Gazette (www.northernarizonagazette.com) 
• ADOT Media Center (www.azdot.gov/media/News/news-release.com) 
• Flagstaff Biking (www.http://flagstaffbiking.org) 
• Arizona Daily Sun (ww.azdailysun.com) 
• Northern Arizona’s Locally Owned News Paper (www.flagstaffbusinessnews.com) 

Social Media 

Multiple Project Partners utilized their respective Facebook pages to advertise the Public Open House 
Meeting #1 to the community. The following agencies/municipalities posted on their Facebook pages: 

• City of Flagstaff Facebook  
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• ADOT Facebook 
• NAIPTA Mountain Line Facebook 
• Coconino County 

Website 

The project website was developed and the web address was published on all informational materials. 
Public meeting information and project details were provided on the website: 
www.azdot.gov/US180CorridorMasterPlan 

PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE MEETING #1 FORMAT 

Introduction 

The US 180 CMP Public Open House Meeting #1 was 
held on May 3, 2018 from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. at 
The Commons at Flagstaff High School, 400 W. Elm 
Avenue, Flagstaff, Arizona 86001. The Public Open 
House Meeting #1 began with attendee registration at 
the entrance, where attendees were asked to sign-in 
and were provided an agenda of the meeting with a 
“road map” of the meeting room layout. The sign-in 
sheets were created to update the mailing list as well 
as account for the number of attendees. A copy of the 
sign-in sheets can be found in Appendix B. Attendees 
were then asked to participate in a pinning exercise 
which asked them to place a pin on a map (Figure 2) 
approximately where they lived. This exercise was 
widely accepted and appreciated by the attendees, 
which provided useful geographical reference behind 
the feedback and comments received at the meeting. 
The results from the map pinning exercise can be 
found in Appendix C. 

Presentation 

At 6:15 p.m. the consultant project manager, Kevin Kugler, gave a brief PowerPoint presentation about 
the study. A copy of the PowerPoint presentation can be found in Appendix D and covered the following 
topics: 

• Welcome & Introductions 
• Meeting’s Agenda 
• Open House Format & Objectives 
• US 180 CMP Study Corridor & Project 

Goals 

• US 180 CMP Project Work Plan & 
Schedule 

• Next Steps 
• Methods of Providing Comments 
• Q & A 

Figure 2: Pinning Exercise Map 
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Mr. Kugler began the presentation by introducing himself and welcoming all of the attendees and the 
Flagstaff Unified School District for hosting the meeting. Mr. Kugler then indicated that there were 
various colleagues and Project Partners in attendance to assist him, noting they would be wearing name 
tags, but did not want to take the time to introduce everyone. Mr. Kugler said he would go into a brief 
presentation and about the project and the format of the public meeting, and then take 3-5 questions 
following the presentation, but wanted to make sure all questions were answered, so additional 
question cards were handed out to all attendees who could fill them out and hand them in following the 
presentation. A copy of the question card can be found in Appendix E. Mr. Kugler then reviewed the 
Agenda for the evening followed by the format and objectives of the US 180 CMP Public Open House. 
Mr. Kugler then presented the US 180 Study Corridor, the US 180 CMP Goals, and the project 
process/schedule. Mr. Kugler concluded the presentation by talking about the next steps of the project 
and informing the attendees about the five different Stations at the meeting and described the format 
of the open house and the various ways to provide comments. The presentation concluded at 6:33 p.m. 
and the open house forum began.  

Open House 

As the open house forum began, attendees were encouraged to walk around and visit the various 
stations, view the displays boards of the various preliminary system alternatives, ask questions of 
project staff, participate in the sticky-dot prioritization exercise, and fill out a comment card for each 
station for additional feedback. A series of display boards were created for each of five stations 
describing the project and showing the universe of preliminary system alternatives. The following 
sections describe the Public Open House Meeting #1 stations. 

Station 1: About the Project/Study Area at a Glance 
Station 1 provided a display board with information about the project, project purpose, project goals, 
and the project schedule. The station also included two display boards with existing and future 
conditions of the US 180 Study Corridor, which included current and future traffic volumes and existing 
crash data, patterns and trends. The three display boards in Station 1 are shown in Figure 3 and can be 
found in Appendix F. 

Figure 3: Station 1 Display Boards 
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Station 2: System Alternatives Utilizing Existing Right-of-Way 
Station 2 provided display boards for the three preliminary system alternatives that utilize existing right-
of-way within the US 180 CMP Study Corridor which include:  

• Preliminary System Alternative 1: No Build (Maintain as Is),
• Base Build Spot Improvements
• Preliminary System Alternative 2: Humphreys St Southbound PM Peak Managed Lane.

The three display boards in Station 2 are shown in Figure 4 and can be found in Appendix G. 

Figure 4: Station 2 Display Boards 

Station 3: System Alternatives that May Require Expanded Right-of-Way 
Station 3 provided display boards for the four preliminary system alternatives that may require 
expanded right-of-way within the US 180 CMP Study Corridor; which include:  

• Preliminary System Alternative 3: Four General Purpose Lanes, Center Median, Bike Lanes and
Shoulders on both Sides

• Preliminary System Alternative 4: US 180 AM and PM Peak Managed Lane from Meade Street
south to Downtown

• Preliminary System Alternative 5: Humphrey’s Street One Way Northbound for AM Peak & One
Way Southbound for PM Peak, and right turn capacity at Beaver Street and Columbus, and
Humphrey’s Street and SR 40B, and Preliminary

• System Alternative 6: Dynamic Southbound Shoulder.

The three display boards in Station 3 are shown in Figure 5 and can be found in Appendix H. 
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Figure 5: Station 3 Display Boards 

    
 
Station 4: Alternative Routes to US 180 
Station 4 provided display boards for the 12 preliminary system alternative routes to the US 180 CMP 
Study Corridor, which include:  

• Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Avenue to Switzer Canyon Drive to Route 66 
• Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Avenue to Beaver Street to Butler Avenue 

(Southbound One Way) & Butler Avenue to San Francisco Street to Columbus Drive 
• Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Avenue to Turquoise Drive to Switzer Canyon Drive to 

Route 66, Preliminary System Alternative 10: Cable Propelled Gondola 
• Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Road to West Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Road to I-

40 Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Road 
• Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike’s Pike Street/Future Overpass/Humphrey’s Street one 

way northbound & Kendrick Street/Sitgreaves Street/existing underpass to Milton Road 
southbound, Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Road to West Route 66 to Woodland’s 
Village Boulevard to Beulah Boulevard to John Wesley Powell Boulevard to I-17 South 

• Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Road to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Road to I-40 
• Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to I-40 
• Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Road to FS Road 222 to FS Road 111 
• Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Road to FS 506 to I-40 

 
The three display boards in Station 4 are shown in Figure 6 and can be found in Appendix I. 
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Figure 6: Station 4 Display Boards 



 

 
10 

 

US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN 
Public Open House Meeting #1 #1 – Meeting Summary Report 

Station 5: NAIPTA Study 
Northern Arizona Intergovernmental Public Transit Authority (NAIPTA) had a station describing a 
complementary study of how transit and transportation demand management could be used to reduce 
winter congestion specifically. 

Mapping Exercise 
In addition to Station 1 through Station 5, there was a separate station dedicated to a mapping exercise 
that consisted of a series of large roll plot aerial maps of the US 180 CMP Study Corridor. These roll plot 
maps provided an opportunity for attendees to offer custom feedback by drawing and making notations 
and/or observations about US 180 directly onto the large maps. Attendees were encouraged to jot 
down/identify areas of typical congestion, safety concern, crashes, poor lighting, and other issues and 
opportunities. A copy of the results from the mapping exercise can be found in Appendix J. 
 
Public Comment Summary 

This section presents a summary of the comments received during the Public Open House Meeting #1 
meeting. The comments received were obtained in three different formats, which include questions 
cards, the sticky-dot prioritization exercise for the preliminary system alternatives, station comment 
cards, and emails sent to the project email address (US180@mbakerintl.com). A total of 204 comments 
were received as of May 31, 2018. 

Question Cards 
When public meetings occur, it is critical that to make an effort to collect all public feedback and input. 
Question cards were handed out to during the presentation to allow the attendees an opportunity to 
ask a question to the project team if they did not get a chance to ask a question over the microphone 
during the presentation, or who may not have felt comfortable asking a question over the microphone. 
A total of 16 question cards were collected and can be found in Appendix K. 

Preliminary System Alternative Sticky-Dot Prioritization Exercise 
The primary objective of Public Open House Meeting #1 Meeting #1 was to present the Preliminary 
System Alternatives for the US 180 study corridor, and seek public input to help the Project Partners 
determine which Preliminary System Alternatives should move forward for additional study or not.  A 
simple sticky-dot prioritization exercise was utilized on the display boards at Stations 1-4 to capture 
which preliminary system alternatives were preferred or not by meeting attendees. Each participant was 
given 18 dot stickers (one for each alternative), and asked them to place a sticker based on whether 
they believed each Preliminary System Alternative should either Move Forward for Further Study, Be 
Eliminated from Further Study, or Move Forward for Further Study with Adjustment. Table 1 shows the 
results of the sticky-dot prioritization exercise for each System Alternative with the total number of dots 
for each category. Table 1 summarizes the feedback received through this sticky dot exercise.  The 
Preliminary System Alternative display boards with the sticky-dot prioritization exercise results can be 
found in Appendix G through Appendix I. 

 

mailto:US180@mbakerintl.com
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Table 1: Preliminary System Alternative Sticky-Dot Prioritization Exercise Results 

Station/Preliminary System Alternative Move Forward 
for Further Study 

Be Eliminated from 
Further Study 

Move Forward for 
Further Study 
with Adjustment 

Station 2: System Alternatives Utilizing Existing Right-of-Way 
Preliminary System Alternative 1: No Build (Maintain as Is) Not Applicable 
Base Build Spot improvements See Table 2 
Preliminary System Alternative 2: Humphreys St Southbound PM Peak Managed Lane 45 35 0 

Station 3: System Alternatives that May Require Expanded Right-of-Way 
Preliminary System Alternative 3: Four General Purpose Lanes, Center Median, Bike Lanes and 
Shoulders on both Sides 51 52 0 

Preliminary System Alternative 4: US 180 AM and PM Peak Managed Lane from Meade Street 
south to Downtown 48 36 0 

Preliminary System Alternative 5: Humphrey’s Street One Way Northbound for AM Peak & One 
Way Southbound for PM Peak, and right turn capacity at Beaver Street and Columbus, and 
Humphrey’s Street and SR 40B 

17 69 1 

Preliminary System Alternative 6: Dynamic Southbound Shoulder 50 28 1 
Station 4: Alternative Routes to US 180 

Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Avenue to Switzer Canyon Drive to Route 66 23 36 0 
Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Avenue to Beaver Street to Butler Avenue 
(Southbound One Way) & Butler Avenue to San Francisco Street to Columbus Drive 4 48 0 

Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Avenue to Turquoise Drive to Switzer Canyon Drive to 
Route 66 8 43 0 

Preliminary System Alternative 10: Cable Propelled Gondola Previously Removed by Project Partners 
Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Road to West Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to I-40 4 48 0 
Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Road 65 19 0 
Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike’s Pike Street/Future Overpass/Humphrey’s Street one 
way northbound & Kendrick Street/Sitgreaves Street/existing underpass to Milton Road 
southbound 

10 65 0 

Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Road to West Route 66 to Woodland’s Village 
Boulevard to Beulah Boulevard to John Wesley Powell Boulevard to I-17 South 10 36 0 

Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Road to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Road to I-40 67 92 0 
Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to I-40 56 78 0 
Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Road to FS Road 222 to FS Road 111 113 28 0 
Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Road to FS 506 to I-40 57 56 0 
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In addition to the sticky-dot prioritization exercise, Public Open House Meeting #1 attendees were given 
the opportunity to provide additional comments on post-it notes for each preliminary system 
alternative. The following comments were captured on post-it notes for each preliminary system 
alternative: 

Station 2: System Alternatives Utilizing Existing Right-of-Way 
No Build (Maintain as Is) 

No Additional Comments were received. 

Base Build Spot Improvements 

This table indicates the number of supporting votes received for each type of base build spot 
improvement type. 

Table 2: Base Build Spot Improvements Stick-Dot Results 
BASE BUILD SPOT IMPROVEMENT TYPE NUMBER OF SUPPORTING VOTES 
Mid-Block Pedestrian Crossings 44 

Pedestrian/Bicycle Overpass 62 

Pedestrian/Bicycle Underpass 39 

Bike Lanes 33 

Multi-Use Path 59 
The additional comments received on the Base Build Spot Improvement Display Board included: 

• Wildlife crossings?
• Mid-block crossing at Forest Avenue and US 180 (x2).
• Mid-block crossing at Late for the Train.
• Mid-block crossing at Sechrist School.
• HAWKS are ineffective when drivers are unfamiliar with them. Given that a high proportion of

drivers on US 180 are visitors, HAWKS are not viable.
• US 180 is far too wide for a pedestrian/bicycle overpass
• US 180 and Forest Avenue need a better crossing – pedestrian/bicycle overpass
• Sechrist School overpass
• MNA and Sechrist School need an overpass
• Fort valley/Humphrey’s Street and Columbus Avenue Intersections would be good locations for

pedestrian/bicycle underpasses.
• Sechrist School underpass is a better option than an overpass because it won’t stop traffic and is

better for our weather. Less risk for people jumping off, rock throwing and allows tall trucks.
• Need an underpass at Sechrist School
• Forest Avenue and Fort Valley Road intersections are good locations for underpasses
• Fix corner of US 180 for wide bike lanes on both sides of the street north of Cheshire.
• Bike lanes should be eliminated when there is ample room for both bikers and walkers on

asphalted oaths above the curb.
• Speeds are too high on US 180 for bike lanes.
• Need a continuous paved off-street multi-use path
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• Bike must be physically protected from cars. I bike US 180 regularly and it is terrifying!
• Need a bike path from MNA to the Canyon! (x3)
• Move Sechrist School off US 180 to a different location (x3)
• Build a roundabout at Forest Avenue and US 180

Preliminary System Alternative 2: Humphreys St Southbound PM Peak Managed Lane 

The additional comments received on the Preliminary System Alternative 2 Display Board included: 

• City of Tucson had these and removed them in the early 2000’s due to accidents and safety
concerns.

• Turn lane is currently used as alternative driving lane from Forest Avenue to Humphrey’s Street
Station 3: System Alternatives that May Require Expanded Right-of-Way

Station 3: System Alternatives that May Require Expanded Right-of-Way 
Preliminary System Alternative 3: Four General Purpose Lanes, Center Median, Bike Lanes and Shoulders on 
both Sides 

The additional comments received on the Preliminary System Alternative 3 Display Board included: 

• This would not be effective unless working in conjunction with a widening or more effective use
of Humphrey’s Street, as the intersection at Humphrey’s Street and Columbus Avenue is the
bottleneck.

• Reasonable? Practical?
• Maybe if you had a bus only lane and continued infrastructure for transit to Snowbowl during

winter.

Preliminary System Alternative 4: US 180 AM and PM Peak Managed Lane from Meade Street south to 
Downtown 

The additional comments received on the Preliminary System Alternative 4 Display Board included: 

• Meade is access from Fratelli’s & late for the train.
• Use one 10-foot pedestrian/bike trail on each side to reduce the total width and save traditional

look of the street.
• Reasonable? Practical?

Preliminary System Alternative 5: Humphrey’s Street One Way Northbound for AM Peak & One Way 
Southbound for PM Peak, and right turn capacity at Beaver Street and Columbus, and Humphrey’s Street 
and SR 40B 

The additional comments received on the Preliminary System Alternative 5 Display Board included: 

• Safety concern of vehicle accidents during inclement weather.

Preliminary System Alternative 6: Dynamic Southbound Shoulder 

The additional comments received on the Preliminary System Alternative 6 Display Board included: 

• Creek Side Drive is just north of Quintana Street and Grand Canyon trust on the east side.
• Way too dangerous for bikes on dynamic shoulder.
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• Needs to be easily understood by tourists. As a case study look at Grant “suicide lane” in Tucson,
Az. This lane was dangerous and eliminated in the early 2000’s.

• This seems extremely dangerous for cyclists.
• Need transit also for school buses dedicated lane or extra lane for cars on Forest Avenue to

Sechrist, because of Sechrist Elementary School boundary (North of Forest Ave/Cedar all the wat
to 4th Street) parent/bus traffic comes down Forest Avenue on US 180 – Traffic is backed up to
San Francisco Street on Forest Avenue in the morning, especially during ski season, and
significantly impacts US 180 traffic in the morning (8:00-8:45 am).

Station 4: Alternative Routes to US 180 
The additional comments received on the Preliminary System Alternative 7 through Preliminary System 
Alternative 18 Display Boards included: 

• In lieu to Lone Tree Road Alternative Route– add an over/under pass at Ponderosa to aid
north/south movement

• The Alternative Routes outside of Flagstaff are a waste of tax dollars because all snow gear
rental places, restaurants, and fuels stops are in town.

• Do not go through any neighborhoods
• Preliminary System Alternative 17 is the only alternative route that does not go through a

neighborhood – go this route!
• The Snow Bowl Road Route would block an important wildlife corridor. Contact Hannah Griscom

at AZ Game & Fish for more information.

Station Comment Cards 
Supplemental Comment Cards were provided to meeting attendees at each station for additional and 
further detailed input/feedback on the various preliminary system alternatives. Comment cards were 
not provided at Station 5: NAIPTA Transit Study. A total of 136 comment cards were received, with 27 
comment cards collected at Station 1, 20 comments cards collected at Station 2, 29 comment cards 
collected at Station 3, and 60 comment cards collected at Station 4. The comment cards received for 
each station can be found in Appendix L through Appendix O.
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Appendix A - US 180 Pubic Open House Meeting #1 Advertisement 
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Appendix B - US 180 Public Open House Sign-In Sheets 
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Appendix C - US 180 Public Open House Pinning Exercise 
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Appendix D - US 180 Public Open House PowerPoint Presentation  
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Appendix E - US 180 Public Open House Question Card 
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Appendix F - Station 1: About the Project/Study Area at a Glance Display Boards 
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Appendix G - Station 2: System Alternatives Utilizing Existing Right-of-Way Display Boards  
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Appendix H - Station 3: System Alternatives that May Require Expanded Right-of-Way 
Display Boards 
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Appendix I - Station 4: Alternative Routes to US 180 Display Boards 
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Appendix J - Mapping Exercise 

The entire roll plot cannot be included in this report due to their size, however, the files can be downloaded using the link provided below: 

https://eftp.mbakerintl.com/message/APB6r7RsjmkFd8QxKNCjsR  

 

Contact brian.snider@mbakerintl.com if the link is not working or has expired. 

Route 66 to Columbus Avenue 

 

  

https://eftp.mbakerintl.com/message/APB6r7RsjmkFd8QxKNCjsR
mailto:brian.snider@mbakerintl.com
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Columbus Avenue to Quintana Road 
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Quintana Road to Shultz Pass Road 
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Schultz Pass Road to Forest Hills Road 
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Appendix K – US 180 Public Open House Presentation Question Cards 
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Appendix L- Station 1: About the Project/Study Area at a Glance Comment Cards 
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Appendix M - Station 2: System Alternatives Utilizing Existing Right-of-Way Comment Cards 
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Appendix N - Station 3: System Alternatives that May Require Expanded Right-of-Way 
Comment Cards 
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Appendix O - Station 4: Alternative Routes to US 180 Comment Cards 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 US 180 Corridor Master Plan Purpose & Need 

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) in conjunction with the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), City of Flagstaff, MetroPlan, and other project partners, are studying 
potential improvements to US 180 between Route 66 (MP 215.44) and Crowley Pit (MP 233.25) 
(see Figure 1). 

The purpose of the US 180 Corridor Master Plan (CMP) is to identify a 20-year vision for the US 
180 corridor that addresses the seven goals (expressed in Figure 1-1 below) by evaluating a 
mixture of previously recommended and newly introduced System Alternatives. These System 
Alternatives include a mix of alternatives that utilize and maintain the existing US 180 right-of-
way, alternatives that would require an expanded right-of-way, and alternative routes separate 
and in addition to the US 180 corridor itself.  

The System Alternatives are also complemented by a series of Base Build Spot Improvements – 
which constitute targeted, near term low investment mitigation measures that support mid and 
long-term System Alternatives.  

The US 180 CMP process has  included, and will continue to include public and stakeholder 
involvement that consists of a thorough and community-vetted, quantitative evaluation criteria 
exercise for the evaluation of the System Alternatives to ultimately reach a set of preferred 
System Alternative(s) and achieve an informed consensus by the Project Partners, stakeholders 
and citizens.  

1.1a Project Website 
A project website was developed to host all informational materials and documents related to the 
Study. Visit the project website for supplemental information and documents referenced in this 
report: www.azdot.gov/US180CorridorMasterPlan   

Figure 1: US 180 CMP Study Corridor 

 

http://www.azdot.gov/US180CorridorMasterPlan
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2.0 PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE MEETING #2 SUMMARY 

As part of the project process, two public open house meetings were held over the duration of 
the study at two pivotal junctures of the planning process.  

The first public open house was held in May of 2018 with the purpose of introducing the project, 
reviews of existing and future conditions of the corridor, and to obtain public and stakeholder 
input regarding the initial set of System Alternatives.  Refer to the US 180 CMP project website 
for more information and to view Working Paper #1: Existing and Future Conditions and the Public 
Open House Meeting #1 Summary Report. 

A second public open house meeting, aka Public Open House Meeting #2, was held on November 
19, 2020 from 6:30 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. to review the detailed Three-Tier Alternative Analyses results 
(presented in Working Paper #2: Alternatives Analysis), and solicit public and stakeholder input 
on the Tier Two and Tier Three Alternatives through an online survey. For more information 
pertaining to the detailed Three-Tier Alternative Analysis, please visit the project website to 
access Working Paper #2: Alternatives Analysis. This Report documents the notification process, 
the format of Public Open House Meeting #2, and summarizes the results and the comments and 
questions received during the meeting and from the online survey. This Report includes a  series 
of attachments, found in Section 3.0 Attachments, that supplement the information presented 
herein. 

It is important to note that Public Open House Meeting #2 was conducted in a virtual format as a 
result of the COVID-19 pandemic. The virtual platform where the meeting was hosted can be 
accessed here: http://us180corridormasterplan.com/  

2.1 Public Open House Meeting #2 Notification Procedures 

ADOT conducted the US 180 CMP Public Open House Meeting #2 virtually on November 19, 2020 
and began sending public notifications approximately two weeks in advance of the meeting.  
Public notification methods included sending out mailers to residents adjacent to the US 180 
study corridor, posting social media announcements, and displaying paper and online newspaper 
advertisements. The specific advisements sent can be found in Attachment A – Public Open House 
Meeting #2 Notification Advertisements. 

2.2 Public Open House Meeting #2 Registration 
The first step in the meeting process was for attendees to register for the event by providing their 
name and email address. There was a total of 53 people who registered for virtual Public Open 
House Meeting #2. A list of attendees can be found in Attachment B – Public Open House Meeting 
#2 Registration List. 

2.3 Public Open House Meeting #2 Presentation 

A prerecorded PowerPoint presentation was provided that outlined a high-level overview of the 
Three-Tier Alternative Analysis results and findings. The PowerPoint slides can be found in 

http://us180corridormasterplan.com/
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Attachment C - Public Open House Meeting #2 Presentation and recorded presentation can be 
accessed here: https://player.vimeo.com/video/480014234 .  

2.4 Live Question & Answer (Q&A) Session 

Meeting attendees had an opportunity to ask project representatives questions about the study 
during a Live Q&A session. The Live Q&A session kicked off at 7:00 p.m. to allow enough time for 
attendees to view the prerecorded prestation prior to the Q&A event. A total of 74 attendees 
participated in the Live Q&A session, where a total of 41 questions were asked and answered. A 
detailed transcript was recorded during the Live Q&A and can be found in  

Attachment D – Public Open House Live Question & Answer Transcript. 

2.5 Public Open House #2 Tier Three Alternatives Display Boards 

A series of display boards illustrating detailed information about each of the seven Alternatives 
and the results from the Tier Two Alternatives Analysis were provided at virtual Public Open 
House Meeting #2 for attendees to view and/or download. There was an additional information 
board that identified all of the potential Spot Improvements. Another additional display board 
provided a detailed summary of the Tier Three Alternative Analysis Evaluation Criteria results. The 
following display boards were provided for public viewing: 

• No-Build; 
• Spot Improvement Inventory; 
• Alternative A; 
• Alternative B; 
• Alternative C; 

• Alternative E; 
• Alternative F; and 
• Tier Two Evaluation Criteria 

Results. 

Each of the display board can be found in Attachment E - Public Open House Meeting #2 Tier Three 
Alternatives .  

2.6 Public Open House Meeting #2 Online Survey 
The final element of the Virtual Public Open House Meeting #2 was an online survey for attendees 
and other members of the public to complete. This survey was intended to ask targeted questions 
about the US 180 study corridor, where input would help ADOT and the Project Partners identify 
a recommended alternative for US 180. The online survey was available for two weeks and was 
available on the City of Flagstaff’s website from November 19 to December 4.  A total of 107 
survey responses were received and the results of the survey can be found in Attachment F – 
Public Open House Meeting #2 Online Public Survey Results.   

2.7 US 180 & Milton Road CMP Elected Official Project Briefing 
Prior to the Virtual Public Open House Meeting #2, an update was provided to the City of Flagstaff 
City Council and the Coconino County Board of Supervisors on the status of the US 180 CMP 
through a brief PowerPoint Presentation. The Flagstaff City Council presentation was provided on 
October 13, 2020 focusing on the results of the Tier Two and Tier Three Alternative Analysis, 
Evaluation Criteria results, and which alternatives where the highest preforming. A copy of the 
presentation can be found in Attachment G – US 180 & Milton Road CMP . 

https://player.vimeo.com/video/480014234
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3.0 ATTACHMENTS 
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3.1 Attachment A – Public Open House Meeting #2 Notification Advertisements 
Post Card Mailer (front) 

 
Post Card Mailer (back) 
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Newspaper and Online Advertisement Flyer 
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3.2 Attachment B – Public Open House Meeting #2 Registration List 
Name Email 

Kathy Perkins  katricheson@aol.com 
Dennis Sperle dsperle@yahoo.com 
Greg Hartman qas264@yahoo.com 
Kate Wyatt kbalm29@gmail.com 
Kathy Perkins katricheson@aol.com 
White 1120 N Rockridge Rd 
Jeff Meilbeck jeff.meilbeck@metroplanflg.org 
Katie Landry katielandry@me.com 
B. Mizer Wisermizer@gmail.com  
Doug Carroll doug.carroll721@gmail.com 
Kathy Perkins katricheson@aol.com 
Bret Petersen bpetersen 
Mary Kershaw mkershaw@musnaz.org 
Kate Morley kmorley@naipta.az.gov 
Naomi Morrison nlm12@hotmail.com 
Monica Gaylord  Monicagaylord@yahoo.com  
Michele Roberts merinflag@gmail.com 
Richard Pogue 2924 S Camel Dr 
JR Murray jrmurray@snowbowl.ski 
Michele Ralston mralston@coconino.az.gov 
John Lovely lovelyjandc@aol.com 
Michael Bamberg mbamberg22@gmail.com 
Launi Kester l_kester@msn.com 
jen blue oldcaves@yahoo.com 
Sara Dechter sdechter@flagstaffaz.gov 
Barry and Debbie Martin high8240land@earthlink.net 
Stephanie Walsh stephanie.tebo@gmail.com  
Dina Barnese dinabarnese@gmail.com 
Janet Koons Jankoons360@msn.com 
Heidi Yaqub hyaqub@azdot.gov 
Jill Grams jillsgrams@yahoo.com 
Paul Grams paul.grams@gmail.com 
Dan Galvin dan.galvin@wsp.com 
Bizzy Collins bcollins@naipta.az.gov 
Rick Barrett rbarrett@flagstaffaz.gov 
Jim McCarthy JM436MC@gmail.com 
Serge Drogi sdrogi@outlook.com 
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Name Email 

Andy Cook finagaincook@yahoo.com 
Lorraine Crim lcrim@coconino.az.gov 
Amelia George ageorge@musnaz.org 
Guillermo Cortes gcortes@swiaz.com 
Sherman Stephens Wecare4uu@aol.com 
Jaime Gutierrez jaimeg602@yahoo.com 
Jay Lewis jaylewis81@gmail.com 
Barbara Poggi Barbara.poggi@dpcre.com 
Heather Green hmgreen1259@gmail.com 
jane jackson jejackson541@gmail.com 
Kathryn Kozak kathryn.kozak@gmail.com 
Eve Coffman elkcoffman2aol.com 
Lance Wigley lance.t.wigley@gmail.com 
Gregory Mace gregory.mace@nau.edu 
Sue Martin-Caskey smartincaskey@gmail.com 
Kathleen Flaccus kkflaccus@gmail.com 
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3.3 Attachment C - Public Open House Meeting #2 Presentation 
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3.4 Attachment D – Public Open House Live Question & Answer Transcript  
US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN 

VIRTUAL PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE MEETING LIVE QUESTION AND ANSWER SESSION 
NOVEMBER 19, 2020 

7:00 TO 8:30 PM 
74 total peak participants 

 

Introductory Comments 

Dan Gabiou: Thank you Kevin, and welcome everyone. My name is Dan Gabiou and I am the ADOT 
Project Manager for the US 180 Corridor Master Plan (CMP). We appreciate you all being here 
tonight. The presenter just speaking is Kevin Kugler, our consultant project manager with Michael 
Baker International. While Matt is bringing up the instruction slide, if everyone could please make 
sure you’re muted to avoid any background noise. At this time, we’re going to begin the live Q & 
A. If you could please post your questions into the chat box in the lower right hand corner, we will 
begin to answer those as we receive them. As Kevin mentioned in the presentation, if we don’t 
get to answer all the questions tonight, we will be posting a question and answer meeting 
summary and respond to all questions and post it on the website. Remember to please take the 
survey, and we appreciate your patience as we run through these questions. With that, let’s go 
ahead and start with our first question. 

 

Question #1: from Jaime G. - All of the plans west of Snow Bowl Road show "no build". Does that 
mean this section would remain untouched in all scenarios? 

Response: Dan Gabiou- Good question Jaime and that is correct. All of the alternatives that we 
analyzed, including the recommended alternative, we did not identify any spot improvements 
west of Snow Bowl Road. With that said, per the survey, you still have the opportunity to identify 
any needs or improvements needed west of Snow Bowl Road within the Corridor Master Plan 
limits and our team will evaluate those are receiving the survey comments. 

 

Question #2: from Kathy P. - I think widening 180 between Magadelena and Hidden Hollow is 
crucial.  (Especially in the area called “dead man’s curve”). It is a very dangerous stretch with no 
forgiveness. 

Response: Dan Gabiou- I appreciate the comment Kathy. We did analyze the segments with 
various alternatives. As Kevin mentioned, the project team is recommending the No-Build Plus 
alternative to the public, however we will be seeking public input to confirm, or identify the need 
to evaluate other alternatives. With that said, the No-Build Plus alternative does consider safety 
throughout the entire corridor, and through the comments, if you identify any specific areas that 
require safety improvements that are not listed we would appreciate if you identify that so we 
can evaluate that. In the virtual room and on the website, we do have a poster board that shows 
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and lists all of the spot improvements that we are recommending for US 180.  I would recommend 
that everyone review that list as you complete your review and begin the survey. 

 

Question #3: from Andy C. - How will comments/questions provided tonight be incorporated into 
the results? 

Response: Dan Gabiou - As Kevin mentioned, part of the evaluation criteria is public acceptance 
which is weighted at over 8% of the overall weighting for our evaluation criteria. We will review 
the public comments and following the meeting, we will confirm which alternative will be the 
recommended alternative. As mentioned, the current recommendation is the No-Build Plus 
alternative. Should numerous public comments suggest a need to further evaluate other 
alternatives, we will consider that before making our final recommendation. 

 

Question #4: from Dina B. - Are the specifics/details of the "No build Plus Spot" alternative 
available on the website?  

Response: Dan Gabiou- Great question, yes they are. If you look at both the website and virtual 
room, we do have a poster board of the No-Build Plus alternative that shows the birds eye view 
that Kevin mentioned, as well as a list of spot improvements that we’re recommending, along 
with a list of potential spot improvements for consideration. Once we get input from the public 
and should we confirm the No Build Plus or a different alternative as the recommended 
alternative, we will go ahead and refine that recommended alternative and further consider any 
other spot improvements that the public identifies as part of your comments. 

 

Question #5: from Michael B. - Will the Forest Ave and 180 intersection have safety 
improvements for pedestrian crossing? 

Response: Kevin Kugler - The short answer is likely yes. There are a series of spot improvements 
that have been identified potentially for Forest Avenue and US 180. For that particular 
intersection, we are keenly aware of some safety considerations, including preliminary 
discussions with City staff as well as ADOT district engineers. So, at this time those specific 
enhancements or improvements to Forest Avenue and 180 haven’t been recommended, but I can 
assure you that’s one area that has been a particular focus in the evaluation of US 180. 

 

Question #6: from Barry and Debbie M. - What is the "plus" in the no build option? 

Response: Dan Gabiou- We do have the spot improvements that we have identified for the No-
Build Plus on the website. There are a series of multimodal improvements we have identified, as 
Kevin mentioned.  
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Question #7: from Jay L. - Alternative A seems to include expanded right of way west of Snow 
Bowl road, Dan. Please clarify with regard to your first response. 

Response: Dan Gabiou- Again, west of Snow Bowl Road we are not recommending expanded right 
of way for the build alternatives. Kevin Kugler – Dan, your answer is correct. The recommendation 
is for the No-Build Plus at this time from the project partners. With respect to the question for 
the alternative package A, those portions within that package for the rural component for US 180, 
alternative 3 does have an expanded right of way slightly in that area. Though I do caution that 
through the entire 17-mile corridor of US 180, the existing right of way varies in width at different 
locations. This is not a precise answer, it requires a little more detail, but I think the response 
should be underscored by Dan’s initial comment that the project partners have made a 
recommendation for No-Build Plus which would not involve or include any expansion of right-of-
way on US 180. 

 

Question #8: from J. G. - Where can we find a description of your "no build plus" alternative? 

Response: Kevin Kugler - There’s a lot of detail here on this and I would definitely encourage you 
to go to the project website for more information. There is a series of different types of spot 
improvements that are specific to the different characters or segments of the roadway. And you 
can see in the slide here without getting in too much detail, but on Humphreys Street there’s 5 
different proposed spot improvements that could be selected from as we begin to refine this 
process moving forward. Everything from pedestrian crossing improvements to transit signal 
prioritization to restricting U-turns. I am referring specifically to the Humphreys Street section of 
US 180. If you move across the slide to Columbus Street, that area could include possibly anything 
from high visibility crosswalks, to transit signal prioritization, bicycle detection and actuation 
systems. You begin to see that some spot improvements overlap as you move from segment to 
segment of the roadway corridor. This is because different sections share similar or common 
attributes that might require the same spot improvements, but at the end of the day these spot 
improvements as noted in the PowerPoint and as Dan eluded to, they help improve pedestrian 
facilities, bicycle facilities, safety and even in some cases some wildlife crossings. Without getting 
too detailed or belaboring the point, please refer to this slide and you can see it goes from 
Humphreys to Columbus to Forest Avenue, Sechrist, Schulz Pass, where there is the menu for 
opportunities for spot improvements if you will for potential application to the corridor that is yet 
to be refined as we move forward in the process. 

 

Question #9: from Kathy P. - Is a traffic signal considered at Snowbowl Road? 

Response: Dan Gabiou- We did look at potentially signalizing Snow Bowl Road or considering a 
roundabout. Under the No-Build Plus alternative that we’re recommending, we do not specifically 
have that recommendation, but it could be considered for another alternative as we select a 
recommended alternative. As a reminder of what Kevin mentioned for the No Build Plus 
alternative, what’s currently being recommended at Snow Bowl Road would be an additional left 
turn lane from southbound Snowbowl Road onto Fort Valley Road or US 180. It would also include 
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enhanced pavement striping of the existing pavement section to create an additional northbound 
receiving lane on Snow Bowl Road, ladder, high visibility cross walks, and a pedestrian signal. But 
again, that could all be refined and revised with our final recommended alternative. So with that, 
if you would like to see another particular improvements such as a traffic signal at Snowbowl 
Road, please make sure to make that comment when you take the survey so we can review all 
those comments and help us make a recommendation at that intersection. 

 

Question #10: from Barry and Debbie M. - We need a safe bicycle lane to get to and from town 
from the fort valley area. 

Response: Dan Gabiou- We are looking at bicycle improvements with the alternatives including 
widening the shoulder in that particular segment where the shoulder tends to shrink so that is 
something, we’re considering with all of the alternatives. 

 

Question #11: from Sherman S. - Can the median at Sechrist School be removed and three lanes 
/ middle lane reversible from Route 66 to Peakview? 

Response: Dan Gabiou- Sherman, I believe we do have some alternatives that address this 
problem.  Kevin Kugler - Yes, that was contemplated in the alternative modeling packages. In this 
area, there was a managed lane facility in that location identified in alternative 4a which became 
alternative package 4b which was rolled up into alternative package C. Specifically to the 
reversible lane, there have been comments from the project partners specific to the functionality 
of the median in that location which as we move forward in the refinement of the spot 
improvements and recommended alternative, we will be taking a closer look at that as we move 
forward. 

 

Question #12: from JR - I strongly suggest you reconsider the safety concerns from Magdelena to 
Hidden Hollow.  the issue is inadequate or lack of shoulders.  this must be a "spot improvement".  
somehow this critical short distance has been overlooked.   

Response: Dan Gabiou- I do recall, I thought that we did have that specific improvement on our 
spot improvement list, so we’ll confirm. That comment has been shared with us multiple times 
since the get go both from the public and our partners and we’re aware of that issue. Again, please 
make sure to make that comment in the survey and appreciate that comment suggestion. 

 

Question #13: from Agnes D. - I echo Kathy's comment... the 90 degree corner is very dangerous 
and the lack of adequate bike lanes on each side is increasing the potential for deadly collision 
between cars and bikes  

Response: Dan Gabiou- Again, for all comments, please make sure that you also submit 
comments in our online survey. 
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Question #14: from Robby - Is there a way to differentiate between the road sections on the 
survey in the 4 segments, I only see two there? 

Response: Kevin Kugler - Relative to the survey itself, I would have to double check that Dan. That 
might be something we have to look into and get back to Robby. I will try to look at it while we’re 
continuing here. Dan Gabiou- I think what Robby is getting at is in the survey we do have two sets 
of questions, one specific for Humphreys Street and one specific for Fort Valley Road, the other 
portion of US 180. I think what Robby is getting at here is in our evaluation as you can see here 
on the screen, we do have four segments for the urban section which is from Humphreys Street/ 
Route 66 to Columbus Avenue, segment 2 is from Columbus Avenue to Fitzhugh, segment 3 goes 
onto Snowbowl Road, and segment 4 is west of Snowbowl Road. Good observation Robby, the 
reason we set up the survey just to show the Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Segments is mainly  
to distinguish the very different characteristic along Humphreys Street, particularly the urban and 
much higher impacts for right-of-way that could be obtained by widening through there. So we 
wanted to make sure that was clearly distinguished, but with that as you provide input on the 
survey on the various alternatives, please do keep in mind these different segments, and the 
breakdown of the alternatives within the alternative packages. 

 

Question #15: from Sherman S. - Why no pedestrian or BICYCLE lanes shown in Alternative D. 

Response: Kevin Kugler - It primarily has to do with the packaging of the cross-section 
alternatives. It just so happens that alternative D consists of the cross section of alternative 2 and 
alternative 6. These two particular facilities, by coincidence, do not contain bike lanes where the 
remaining other alternatives that were identified as alternative 3, 4a and 4b, each of those have 
dedicated bike lane facilities. It is by sheer coincidence, the packaging of and mixing of alternative 
2 and 6 into that modeling package D do not have bike lanes. And the coincidence being that over 
the mixing and matching of the character of the corridor meaning urban, suburban, and rural, we 
mixed those alternative packages  to validate and correspond the metrics from a traffic flow stand 
point, so Alternative D just happens to be the one that does not have bike lanes. 

 

Question #16: from Andy C. - To Kathy's comment, I don't see the road widening/bike lane at 
"dead man's curve" in the spot improvements, unless it is under "other spot improvements" as 
"bike lane." Please make sure it is included in that list. 

Response: Dan Gabiou- Thank you for checking that Andy and appreciate the comment Multiple 
comments on this. We will definitely keep this under consideration and again, please make sure 
to make the comment on the survey as well. 

 

Question #17: from Heather G - Can you speak to how you considered potential increases in 
traffic in the next 20 years and do the evaluation criteria consider this?  Along with this, can you 
speak to how existing and future traffic noise levels have been considered? 
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Response: Dan Gabiou- To answer the first part, yes, we are looking at a 20-year vision for this 
corridor and we are looking at traffic levels 20 years from now. Those traffic levels were included 
in our traffic model and analysis to evaluate traffic operations. So, if you refer to the working 
paper and other poster boards, you will see the analysis and you can see how that is reflected. 
For the second part of the question, we didn’t necessarily evaluate noise levels at this stage. 
However, if any build alternatives are selected which would widen the roadway, it’s required in 
the next phase during design and as part of the National Environmental Policy Act, that noise 
analysis be conducted. That would analyze all noise impacts, typically within a quarter mile of the 
roadway for all receivers to analyze and mitigate impacts of noise. Kevin Kugler -  I’ll add on that 
the inputs that went into the traffic model that were coordinated locally with MetroPlan, in terms 
of the traffic volumes, so there’s a lot of continuity in our model and MetroPlan’s model for 
consistency. 

  

Question #18: from Agnes D. - Description of no build plus: 
https://azdot.gov/sites/default/files/media/2020/11/US180-No-Build-Plus-Alternative.pdf 

Response: Dan Gabiou- Thank you for linking that. So, for anyone having difficulties finding this 
No Build Plus graphic on the website, this link reminder from Agnes as you can see in the chat. If 
you want to pull up the larger or clear graphic. 

 

Question #19: from Sherman S. - What is the proposed crossover at Sechrist school? 

Response: Kevin Kugler - As I mentioned in the previous response, the existing pedestrian 
crossing and median configuration has received some direct attention in this process with respect 
to safety and its functionality as it exists today. I had mentioned, as shown on the No Build Plus 
poster board on the screen, there is a series of potential spot improvements that are being 
considered. If I am understanding the question correctly, crossover I’m taking that as a crossing 
of the road, there’s a few different things to consider at Sechrist Drive, but the crossing itself, the 
spot improvements identified include a  high visibility ladder crosswalk, pedestrian warning 
signage, there’s coordination that would be needed with Mountain Line of course with their stop 
in that location, but at the end of the day, to try to answer the question directly we do not have 
a prescribed solution at this point. The upcoming process, as we mentioned with the No Build Plus 
alternative, is meeting with the project partners, reviewing the input that you provide as the 
public to help guide us as to what you would like to see there. When we get to the refinement of 
the final alternative moving forward, we will be taking a sharper look at this particular area around 
the school for safety and pedestrian enhancements. So I will use this as a shameless plug to please 
take the survey and give us some input on this because it’s vitally important to the contribution 
to our solution building particularly for this area. 

 

Question #20: from Barry and Debbie M. - Consider extending the urban trail to fort valley please. 
That would provide safe passage to and from town. 

https://azdot.gov/sites/default/files/media/2020/11/US180-No-Build-Plus-Alternative.pdf
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Response: Dan Gabiou- I will take a note of that and consider that, and as Kevin mentioned, please 
make sure to make the comments in the survey. 

 

Question #21: from Kathy P. - Living on the corner of 180 and Bader, I can tell you that the traffic 
going westbound past Snowbowl has increased.  Not only snow play and Nordic Center, but traffic 
to the Grand Canyon.  Has no consideration been given to this issue?  Quite a few ambulances go 
that way weekly. 

Response: Dan Gabiou- We did again consider the traffic levels an future traffic levels and we 
didn’t find that improvements would be needed west of Snowbowl Road at this time based on 
the current analysis, but again, please make sure to make that comment in the survey. If we get 
more comments like that, then it is something we will need to go back and take a further look into 
and see if we need to identify further improvements west of Snowbowl Road. 

 

Question #22: from Robby - What is timeline for bike and pedestrian improvements you mention? 

Response: Dan Gabiou- It is still to be determined when any construction improvements would 
occur. Once we finalize our corridor master plan with a recommendation, we’re then required to 
consider those improvements along with all statewide improvements in order to commit funding 
from ADOT. The typical process is once the project is selected for funding through ADOT’s 
performance- based process and approved by our State Transportation Board, it typically takes a 
minimum of three years, and again that is if funding is approved. So, it could very well take longer 
than three years to construct any improvements. With that said, there are always opportunities 
to expedite things, but that’s just a general sense of the timing for a typical ADOT project. 

 

Question #23: from Michael B. - Could you please elaborate on what a "ladder/high visibility 
crosswalk" entails? 

Response: Kevin Kugler - In general terms, a high visibility crosswalk has to do with the reflective 
value of paint on the pavement. If you can picture an extension ladder and apply that vision in 
your mind to a crosswalk they would be two bold lines on the outside of the ladder that contain 
the area where the pedestrians should be contained within a typical crosswalk. The ladder 
portions are very thick, broad stripes through the duration for the segment of the crosswalk. The 
high visibility portion really meaning newer technologies applied to the paint that have enhanced 
or improved reflectivity value in particularly at nighttime and for application in school zones in 
particular, would utilize a yellow paint. So, without showing a picture, I think that’s the best way 
I can describe that, and I hope that answers the question. 

 

Question #24: from Richard P. - It appears to me that in every common consideration of the 
citizens of Flagstaff, we perceive there are problems with traffic flow through the Milton and 
Highway 180 corridors. This is compounded by the projections that the population of the Flagstaff 
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area is growing at the rate of thousands per year. Could you please summarize whey exactly that 
you prefer "no build" options in both cases? Everyone who lives in Flagstaff thinks there are 
problems with traffic flow in these areas. Why, precisely, do you prefer to do absolutely nothing 
to address these concerns? 

Response: Dan Gabiou- Very valid questions and comments Richard. To answer your question 
precisely, there are multiple considerations of why our project team is recommending the no build 
plus, still to be determined based on public comment. First, as Kevin mentioned in the 
presentation, there is either a negative traffic impact or negligible positive impact for the bypass 
alternatives when it comes to travel time based on the build alternatives. Also to be considered 
is that for the Milton Road corridor, which compounds the issue and creates a bottle neck based 
on the traffic on Milton Road on those busy winter congestion weekends, the build alternatives 
on Milton Road that we’re evaluating in the separate Milton Road Corridor Master Plan, are also 
experiencing a negative southbound travel impact in the pm timeframe when people are leaving 
Flagstaff, which is based on several spot improvements that were recommended for those 
alternatives on Milton Road. Further, when it comes to the bypasses in particular, there were 
other build alternatives that were widening significantly as Kevin mentioned, there are significant 
costs associated with those alternatives, right-of-way impacts, such as potential impacts to homes 
and businesses.  Also, there are negative environmental impacts in particular with the bypass 
alternatives so unfortunately, this is a situation where we’ve looked at every alternative that we 
could consider and evaluated them, but the alternatives weren’t resulting in improvement to 
travel time. With that, we couldn’t justify widening the road if we’re not going to see an 
improvement to travel time particularly due to the negative impacts that I suggested. So, I hope 
that answers your question.  I will say that there have been and continue to be many other non-
capital improvements that have been made within the corridor particularly by many of our project 
partners, which for the past couple years has resulted in only a 25 to 30 minute delay during the 
winter congestion peak periods which was provided by data from Mountain Line. Their buses that 
have been traveling to and from Snowbowl Road during those winter time frames, so the strategy 
that we’re offering and recommending is that we look at improvements such as what you have 
on the screen here to improve safety, improve multi-modal enhancements to the best of our 
ability, to promote other modes of traffic to help alleviate congestion and to continue to look at 
non- capital improvements through the corridor to help address the traffic congestion.  

 

Question #25: from Sherman S. - What are utility issues between Columbus past Sechrist? 

Response: Kevin Kugler - Sherman, the short response is in a corridor master plan study like this 
we’ve been evaluating roadway and multi- modal options for enhancements, capacity 
improvements and operational efficiencies and effectiveness. Utilities is one issue that is not 
typically a focus of a study like this, so I do not know the answer to your question without some 
follow up with my friends at the City of Flagstaff and perhaps the ADOT Northcentral District.  I 
might underscore the fact that with the No Build Plus option as the current recommendation from 
the project partners, there’s limited need or opportunity to expand the right-of-way, so there 
would be limited need or opportunity to have utility conflict or relocations. Finally, I will note that 
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if and when any type of improvements occurs on US 180, those utility issues and/or conflicts 
would be identified in the design phase which is beyond the conceptual planning phase that this 
project entails currently. So, I hope that answers your question. 

 

Question #26: from Amelia G. - Have you considered additional pedestrian crossing points along 
Fort Valley between Humphreys and Wing Mountain snowplay area? 

Response: Dan Gabiou- Yes Amelia, good question. We do have several pedestrian crossing points 
identified and recommended with the No Build Plus alternative and others with some of the other 
build alternatives. Currently we are considering pedestrian improvements at Meade, Anderson 
Street near the Museum, Sechrist Drive, and Humphreys Street at the Humphreys and Route 66 
intersection. With that, if you could please provide comments in the survey to any of the spot 
improvements that we have listed and any pedestrian crossing locations that we don’t. We 
certainly appreciate your input on how we can enhance the corridor even more.  

 

Question #27: from Sherman S. - What is the preferred bridge/walkway to cross 180 at Sechrist? 

Response: Dan Gabiou- Kevin eluded to a similar question, we currently don’t have a final 
preferred pedestrian crossing type identified but we will further evaluate that based on the input 
that we received from the public and make that final recommendation in the final report based 
on the input that we receive. 

 

Question #28: from Sherman S. - What does the fire department say about the traffic pinch at 
Sechrist? 

Response: Dan Gabiou- We haven’t had much input from the Fire Department to date, we could 
certainly reach out to them to get their input along with DPS, and local law enforcement. As part 
of our safety analysis, we also look at crash data, and of course we have professional engineers 
evaluate that segment, both on our consultant team and ADOT team to identify the appropriate 
safety countermeasures. So, we will be sure to follow up on that in particular as it has been 
brought up several times to ensure that we identify and apply an appropriate safety 
countermeasure for that area. Again, please make sure to make those comments in the survey as 
well.  

  

Question #29: from Robby - So there is no known timeline for ANY safety or pedestrian 
improvements to the 180 corridor?? 

Response: Dan Gabiou- Currently there is not Robby, but as I mentioned, once we identify the 
recommended improvements, it goes into a process of evaluating and competing against all other 
statewide needs, with that typically the minimum timeframe it takes from a project conception 
to the final recommendation until construction, it typically takes a minimum of three years if a 
project is selected for funding. Again, there are other alternative funding sources that could help 
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expedite some improvements. There are multiple funding sources out there from various federal 
agencies, ADOT and other partners, so generally speaking it typically takes a minimum of three 
years once a project is programmed in a five-year construction program so that could be 
expedited. So as a reminder, none of the improvements identified at this point are currently 
funded. There are several other projects in the corridor that are under construction right now so 
that comment doesn’t apply to those projects, as those are under design and construction.  

 

Question #30: from Heather G - Have you coordinated with the ongoing development of the 
Coconino County Emergency Plan?  Specifically in regards to evacuation routes in the event of 
wildfire or other emergency requiring evacuation? 

Response: Dan Gabiou- We do have representatives from Coconino County as part of our project 
team to help us from the beginning of the project to identify alternatives and improvements to 
help with the emergency plan. With that, there’s often not one simple solution or fix that can fully 
address some of the emergency situations, particularly in the snow play area but we did identify 
some to consider. Such as we do have one alternative where we have a hard shoulder used for 
buses and emergency vehicles as one of our alternatives to consider. Other build alternatives do 
have shoulder improvements that emergency vehicles could utilize under certain situations 
though again please make sure to include those comments in the survey and thank you for the 
questions and comments. 

 

Question #31: from Andy C. - How does ADOT consider the impact of pedestrian, bicycle, and 
transit improvements on how people choose to travel? Is it recognized that traffic congestion will 
be reduced when people have safe alternatives to their car? 

Response: Dan Gabiou- We did look at a range of multi-modal improvements and as part of our 
traffic modeling. We do consider the impacts to some extent when we anticipate more transit 
rider usage in particular. Kevin or Jessica, I’m not sure if you have anything to add specifically to 
get a little bit more into the details to address Andy’s questions. Kevin Kugler -  I might add that 
yes, you aptly answered the question Dan.  I might build onto that, we discussed the fact that 
Milton Road and US 180 are invariably linked in terms of performance and operations. In the Tier 
3 traffic modeling analysis that was conducted particularly for Milton Road, those alternatives did 
recognize a mode-shift as they call it from a certain number of people or that would convert from 
using their automobiles to buses, so that was identified in the traffic modeling process as well.  

 

Question #32: from Michelle R.: Will you be addressing the mounds of dirt that are being moved 
from the construction site on 180 to the property in Baderville this evening? 

Response: Dan Gabiou- Unfortunately, I don’t have the details of the current construction project 
but I can take that comment and follow up with our district who oversees construction for the 
City if it is a City project and respond to that in the follow up Q & A that we’ll post. Also, with our 
contact information you can follow up with us and if you could provide us with your contact 
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information privately, we can make sure that we get you to the appropriate people that have 
information on that project.  

 

Question #33: from Heather G - Does anyone know what the future plans are for the piece of 
'forest' that now exists between Sechrist School and the Fratelli's Pizza area across from Meade? 

Response: Dan Gabiou- Kevin, I’m not sure if you have any information on this? Kevin Kugler -  
No Dan, not immediately off the top of my head in terms of what types of land use or development 
activities that would be occurring specifically to that area, but similar to Dan’s response on the 
last question, we can follow up with members of our project partners whether that particular 
property is in the City of Flagstaff which I think it is or Coconino County and of course we do have 
forest service representation as part of our project partners too so while we don’t know the 
answer to your question of the top of our heads, we will,  if you will contact us directly we’re glad 
to put you in contact with representative of those agencies that are better equipped to answer 
that question. 

 

Question #34: from Nat W. - The dangerous (Cars, Pedestrian and Bike) dogleg intersection at 
Forest and Beal needs to be improved. Is this being consideration? 

Response: Dan Gabiou- Kevin I’m not sure if you have that intersection at hand that you could 
share? Forest and Beal? Kevin Kugler - One moment Dan, let me check. I’m not going to have 
much to offer with respect to Forest and Beal, but certainly, as we mentioned before Forest and 
US 180 has received a lot of consideration, we can take Beal Street under advisement and make 
sure we follow up on that with the City and ADOT. Dan Gabiou- Thank you Kevin, and again Nat if 
you could please provide that comment as part of the survey, we will make sure we log it tonight 
and again, the survey would be very helpful to provide that comment. We’ll take that into 
consideration.  

 

Question #35: from Kathy P. - Is there any consideration for additional speed limit signs? 

Response: Dan Gabiou- That is determined by our ADOT district engineering office. We have 
professional engineering staff that follow standard guidelines to determine the location and 
frequency of our speed limit signs. We’ll take that comment under consideration and see if more 
are needed within the corridor and appreciate the question. And please make sure to provide that 
question/ comment within the survey. 

 

Question #36: from Kathryn K. - Has there been any consideration of mitigating sound to the 
neighborhood? 

Response: Dan Gabiou- I briefly eluded to this earlier, during design and the National 
Environmental Policy Act or NEPA process, a specific noise evaluation will be done if the 
recommended alternative widens or elevates the roadway and with that it would evaluate the 
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corridor typically within a quarter mile of the road for all the receivers and identify and implement 
appropriate mitigation based on the sound and noise analysis. That was not done as part of the 
study, it would be done in the next phase, if again we were to widen or elevate the roadway. 

 

Question #37: from Robby - Could we lower the speed limit from Cheshire to town to make it 
more comfortable for bikes and pedestrians? 

Response: Dan Gabiou- Again, when it comes to speed limits it is determined from our local ADOT 
district office based on standards, but we’ll take that under consideration. Typically speed limits 
are lowered under a road diet situation which we’re not recommending here but sometimes they 
could be for other situations so we will take that under consideration. Appreciate the comments, 
and again, please make the comments in the survey.  

 

Question #38: from Kathryn Kozak - How about putting a surface on the road? 

Response: Dan Gabiou- We do look at resurfacing the road on a regular basis based on conditional 
needs. There are many conditional surface improvements needs throughout the state so it’s very 
competitive but typically we try to resurface the roads on a regular basis from a maintenance 
preservation perspective to try to enhance the lifespan of the road. So, we continuously evaluate 
that every year statewide for our entire highway network and try our best to resurface the road 
as soon as is reasonable.  

 

Question #39: from Michael B. - Has there been any thought to add additional police presence to 
keep people from parking along 180 during snowplay? 

Response: Dan Gabiou- Yes, and that has been implemented for the past few years through 
partnership and coordination with our ADOT district office and DPS and local law enforcement. 
Our ADOT district office did put up more no parking signs along the corridor, and through our 
partnership with law enforcement, has been enforced very thoroughly for the past few years. We 
do believe that has made a difference in reducing some of the traffic within the corridor and is 
one of those non-capital improvements I had mentioned. Great question, and if you feel anything 
more is needed to that effect, please make that comment in the survey. 

 

Question #40: from Kathryn K. - I was thinking of the surface like are on highway in phoenix to 
reduce sound? 

Response: Dan Gabiou- Now I understand. I believe what you are referring to Kathryn is the 
methodology called rubberized asphalt which is a popular treatment within the Valley and the 
greater Phoenix Area. We would have to consider that. I think typically my understanding is that 
in some areas, particularly with snow it doesn’t always work as well but I will have to follow up to 
confirm on that. The main reason that we piloted using that in the Valley was to try to reduce 
noise, that is something we would want to apply in other areas of the state to help with noise 
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abatement.  However, I will say that it is more expensive and difficult to apply that across the 
state because of the higher costs. But with that, again that is a potential noise abatement for in 
design in NEPA so we will look at all potential noise abatement options. Typically, that goes 
through a public involvement process as well in the next phase to review the different options 
and apply the best to the area. 

 

Question #41: from Dan Galvin - Rubberized asphalt crumbles in cold temps. 

Response: Dan Gabiou- Thank you Dan, that’s what I was trying to get at earlier but much better 
said, appreciate that. Again, in certain areas the rubberized asphalt does not work well.  

 

Concluding Comments 

Dan Gabiou: While we are waiting to see if any other questions come in, I do want to thank 
everyone for your time tonight. I really appreciate all the great questions and comments. I will 
remind everyone once more, I’ve been a broken record, but we have to say it, please take the 
survey. That is going to be the best way that you can influence our final decision making for the 
corridor master plan. We also have the Milton Road Corridor Master Plan Survey available. Both 
of those corridors have a direct relationship with each other, so we do appreciate you taking the 
surveys for both the US 180 Corridor Master Plan and Milton Road Corridor Master Plan. Again, it 
appears we don’t have any more follow up questions so thank you all very much for your time 
and have a great night. Thank you. 
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3.5 Attachment E - Public Open House Meeting #2 Tier Three Alternatives  
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3.6 Attachment F – Public Open House Meeting #2 Online Public Survey Results 
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3.7 Attachment G – US 180 & Milton Road CMP Elected Official Project Briefing 
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