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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 (FMPOQ), 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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PusLIC 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
guestions 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:

e 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:

o Norther Arizona Gazette (www.northernarizonagazette.com)

e ADOT Media Center (www.azdot.gov/media/News/news-release.com)

e Flagstaff Biking (www.http://flagstaffbiking.org)

e Arizona Daily Sun (ww.azdailysun.com)

e 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:
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e ADOT Facebook
e NAIPTA Mountain Line Facebook
e 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 . I .
Figure 2: Pinning Exercise Map

The US 180 CMP Public Open House Meeting #1 was TELL US WHERE YOU LIVE...

held on May 3, 2018 from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. at Flace a Fin Where You Generally Live . ?‘:‘“
The Commons at Flagstaff High School, 400 W. Elm J,’ : T R o
Avenue, Flagstaff, Arizona 86001. The Public Open & : TP R

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:

e Welcome & Introductions US 180 CMP Project Work Plan &

e Meeting’s Agenda Schedule

e Open House Format & Objectives e Next Steps

e US 180 CMP Study Corridor & Project e Methods of Providing Comments
Goals e Q&A
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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:

e Preliminary System Alternative 1: No Build (Maintain as Is),

e Base Build Spot Improvements

e 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: Statlon 2 Display Boards
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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:
e Preliminary System Alternative 3: Four General Purpose Lanes, Center Median, Bike Lanes and
Shoulders on both Sides
e Preliminary System Alternative 4: US 180 AM and PM Peak Managed Lane from Meade Street
south to Downtown
e 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
e 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
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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:

The thr

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

ee display boards in Station 4 are shown in Figure 6 and can be found in Appendix .
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Figure 6: Station 4 Display Boards
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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.
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Table 1: Preliminary System Alternative Sticky-Dot Prioritization Exercise Results

Move Forward for
Further Study
with Adjustment

Station/Preliminary System Alternative NG (REREL e iared ot

for Further Study Further Study

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

. 51 52 0
Shoulders on both Sides
Preliminary System Alternative 4: US 180 AM and PM Peak Managed Lane from Meade Street 48 36 0
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 17 69 1
Humphrey’s Street and SR 40B
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 4 a8 0
(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 3 43 0
Route 66
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 10 65 0
southbound
Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Road to West Route 66 to Woodland’s Village 10 36 0
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 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 1-40 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:

e Wildlife crossings?

e Mid-block crossing at Forest Avenue and US 180 (x2).

e Mid-block crossing at Late for the Train.

e Mid-block crossing at Sechrist School.

e  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.

e US 180 is far too wide for a pedestrian/bicycle overpass

e US 180 and Forest Avenue need a better crossing — pedestrian/bicycle overpass

e Sechrist School overpass

e  MNA and Sechrist School need an overpass

e Fort valley/Humphrey’s Street and Columbus Avenue Intersections would be good locations for
pedestrian/bicycle underpasses.

e 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.

e Need an underpass at Sechrist School

e Forest Avenue and Fort Valley Road intersections are good locations for underpasses

e Fix corner of US 180 for wide bike lanes on both sides of the street north of Cheshire.

e Bike lanes should be eliminated when there is ample room for both bikers and walkers on
asphalted oaths above the curb.

e Speeds are too high on US 180 for bike lanes.

e Need a continuous paved off-street multi-use path
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

e Bike must be physically protected from cars. | bike US 180 regularly and it is terrifying!
e Need a bike path from MNA to the Canyon! (x3)

e Move Sechrist School off US 180 to a different location (x3)

e 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:

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

e 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:

e 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.

e Reasonable? Practical?

e Maybe if you had a bus only lane and continued infrastructure for transit to Snowbow! 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:
e Meade is access from Fratelli’s & late for the train.
e Use one 10-foot pedestrian/bike trail on each side to reduce the total width and save traditional

look of the street.
e 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:
e 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:

e Creek Side Drive is just north of Quintana Street and Grand Canyon trust on the east side.
e Way too dangerous for bikes on dynamic shoulder.
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
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e 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.

e This seems extremely dangerous for cyclists.

o 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 4™ 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:

e Inlieu to Lone Tree Road Alternative Route— add an over/under pass at Ponderosa to aid
north/south movement

e 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.

e Do not go through any neighborhoods

e Preliminary System Alternative 17 is the only alternative route that does not go through a
neighborhood — go this route!

e 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

Corridor Master Plan
Open House

PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE

The Arizona Department of Transportation in
conjunction with the Federal Highway Administration
and other Project Partners, are conducting a Corridor
Master Plan study for US 180 in Flagstaff and Coconino
County. The study corridor consists of a 17.4-mile
section of the highway from the intersection of Historic
Route 66 and Humphreys Street (milepost 215.44) to
the Crowley Pit Snow Play Area (milepost 233.25).

The purpose of the US 180 Corridor Master Planis to
identify a 20-year vision for the US 180 corridor that
addresses current and future safety, traffic congestion,
and transit issues by evaluating a mixture of previously
recommended and newly introduced System Alterna-
tives. These System Alternatives include a mix of
alternatives that utilize and maintain the existing US
180 right-of-way, alternatives thatwould require an

R LT Aot g i (14| expanded right-of-way, and alternative routes separate
and in addition to the US 180 corridor itself.

Thursday, May 3, 2018
Shultz Pass Rd G tD 8 pa m.

Flagstaff High School Commons
400 W. Elm Avenue

Flagstaff, AZ86001

Your Input is Important!

« Participate in the public meeting

* Provide comments

+ Visit the project website
www.azdot.gov/US180CorridorMasterPlan

now Bowl Rd

e

Pursuant to Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, and the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), ADOT does not discriminate
on the basis of race, color, national origin, age, gender or disability. Persons that require a reasonable accommodation based
on language or disability should contact Community Relations project manager Mackenzie Kirby at 928-525-5494 or email
MHKirby@azdot.gov . Requests should be made as early as possible to ensure the state has an opportunity to address the
accommaodation.

De acuerdo con el titulo Vi de la Ley de Derechos Civiles de 1964 y |a Ley de Estadounidenses con Discapacidades (ADA por
sus siglas en inglés), el Departamento de Transporte de Arizona (ADCT por sus siglas en inglés) no discrimina por raza, color,
nacionalidad, edad, género o discapacidad. Personas que requieren asistencia (dentro de lo razonable) ya sea por el idioma o
por discapacidad deben ponerse en contacto Mackenzie Kirby 928-525-6494 o en MKirby@azdotgov. Las solicitudes deben
hacerse lo mas pronto posible para asegurar que el equipo encargado del proyecto tenga la oportunidad de hacer los
arreglos necesarios.

ADOT Project Number: P181203P Federal Aid Number: MPD-5(018)
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Appendix B - US 180 Public Open House Sign-In Sheets

US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #1

Flagstaff High Schooi: The Commons Thursday, May 3, 2018
400 W, Elm Avenue Flagstaff, Arizona 86001 6:00 pm — 8:00 pm
Sign-In Sheet
Name E-mail
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #1

Fiagstaff High Schooi: The Commons Thursday, May 3, 2018
400 W. Eim Avenue Flagstaff, Arizona 86001 6:00 pm — 8:00 pm
Sign-in Sheet '
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #1
Flagstaff High School: The Commons Thursday, iviay 3, 2018
400 W. Elm Avenue Flagstaff, Arizona 86001 6:00 pm — 8:00 pm
Sigi-in Sheet
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan
Public Open House #1

Flagstaff High Schooi: The Commons Thursday, May 3, 2018
400 W, Elm Avenue Flagstaff, Arizona 86001 6:00 pm —- 8:00 pm
__Sign-ln Sh_eet_
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #1

Flagstaff High School: The Commons Thursday, Miay 3, 2018
400 W. Elm Avenue Flagstaff, Arizona 86001 6:00 pm — 8:00 pm
Sign-in sheet
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #1
Flagstaif High Schooi: The Commons
400 W. Efm Avenue Flagstaff, Arizona 86001
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Thursday, May 3, 2018
6:00 pm — 8:00 pm
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Appendix C - US 180 Public Open House Pinning Exercise

S WHERE YOU LIVE...
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Appendix D - US 180 Public Open House PowerPoint Presentation

US 180 Corridor Master Plan
Public Open House

ADOT
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May 3, 2018

Michael Baker
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WELCOME & INTRODUCTIONS

Michael Baker
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TONIGHT’S AGENDA

. Welcome & Introductions
Il. Open House Format & Objectives

. Project Introduction
a)  Study Corrior Limits
b} Project Partners
¢} Project Goals

Iv. Project Work Plan & Project Schedule
V. Next Steps
vl. How You Can Provide Comments Tonight

. a —— S MNORTHERN
2 = 4 " XN Michael Baker
noor & @D = E [ Q@ ey e

Il. OPEN HOUSE FORMAT & OBIJECTIVES

1) Introduce the Project to Residents and
Stakeholders

2) Confirm the Project Goals

3) Receive Your Feedback On:
Identifying any new or modified alternatives for US 180;

Identifying any alternatives for US 180 that should be
eliminated; and

NAIPTA’s concurrent US 180 Study
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Il1l. PROJECT INTRODUCTION
US 180 CMP Study Corridor

Crowley Pit
Mile Marker
233.25

3}

=
@
S,

Snow Bu%/

g
o |ilton Road CMP e IS 180 CMP

ADoT 4 @D & E 8 O Nhy o

¥ UNIVERSITY % INTERHATIONAL

lll. PROJECT INTRODUCTION

Project Partners:
» Arizona Department of Transportation
» Flagstaff Metropolitan Planning Organization
+ City of Flagstaff
»  Coconino County
» US Forest Service
» Federal Highways Administration
» Northern Arizona University
» Northern Arizona Intergovernmental Public Transportation Authority
» Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railroad
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ll.
US 180 CMP Goals:

Address congestion {with a special
1 emphasis on winter congestions] and
safety on US 180

3

alternatives, Including multimodal
alternatives

Prioritize implementation projects for
design

5

7

PROJECT INTRODUCTION

Obtain public and stakeholder input on

Follow the Planning and Environmental

Linkages {PEL) process to cany forward
declsions Into the deslgn and NEPA

oo @D S E

Identify the long-term {20-year) vision
of the corridor

2

Scope cut and further implement
previous and new strategies, consistent
with the long-term vision

4

Asslst NAIPTA in completing its Bus
Rapid/Transit/High Capacity Transit
system design

6
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ARIZDNA
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Michael Baker
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IV. PROJECT WORK PLAN & PROJECT SCHEDULE
US 180 CMP Process:

FINAL
REPORT

WINTER 2018
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V. NEXT STEPS

» Eliminate, add or refine alternatives based on public
input

» Perform detailed analysis of refined alternatives

» Public surveys on refined alternatives

» Second Public Open House Meeting (Fall 2018)

» Final Recommendations (December 2018)

— NORTHERN
apor &5 @D é = . @ ARizONAwy Essss Michael Baker
== IHTERHATIONAL

VI. How You Can Provide Comments Tonight
THERE ARE MANY WAYS...
1} Questions and Comments at 5 “Stations”
2} Ask any Project Representative
3} Poster Boards/Sticky Dot/Sticky Note Exercises at Stations
4} Mapping Exercise — roll plots
51  Comment Cards — at each Station
6} Visit the Project Website at:
« www.azdot.gov/US180CorridorMasterPlan
+ Submit comments or questions to: US180Project@mbakerintl.com
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Appendix E - US 180 Public Open House Question Card
US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

QUESTION CARD

If you have a question(s) that you would like answered at the end of the presentation, please write your guestion(s) on
this card and pass it to an ADOT project representative, We have limited time for questions and answers to allow you

time to speak directly with project staff. If we do not get to your question, we encourage you to speak with a project
representative. Thank you for printing legibly.
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Appendix F - Station 1: About the Project/Study Area at a Glance Display Boards

US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN ADOT

Public Open House #1

Laganel
Study Corridors
e Hillan F32d

ABOUT THIS PROJECT...

CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN PURPOSE & NEED

The purpose of the US 180 Corridar Master Plan (CMF) 1s to identify a 20-year
vision for a 17.4 miles section of US 180 corridor that addresses current safety
and traffic congestion issues by evaluating a mixture of previously recommended
and newly intreduced 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 carridor itself,

= U5 10

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

PROJECT PARTNERS

Az part of the CMP Process, a team of Project Partners (Partners) has been assembled |-
to include reprezentatives from the following agencies to help guide the success of
the US 180 CAMP study process:

«Arizona Department of Transportation  «Coconing County

(ADOT) LS Forest Service (USFS)
«Flagstaff Metropaolitan Planning ‘Federal Highways Administration
Organization (FMPOY) {FHWA)

+ Northern Arizona Intergovernmerital «Morthern Arizona University (NAU)
Public Transportation Authority (NAIPTA) «Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railroad
«City of Flagstaff {BNSF)

The Praject Partners established the following seven goals far the US 180 CMP
which are not prioritized in any particular order:

CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN GOALS

Address congestion (with a special
emphasis on winter congestion)
and safety on US 180

Obtain public and stakeholder
input on altarnatives, including
multimodal alternatives

Identify the long-term {20-year].
vision of the corridar

Scope out and further implement
: previous and new strategies,
consistent with the long-term
vision

Assist NAIPTA in completing its Bus
Rapitl/Transit/High Capacity Transit
system design

Prioritize implementation projects
for design

Follow the Planning and
Envirenmental Linkages (PEL}
- process to carry forward decisions
inte the design and NEPA

PROJECT SCHEDULE

CHARTER
Fm&m?aﬂner it g Tior 2 FI NAl
Mml:ir Analyse Miemative
Stakiehol Exbsting and Evaluation
Hick-0fF Fubure Streening RE PO RT
Frally Contilians
Ongoing Pr
FALL 2017 WINTER 2018

We Are Here
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

ADOT

Public Open House #1

STUDY CORRIDOR AT A GLANCE...

Number of Average Daily Vehicles Number of Average Daily Vehicles

2040

Shultz Pazs Rd

TODAY

T shuitz Pass Rd

_Tih?1ﬂﬁ30

Intersection Intersection
Level-of-Service , Level-of-Service
Level-of-Service (LOS)

TODAY Criteria 2040

_ AM Peak | PM Peak Average Delay _ AM Peak  PM Peak
HHEBEEEE o :s[:?,flxga 05[5':;‘;,'\‘,"e‘r'13 LOS | Signalized | Unsignalized Ll {S[:;[;z'h} @f{,‘;"m
Mo & B | 196 |c 285 Intersections| Intersections e, £ %463 F 6156
iesid | o s8]0 wmo| B | siow >505 | 'meessto | f eams F |sa03
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN ADOT

Public Open House #1

STUDY CORRIDOR AT A GLANCE...
EXISTING CORRIDOR SAFETY CONSIDERATIONS

Crash Severity Comparison

Crash Severity Number US180% Statewide Average Percentage of Crashes
- %* .
Fatal 2 0.004% 1% Based on Severity
Injury 146 25% 31% L7
Property Damage Only| 422 75% 68% m Severe Injury
ury Severity ® Minor Injury
o Legend Possible Injury
, S 18D
'| Us 180 Crash Data B PDO

Injury Severity

s
* FATAI
8 INCARACITATING IMJURY
MO INCAPACITATING INJURY|
POSSIBLE INJURY
© MO INJURY

Crashes by Cause

B Motor Vehicle in Transport

® Roadside Object

o Pedestrian/Pedalcycle
Overturn/Rollover

B Animal

® Other
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Appendix G - Station 2: System Alternatives Utilizing Existing Right-of-Way Display Boards

S TR

PRELIMINARY SYSTEM ALTERNATIVE <
Humphrey’s Street Southbound PM Peak Managed Lane
(Reversible Center Lane)

Mid-Day /
Standard
. Traffic
" Designation

PM Peak
Period/
Winter Traffic
Designation

T w 13 S £
Sidewalk S8 Travel Lane Twa-Way Left Turn Lane/ B Travel Lane Sidewalk
P Peak Managed Lane

-
Approximate AOW

Nete: Detailed traffic studies are necessary to apply
with the high nurmber of existing driveways) and mu

FEATURES: THIS ALTERNATIVE SHOULD?

-A“Reversible Lane” as the name implies, is a
concept in which the center traffic lane (turn Move Forward for Further StUdy

lane) may travel in either direction (however [ ] .... oo ® 'Y X ) e ® [ ]
just southbound traffic during winter PM peak e® :. oo ° e o ® oo ¢ . .
periods only), depending upon the time, day ° e ® @ e o 4 ®
and/or operation sign/signal displayed. = o ® o

@

«Reversible traffic lanes (aka managed
lanes) add capacity to a road and decrease Be Eliminated from Further Study
congestion by borrowing capacity from the ® ®

other (off-peak) direction. There are a wide : o000 00 o 200
variety and combination of approaches to ® o ¢ ® oo
managed lane operations. These have typically - sty

encompassed such methods as: = 8
+ Static signing and + Lane Controls ®
striping + Temporary traffic
. Changeabie control devices Move Forward for Further Study with Adjustments
message signs + Law enforcement /

PR : Please Fill out a Co
« Economic incentives |ega! restrictions MmEnt Crarg

/ disincentives

sItis important to note that this alternative
would only be implemented along the US
180 corridor on Humphrey's Street between
Columbus Avenue and Historic Route 66.
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

BASE BUILD SPOT IMPROVE /!

What is a Base Build Spot Improvemer
“Base Build Spot Improvements” are targeted roadway design elements that will likely be necessary in )
support the long-term System Alternative improvements. As such, the listing of Base Build Spot Improvemer vill evolve as
the preferred System Alternative(s) becomes more refined as the process moves forward.

Would You Favor any of these

____Improvement Facilities on US
Mid-Block Pedestrian Crossings ] 0000000 ® 0 ©°

AHAWK, also known as a High-Intensity ) PS e
Activated crossWalk beacon, is a traffic control ® a® ® ®e ® @
8| device used to allow pedestrians to cross safely. a® ® .._ .

When activated, the purpose of a HAWK beacon ® : [ ]

Is to allow protected pedestrian crossings, ® ® ® @ LI @ P

stopping road traffic anly as needed, o9 ! -

Pedestrian/Bicycle Overpass 00000 ®00gy ol @

Overpasses provide complete separation of . £ 157 CAUC- g ® o

pedest r_i.m'; and/or bicyclists from VE‘.hi(:IJlr)l' @ @ Y ) ® o [ I-.:u};w:”

traffic. Overpasses also provide crossings where : @ ® D ® Al

nio other pedestrian or bicycle facility is available, T .. ® ® ... @ ®

and connect off-road trails and paths acrass major [ ] P 2 L] ® @

barriers, like freeways, rallways, and busy streets, .. @ o0 ® ®® ® ® & & @
Pedestrian/Bicycle Underpass @ g eo® 0o® ® o0

Underpasses provide complete separation of B ® [ ] @ 5

pedestrians and/or bicyclists frorn vehicular traffic ®e 00 O
Underpasses also provide crossings where no
other pedestrian or bicycle facility is available, and
connect off-road trails and paths across major
barriers, like freeways, railways, and busy streets,

Bike Lanes
A Bike Lane is defined as a portion of the

roadway that has been designated by striping,
signage, and/or pavement markings for the
exclusive use of bicyclists. Bike lanes enable
bicyclists ta ride at their preferred speed
without interference from traffic conditions,

Multi-Use Path

A multi-use path is an off-street facility that
supports multiple recreation and transportation
opportunities, such as walking, bicycling,

inline skating and people in wheelchairs. Paths

| typically have asphalt, concrete or firmly packed
crushed aggregate as the surface,
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

Appendix H - Station 3: System Alternatives that May Require Expanded Right-of-Way
Display Boards

i \ 0 .
I [ ]

PRELIMINARY SYSTEM ALTERN/

Four General Purpose Lanes, Center Median/Turn Lane, al
Bike Way & Shoulder on Both Sides of the Road

11 10

1w 1" iy | 12 T e ¥ R
Shoulder/ SB Travel Lane SB Travel Lane Center Median, Two-Way NE Travel Lane NB Travel Lane SI'.nould er/
Bike Way Left Turn Lane, or Center Bike Way

Left Turn Lane '
76' ]
Approximate ROW

Rt

FEATURES: THIS ALTERNATIVE SHOULD?

.This alternative adds vehicular capacity to Move Forward for Further Study

existing US 180 by adding two additional
general purpose lanes

.General purpose lanes would
accommodate buses, vehicles and right
turning movements.

«Itis suggested that sidewalks be
maintained where they currently exist
today on both sides of US 180. Generally
from Beal Road to Columbus Avenue.

.The F.U.T.S. would also be maintained as a
protected shared use path,

Note: Per the Road Configuration Inventory presented in the US 180 Winter Traffic Study, the existing right-of-way for US 180 varies
from 50-feet to 100 feet, depending on roadway segment. The majority of road segments for US 180 average 65-80 feet in width. A
iuch, it is assumed that this System Alternative will require some level of additional right of way expansion.
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

PRELIMINARY SYSTEM ALTERNATIVE 4
US 180 AM and PM Peak Managed Lane from Meade Street

South to Downtown (Reversible Center Lane)

AM Peak
Period Traffic
Designation

Mid-Day /
Standard
Traffic
Designation

10'. 4 7 6 1 12

" & 7
i1 e i —
! Muiti-Use Path Buffer  Sidewalk Bike Lane 5B Travel Lane Two-Way Left Turn Larne/ NB Travel Lane Bikelane  Sidewalk |
(FUTS)

PM Peak A0 e K
Period Traffic : : Aopronmate FOW
Designation g © il

FEATURES:

*Reversible traffic lanes (aka managed

lanes) add capacity to a road and decrease
congestion by borrowing capacity from the
other (off-peak) direction. There are a wide
variety and combination of approaches to
managed lane operations. These have typically
encompassed such methods as:

.....
Lane

THIS ALTERNATIVE SHOULD?

Be Eliminated from Further Study
* Static signing and + Lane Controls
striping » Temporary traffic
« Changeable control devices

message signs
+ Economic incentives
/ disincentives

« Law enforcement /
legal restrictions

. : _ Move Forward for Further Study with Adjustments
«This Alternative also includes sidewalks and Please Fill out a Comment Card
bike lanes on both sides

«The FU.T.S. would also be maintained as a
protected shared use path,

Note; Per the Road Configuration Inventory presented in the
from 50-feet to 100 feer, depending on roadway segm
such, it is assurmed that this System Alternative will req

US 180 Winter Traffic St

) idy, the existing right-of-
ent. The majority of

road segments for US 180 average
uire some |evel of additional right o ;

way for US 180 varies
65-80 feet in width, As

f way expansion,
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

PRELIMINARY SYSTEM ALTERNATIVE 5
Humphrey’s Street One Way Northbound for AM Peak &
One Way Southbound for PM Peak

1}

i ! ’ 1
i 7 | 12' 12 _ 12 7 H
' Sidewalk NB Travel Lane NEB Travel Lane NB Travel Lane Sidewalk ’
H 1
H i
: :
: 50' 1

Appraoximate ROW

FEATURES: THIS ALTERNATIVE SHOULD?

»This Preliminary System Alternative calls for
Humphrey’s Street between Business 40 and
Columbus Street to convert both general
purpose lanes and center turn lane into one
way directional traffic flows:

- Northbound for the AM Peak and

- Southbound for the PM Peak

Move Forward for Further Study

Be Eliminated from Further Study

_.... ....‘...... o0 ©
e ® 050 0 °®° Poe, °

sFigure above depicts the northbound AM
peak condition only.

«An eastbounFj right turn lane on Columbus t.o ® o % 0", o %o ® e e ©® ©
Beaver Street is suggested to complement this ®eo o ®
alternative by helping mitigate southbound
PM peak volumes as an alternative to
Humphrey's Street,

Move Forward for Further Study with Adjustments
Please Fill out a Comment Card

»Two southbound right turn lanes to ®
. westbound Business 40 is also suggested.

Note: Per the Road Configuration Inventory presented in the US 180

from SIOI—feet to 100 feet, dgoeﬂding on roadway segment. The majority of road segments for US 180 ave
such, it is assumed that this System Alternative will require some level of additional right of :

- @

Winter Traffic Study, the existing right-of-way for US 180 varies

rage 65-80 feet in width. As
way expansion.
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
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PRELIMINARY SYSTEM ALTERN

Dynamic Southbound Shoulder
North of Creekside Drive ~""

[
1" | 1t
SB Travel Lane

T 6'
NB Shoulder

14
Dynamic Shoulder:
Bicyclists, Transit, and Emergency Vehicles
only

NB Travel Lane

e e

Left Turn Lane/Two-Way Left Turn
Lane
(Where Applicable)

53'
Approximate ROW

THIS ALTERNATIVE SHOULD?
Move Forward for Further Study

FEATURES:

«This Preliminary System Alternative would
generally have minimal impact and does not

require substantial amounts of additional ® ®
ri;I’:Jt-of-way % .: e ... e © e 0 0,0
o e e’ 0 0 o 0 oo

+The dynamic shoulder would support the use ® ® o .. ® ® - ®
of transit and emergency vehicles to bypass hd
congestion on US 180 general purpose lanes Be Eliminated from Further Study
during winter peak traffic congestion only

® 000 o0 . e . " ° ®
«The dynamic shoulder would accommodate ° ° e o : ® o

pedestrians and bicyclists on any other

standard day.

»Signage would need to be placed at
appropriate intervals that would indicate the
southbound shoulder is only permitted to non-
motorized travel, and emergency and transit
vehicles during winter peak traffic congestion.

Note: Per the Road Configuration Inventory presented in the US 180 Winter Traffic Study, the existing right-of-way for US 180 varies
from 50-feet to 100 feet, depending on roadway segment. The majority of road segments for US 180 average 65-80 feet in width. As
such, it is assumed that this System Alternative will require some level of additional right of way expansion.
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
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ALTERNATIVE ROUTES

'PRELIMINARY SYSTEM ALTERNATIVES

£

A

4 Pl |
EERD = .

l;lI:!NdYR

LEGEND
Study Corridor
= Milton Road & US 180
Interchange
{ Existing
. Proposed

Proposed Grade-
== Separated Crossing

US 180 Alternative
Routes

—— Systam Alternative 7
—System Alternative §
System Alternative 8
= = = System Alternative 10
——System Alternative 11
——System Alternative 12
—— System Alternative 13
——System Alternative 14
- System Alternative 15

———System Alternative 16
———Syslem Alternative 17
— System Alternative 18
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Nm .vw..ww_
R L £
DESCRIPTION THIS ALTERNATIVE SHOULD? W<
System Alternative 7 Move Forward for Further Be Eliminated fom Move Forward for Further _m m 5
Columbus -> Switzer Canyon ->Route 66 Study =} Further Study -~ Study with Adjustments N
® ® ® Please Fill out a Comment Card a - N
1.3 miles ®ece "o ..0.0 000 e ° NMW
-2 General Purpose (GP) lanes and a center turn @ @ ® e o
I ® o ® oo e © © ® o
ane, N
(] Y Y
«Travelers with southern destinations could ® [ ] ® ® P ® ® H M
proceed east on Route 66 to Ponderosa Pkwy., ® ® ® & LY @ N \.,*
then to Butler Ave. and its interchange with 1-40 ® ] ® & ® 5] ® Rt
west to then proceed to I-17 south. ® ®
System Alternative 8 Move Forward for Further Be Eliminated fom @ [Move Forward for Further
i e Onevayk Study Further Study ® | Study with Adjustments
Butler ->5an Francisco -> Columbus (NB One Way) @ ] ieits il S ot G
[+] . L] o0
i ® ° e "o 00 .0 [
N . /| | -2-8 miles @ ® o ® °
S | | «Columbus Ave. is 3 a lane collector with 2 GP ® ® e ® ® ) |
A 7 |lanes and a center turn lane. & ® L @
o x +*Beaver St. (SB) & San Francisco St. (NB) are one- ® o
waly streets with 2-3 GP lanes with parking on & ® @ S
> y @
e < both sides. Both roads include at-grade railroad ® ® &
Ll m crossings, L] e ©
=~ —
%)) m System Alternative 9 Move Forward for Further Be Eliminated fom Move Forward for Further
< 2 [ s Bawitzeranyon > Roure 66 Study ®  FurtherStudy ® | Study with Adjustments
M WJ 8 mil & .. ® ® ..“ ® ® =] @ ® Please Fill out @ Comment Card
o= 1.8 miles
= ® e 00
oz 3 -Adequate dedicated left turn lane at SB US 180 ® ® o Ol n oo ®
M at Forest Ave. ® ® @ ®
O +Forest Ave. is a 3 lane collector 2 GP lanes and a ® ® 9
D : center turn lane with bike lanes to San Francis- 4 L4 e ® @ ®
=~ W_n \ co 5t. Forest Ave. has moderate grades and is a ® ®
31| 5 lane facility with 4 GP lanes and a center turn
m 3 ! .t
|| lane.
S
O3
i S g
o o ‘ @ m @ @ ARZONASY EEAS I
o Y = > X :
p i
00 o 2
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S
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» /.

JARY SYSTEM ALTERNATIVES 10, 11, &12 -
TIVE ROUTES 25
» RIPTIC ! RNA DULD % M z

System Alternative 10 Move Forward for Further|  Be Eliminated from |Move Forward for Further O o

Cable Propelled Gondola Study Further Study Study with Adjustments ENY

[ ] Please Fill out a Comment Card 0 o M

Z45

¥ Detailed studies would be necessary to explore the
" ||economic cost effectiveness and environmental

N.. actical a@gn stem WitheleSPRE R0 z m ’ u

Bv.Ep-BY PROJECT PART PN
environmentally and culturally sensitive Kachina H 1
Peaks Wilderness Area.

System Alternative 11 Move Forward for Further| _Be Eliminated from  |Move Forward for Further

. @ - ¥
Milton ->Route 66 -> Flagstaff Ranch Road -> 140 Study o _ Further Study® ® | study with Adjustments
i i : [ ] [ ] Please Fill out a Comment Card
+5B approach to Route 66 has a 250 ft. dedicated ® @ ® oo © ® e 0o ®
i right turn. ® e ® CY )
" ‘Route 66 at its widest is 5 lanes with 4 GP @ e® © ®
1 B4 1anes and a center turn lane, and is 3 lanes at its °o o° ® S @
] narrowest with 2 GP lanes and a center turn lane. e @ [ e ©
1 -Flagstaff Ranch Rd. offers full traffic interchange ) ® =) @
{ access to 1-40 where the majority of winter e 090 ¢ S
| i f recreation vehicles likely will continue @ e © )
il = e approximately 2.75 miles to I-17 south.
! N : System Alternative 12 ﬁoﬁm Forward for m_._o::% Be Eliminated from Move Forward for Further
Lone Tree Road . s
® o Study ) ° Further Study Study with Adjustments
Please Fill out a Comment Card

2% | -Located approximately ¥ miles east of Milton |~ @

. 5 ] ]
ZI o | R ©0e°% %o ® e © o
4 g T Planned tobe 100f. ROWwith4GPlanes,a | @ o @ g9 . 00 | ® © o

T e Y raised median, bike lanes, pathways on both L s ® - ®

| 4 2 7| sides, a sidewalk on one side and a FUTS trail L ® g% ©

| W=7 /" || on one side. ®e ° = ® )

i A -Requires a traffic interchange to connect with ®® o e ®
| Sf W 4 1-40 and a grade-separated BNSF railway to e o0 9 ®
19 e connect with Route 66
=

i D @ = B Q@ 5B aass
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PRELIMINARY SYSTEM ALTERNATIV

ALTERNATIVE ROUTES ZTs
LI CNEN | (A4
DESCRIPTION THIS ALTERNATIVE SHOULD? w<r
TZ;;
System Alternative 13 Move Forward for Further|  Be Eliminated from Move Forward for Further -0 m
Mike's Pike -> Humphreys (NB one way) Study e Further Study Study with Adjustments N
& Kendrick -> Sitgreaves -> Milton ® ~ @ o ®0 0 & Please Fill out a Comment Card n m 2
+NB traffic to Mike's Pike St. to a future proposed e® .. ® e @ ® 0 » ® Z Aw
overpass to Humphrey's St, with a managed lane e 1)
/| concept. L ® ® o S .. ® (N ] e
+5B traffic to 2 lane Kendrick St., then right turn at 2 @ ¢ ©® ¢ e 0 Iy )4
Elm St. to Sitgreaves St. which is a 2 lane local street Y e ® o .. i ..ﬁ
/| with on-street parking. Then merge onto Milton [ ] ® @ ® o ® f.,, 7
Rd. southbound. Additional analysis needed of ® ® [ ] @® [ ] o
overpass and adjacent redevelopment efforts. @ ® ) 2
e System Alternative 14 Move Forward for Further| Be Eliminated from  |Move Forward for Further
|| Milton -> Route 66 -> Woodland's Village -> : .
34| Bautah - John Wesley Powell -> I-17 South o Study o Further Study @ Study with >a_:mﬁ3m_.:nm
Y i o0 Please Fill out a Comment Card
2 =~ ® e® ® (X L @
= .Route 66 is a 5 lane roadway with 4 GP lanes and @ @ @ |
@ ®
<L S e 0 [ ]
i R a center turn lane. °® ® © @ ° @
(=¥ % Woodland's Village Blvd. is a 4 lane divided, access .. @ ® I
= » || contralled, collector roadway with 2 GP lanes. ° ® @ o
o S ", ||-2.75 miles of 2 lane roadway on Beulah Blvd. to ® o ®
“ g " ||the /W Powell traffic interchange to I-17. @ ® g o
@
€
v S
<L ,mJ System Alternative 15 " Move Forward *oh Further é Be Eliminated from ® Move Forward for Further
e 8-> A- ntain -> |-4 . .
S < SNl | o o 9@ Study ® e® | “®e Further Study ¢ o/ Study with Adjustments
& eRBLe o7 6 Fhllas, ® o000 ® ° ° @ [ ] @ ® ® ® ® .. .... Please Fill out a Comment Card
ez o T ; : ® 9% 0 9| °0®_o e _o |
O M 1 s -Requires extensive coordination with Coconino ® ® .. @
: - ¢| County, the US Forest Service and would require o 0o © ®e o O .. ® o ®
D = =] federal environmental clearance. ® P ® & r. L ® 0 @9 ® @
m i -Proposed facility could be a dirt road or paved e @ L4 @ ® .. ® 2] .. e “ ®
[} roadway. [ ] @ )
QL . AR NN ®
c
& :
o S & B Q@ =m swss
i Q
wn s
- I
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PRELIMINARY SYSTEM ALTERNATIVES 16,17, & 18
ALTERNATIVE ROUTES ? Z B
i [[50Y
MAP DESCRIPTION THIS ALTERNATIVE SHOULD? Zes
_ System Alternative 16 Move Forward for Further Be Eliminated :.o:,.. Move _“oq.éma d.noq Further W<y
Snow Bowl Road -> A-1 Mountain Road -> 40| @ Study Further Study _gq | Study with Adjustments IZ;
L] ® o @ ® fiey @ Please Fill out a Comment Card O
®® ® 00 " 0%g 40 0 NU
L) ® B ® 14
-Route is 7.3 miles. @ .. .. ® 9 0000 o @ ° LI DmN
-Requires extensive coordination with Coconino e 04y ® & ®e .. ® e ® ‘. Z Aw
County, the US Forest Service and would require | o ® @ ] °® L™ 2 ® e} ... @
federal environmental clearance. ® @ ® @ ® ° ® © 2 PY @ i s,
-Proposed facility could be a dirt road or paved e ® ) ® P e 090 '.. “.x i
roadway. ® 00y ® e © @ =) @ 3 H
=] b 4
°* o e®e © ooo oooo -
System Alternative 17 ?._o<0m Forward for Further| Be Eliminated from Move Forward for Further
dilgfe e 21522 >15171> 101 @ "9 ® Studye % 0" Further Study Study with Adjustments
! ® ® ¢ © o9 © & ® [ Please Fill out a Comment Card
+-Route is 7.3 miles. @5 ® oo P ® |0 ® Sp PS
.Utilizes existing traffic interchange in Bellmont, | ® @ @ -] @ e® o ®
2 - e ©°° @ [ X ] ® @ [
g AZ. 09 e 2%% o® 'Y ® ® _7
m Q || sRequires extensive coordination with Coconino ..... LA ® ° .. ® L ® ® e =
) County, the US Forest Service and would require @ ' e o ® ®
o x e ® ® @
federal environmental clearance. ® e © _0 o @
> ° & o0 ®
R W . . . ... faghbia hod
wJ +Proposed facility could be a dirt road or paved | @ ® oo ® ® P @ SRR @
g roadway. ® ® b
= £ - e
7 3 NG mw_w..ﬂmu“_. Jﬁﬁmﬂﬁ 1 _mmm o Move _uoowima for Further|  Be Eliminated from  |Move Forward for Further
M Hidden Hollow Rd -> -> Route 66 -> i 2
<L 2 ™ .00 Studye ¢® e [®® FurtherStudy ® @ | Study with Adjustments
M .m -Route is 5.5 miles. ® ® ® .. & ... ® [ X ] ... ° [ ® o ® Please Fill out a Comment Card
R % +A southbound right turn deceleration lane on ® ® o ® .. ® ® @ ® .. @ @
M US 180 approaching Hidden Hollow Road will L ® g0 ® ® “ 2]
O _ likely be necessary. @ .. ® @ e & ® L ©%e ®
QO o +Requires extensive coordination with Coconino ® ® e|® .. e o ¢ ®
m I County, the US Forest Service and would require ® ® ® o © ® “o0e °® ® o
) .|| federal environmental clearance. <] bt ® o0 ..
R M L L =2l ~Proposed facility could be a dirt road or paved ® ® ® ®
O 3 L sl | roadway. ®
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
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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/APB6r7RsimkFd8QxKNCjsR

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

Route 66 to Columbus Avenue
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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

i nﬂ"f(f

f“"y-.ﬁ‘-i NORTHERN
‘e* ARIZONA
- @ UNIVERSITY

47

: K
A “%

Jerd=

-=. s 8 Ly
RS l,,m 1



US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

Appendix K — US 180 Public Open House Presentation Question Cards

QUESTION CARD

If you have a question(s) that you would like answered at the end of the presentation, please write your question(s} on
this card and pass it to an ADOT project representative. We have limited time for questions and answers to allow you
time to speak directly with project staff. If we do not get to your question, we encourage you to speak with a project

representative. Thank you for printing legibly. h YA b%_,)

Commend ¢ /’M/WC,M% Truck 7/7 g’, ﬂvamﬁ%

Mt[f[m‘* /‘50 AL/( ﬁ%’) /’2&1665 U 776W1j f?/“;g(./@_’_,
ghondd e [—Ho W Y v {v- chmwf m_-%m

Mame:

— Email:

A EEQ Y e

US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

QUESTION CARD

If you have a question(s) that you would like answered at the end of the presentation, please write your question(s) on
this card and pass it to an ADOT project representative. We have limited time for questions and answers to allow you
time to speak directly with project staff. If we do not get to your question, we encourage you to speak with a project
representative. Thank you for printing legibly.
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
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RIDOR MASTER PLAN

QUESTION CARD

If you have a question(s) that you would like answered at the end of the presentation, please write your question(s) on
this card and pass it to an ADOT project representative. We have limited time for questions and answers to allow you
time to speak directly with project staff. If we do not get to your question, we encourage you to speak with a project
representative. Thank you for printing legibly.

Wiy D12 7 SNy Med S0
A (Aowtey PlLT pmd AOT GO

70 VMCC‘:‘? 7778 15 4 Zayérw(—
ﬁé/,{,% éo]j d%\ /MNOALE /417&\4./&//477yé_5’

= T ’
Name: 4/9_{/)1/ O A/ém Email:
d P WEEB G = =

'US 180 CORRIDOR MASTERPLAN

Public Open House #1

QUESTION CARD

If you have a question(s) that you would like answered at the end of the presentation, please write your guestion(s) on
this card and pass it to an ADOT project representative. We have limited time for questions and answers to allow you
time to speak directly with project staff. If we do not get to your question, we encourage you to speak with a project
representative. Thank you for printing legibly.
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"US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
1

Publi #

QUESTION CARD

If you have a question(s) that you would like answered at the end of the presentation, please write your question(s) on
this card and pass it to an ADOT project representative. We have limited time for questions and answers to allow you
time to speak directly with project staff. If we do not get to your guestion, we encourage you to speak with a project
representative. Thank you for printing legibly.
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

QUESTION CARD

If you have a question(s) that you would like answered at the end of the presentation, please write your question(s) on
this card and pass it to an ADOT project representative. We have limited time for questions and answers to allow you

time to speak directly with project staff. If we do not get to your question, we encourage you to speak with a project
representative. Thank you for printing legibly.
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QUESTION CARD

If you have a question(s) that you would like answered at the end of the presentation, please write your question(s) on
this card and pass it to an ADOT project representative. We have limited time for questions and answers to allow you
time to speak directly with project staff. If we do not get to your question, we encourage you to speak with a project
representative. Thank you for printing legibly.
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Public Open House #1

QUESTION CARD

If you have a question(s) that you would like answered at the end of the presentation, please write your question(s) on
this card and pass it to an ADOT project representative. We have limited time for questions and answers to allow you
time to speak directly with project staff. If we do not get to your question, we encourage you to speak with a project
representative. Thank you for printing legibly.
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QUESTION CARD

If you have a question(s) that you would like answered at the end of the presentation, please write your question(s) on
this card and pass it to an ADOT project representative. We have limited time for questions and answers to allow you

time to speak directly with project staff. If we do not get to your question, we encourage you to speak with a project
representative. Thank you for printing legibly.
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Public Open House #1

QUESTION CARD

If you have a question(s) that you would like answered at the end of the presentation, please write your guestion(s) on
this card and pass it to an ADOT project representative. We have limited time for questions and answers to allow you

time to speak directly with project staff. If we do not get to your question, we encourage you to speak with a project
representative. Thank you for printing legibly.
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S 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public C o #1

QUESTION CARD

If you have a question(s) that you would like answered at the end of the presentation, please write your question(s) on
this card and pass it to an ADOT project representative. We have limited time for questions and answers to allow you

time to speak directly with project staff. If we do not get to your question, we encourage you to speak with a project
representative. Thank you for printing legibly.
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QUESTION CARD

If you have a question(s) that you would like answered at the end of the presentation, please write your question(s) on
this card and pass it to an ADOT project representative. We have limited time for questions and answers to allow you

time to speak directly with project staff. If we do not get to your question, we encourage you to speak with a project
representative. Thank you for printing legibly.
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QUESTION CARD

If you have a question(s) that you would like answered at the end of the presentation, please write your question(s) on
this card and pass it to an ADOT project representative. We have limited time for questions and answers j(o allow you
time to speak directly with project staff. If we do not get to your question, we encourage you to speak with a project
representative. Thank you for printing legibly.
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

QUESTION CARD

If you have a question(s) that you would like answered at the end of the presentation, please write your question(s) on
this card and pass it to an ADOT project representative. We have limited time for questions and answers to allow you

time to speak directly with project staff. If we do not get to your question, we encourage you to speak with a project
representative. Thank you for printing legibly.
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

en House #1

QUESTION CARD

If you have a question(s) that you would like answered at the end of the presentation, please write your question(s) on
this card and pass it to an ADOT project representative. We have limited time for questions and answers to allow you
time to speak directly with project staff. If we do not get to your question, we encourage you to speak with a project
representative. Thank you for printing legibly.
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Public Open House #1

QUESTION CARD

If you have a question(s) that you would like answered at the end of the presentation, please write your question(s) on
this card and pass it to an ADOT project representative. We have limited time for questions and answers to allow you
time to speak directly with project staff. If we do not get to your question, we encourage you to speak with a project

- representative. Thank you for printing legibly.
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Appendix L- Station 1: About the Project/Study Area at a Glance Comment Cards

IDOR MASTER PLAN

STATION 1 COMMENT CARD

1. What can be done now to prepare for the future of the US 180 corridor? (20 years)
A i ErAGEC (MAnmmes )/Zcu‘f b ez w M1 iewisind

2 What roadway issues do you think the US 180 corridor will have in the next 20 years?
SIEN IFIANT Ellawsril jas ERarcts Canrtons TAATFIC | ShsBorit
TRATFIC | ANO JES7 S prrtr . TAEF1C FRROAN. AlF2 ,;@,5-, i

3. What do you see as the TOP THREE issues for the US 180 corridor?
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4. Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

STATION 1 COMMENT CARD

14 What can be done now to prepare for the future of the US 180 corridor? (20 years)
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“ Faled phee S e e

2 What roadway issues do you think the US 180 corridor will have in the next 20 years?

B What do you see as the TOP THREE issues for the US 180 corridor?
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Ty Y e

4. Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:
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STATION 1 COMMENT CARD

1 What can be done now to prepare for the future of the US 180 corridor? (20 years)
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‘ﬂ{v/ﬂ.(_,-:’ W, eveck oceurs ATWN Hupde tn ¥ Scha QZi i

2. What roadway issues do you think the US 180 corridor will have in the next 20 years?
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i : 5 — ] .-
3. What do you see as the TOP THREE issues for the US 180 corridor? Tar S“‘-FF/U&-‘_T
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4, Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:
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STATION 1 COMMENT CARD

it What can be done now to prepare for the future of the US 180 corridor? (20 years)
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2 What roadway issues dd’you think the US 180 corridor will have in the next 20 years?
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3. What do you see as the TOP THREE issues for the US 180 corridor?
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STATION 1 COMMENT CARD

1. What can be done now to prepare for the future of the US 180 corridor? (20 years)
@/vé,wa'/u:e. road cove be CrwsFra :Z & ,yo
o ool

Cornel o Ghorre SN Zre 5
2. What roadway’issues do you think the US 180 corridor will have in the next 20 years?
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3, What do you see as the TOP THREE issues for the US 180 corridor?
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4. Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:
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Public Open House #1

STATION 1 COMMENT CARD

Ti What can be (}pne now to prepare for the future of the US 180 corridor? (20 years)
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2; What roadway issues do you think the US 180 corridor will have in the next 20 years?
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3 What do you see as the TQP THREE issues for the US 180 corridor?
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STATION 1 COMMENT CARD

1. What can be done now to prepare for the future of the US 180 corridor? (20 years)
2 What roadway issues do you think the US 180 corridor will have in the next 20 years?

3. What do you see as the TOP THREE issues for the US 180 corridor? i
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Public Open House #1 !

STATION 1 COMMENT CARD

What can be done now to prepare for the future of the US 180 corridor? (20 years)

—_

2 What roadway issues do you think the US 180 corridor will have in the next 20 years?

3. What do you see as the TOP THREE issues for the US 180 corridor?
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§

STATION 1 COMMENT CARD

T What can be done now to prepare for the future of the US 180 corridor? (20 years)

wot tadfie b Flalavee Q- (6 - m Vo

2 What roadway issues do you think the US 180 corridor will have in the next 20 years?
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3. What do you see as the TOP THREE issues for the US 180 corridor? l .
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4. Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:
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Public Open House #1

STATION 1 COMMENT CARD

1. What can be done now to prepare for the future of the US 180 corridor? (20 years)
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2. What roadway issues do you think the US 180 corridor will have in the next 20 years?
3. What do you see as the TOP THREE issues for the US 180 corridor? Cpiahemf
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STATION 1 COMMENT CARD

A What can be done now to prepare for the future of the US 180 corridor? (20 years)
2. What roadway issues do you think the US 180 corridor will have in the next 20 years?
A What do you see as the TOP THREE issues for the US 180 corridor?

4. Please provide any additional comment-zou may wish to offer;
Ord)e vehbele use € /B8 ouwtst Ca \Z )u:n‘?)/ carvest de
b«. {3 é%é - &JA;IL: )._(We'd Le(cunc MA Voo M %
o relc Sor ¢ idlrenrs | < vc,-/y 2,7,.,,
o -
Ndr]f:gNAL ONLY%&'L V Ermnail:

i @ = EB D 5B o

Public Open House #1

STATION 1 COMMENT CARD

1. What can be done now to prepare for the future of the US 180 corridor? (20 years)
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2. What roadway issues do you think the US 180 corridor will have in the next 20 years?
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3 What do you see as the TOP THREE issues for the US 180 corridor?
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4, Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:
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OR MASTER PLAN

STATION 1 COMMENT CARD

1. What can be done now to prepare for the future of the US 180 corridor? (20 years)
2 What roadway issues do you think the US 180 corridor will have in the next 20 years?
3 What do you see as the TOP THREE issues for the US 180 corridor?

4. Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer;
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STATION 1 COMMENT CARD

T; What can bc: done now to prepare for the future of the US 180 corridor? (20 years)
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2. What roadway issues do you think the US 180 corridor will have in the next 20 years?

3 What do you see as the TOP THREE issues for the US 180 corridor?
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 1 COMMEN’I"‘F@%I}}\“B '|S
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i What can be done now to prepare for the future of the US 180 f;r:dor? (20 years)
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What roadway Issues do you think the US 180 corridor will have in the next’20 years?
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STATION 1 COMMENT CARD

1. What can be done now to prepare for the future of the US 180 corridor? (20 years)
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2 What roadway issues do you think the US 180 corridor will have in the next 20 years?
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3. What do you see as the TOP THREE issues for the US 180 corridor?
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open Hot

STATION 1 COMMENT CARD

Ty What can be done now to prepare for the future of the US 180 corridor? (20 years)
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2. What roadway issues do you think the US 180 corridor will have in the next 20 years?
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3 What do you see as the TOP THREE issues for the US 180 corridor?
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STATION 1 COMMENT CARD

1. What can be done now to prepare for the future of the US 180 corridor? (20 years)
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2. What roadway issues do you think the US 180 corridor will have in the next 20 years?
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5 What do you see as the TOP THREE issues for the US 180 corridor?
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STATION 1 COMMENT CARD

14 What can be done now to prepare for the future of the US 180 corridor? (20 years)
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STATION 1 COMMENT CARD
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STATION 2 COMMENT CARD

1. Would you support System Alternative #1, No Build (maintain as is)? ﬁ?ES NO
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STATION 2 COMMENT CARD

1. Would you support System Alternative #1, No Build {(maintain as is)? YES ( Tﬂ&
Additional Comments (optional):

2, Would you support System Alternative #2, Humphrey's Street Southbound PM Peak )
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Managed Lane (Reversible Center Lane)? YES ) NO
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alternativ that you would support? -
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STATION 2 COMMENT CARD AN
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STATION 2 COMMENT CARD

1. Would you support System Alternative #1, No Build (maintain as is)? YES NO
Additional Comments (optional):

2. Would you support System Alternative #2, Humphrey's Street Southbound PM Peak
Managed Lane (Reversible Center Lane)? YES NO
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STATION 2 COMMENT CARD

1. Would you support System Alternative #1, No Build (maintain as is)? YES NO
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STATION 2 COMMENT CARD

1. Would you support System Alternative #1, No Build (maintain as is)? YES NO
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2. Would you support System Alternative #2, Humphrey's Street Southbound PM Peak —_—
Managed Lane (Reversible Center Lane)? YES CNO
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4, Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:

OPTIONAL ONLY:
Name: R Email: o -

@ EEB Q=N

Public Open House #1

STATION 2 COMMENT CARD

T Would you support System Alternative #1, No Build (maintain as is)? YES NO
Additional Comments (optional):

2. Would you support System Alternative #2, Humphrey's Street Southbound PM Peak
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STATION 2 COMMENT CARD

1. Would you support System Alternative #1, No Build (maintain as is)? €ES ) . NO
Additional Comments (optional): i

2. Would you support System Alternative #2, Humphrey's Street Southbound PM Peak —
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STATION 2 COMMENT CARD

T Would you support System Alternative #1, No Build (maintain as is)? YES NO
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4. Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:
Corer > %
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

Appendix N - Station 3: System Alternatives that May Require Expanded Right-of-Way
Comment Cards

US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 3 COMMENT CARD

1. Do you feel that adding additional travel lanes on US 180 is necessary to help
address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety? NO

Additional Comments (optional):

2. Generally speaking, would you prefer that future alternatives for US 180 be designed to help address
congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety utilize existing right-of-way only, or expanded
right-of-way?

Circle one or more:

a. Existing right of way only d. US 180 is fine the way it is
b. Expanded right of way only e, Don't care as long as the solution
(of Either is ok to study helps reduce congestion

Additional Comments (optional):

3 Generally speaking, does any kind of reversible lane concept for US 180
(northbound in the morning; southbound in the afternoon) sound like a viable YES NO

alternative that you would support?
Additional Comments (optional):

4. Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:

OPTIONAL ONLY:
Marme: _ ] Email:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 3 COMMENT CARD
¥ Do you feel that adding additional travel lanes on US 180 is necessary to help
address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety? @ NO

Additional Comments (optional):

2, Generally speaking, would you prefer that future alternatives for US 180 be designed to help address
congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety utilize existing right-of-way only, or expanded
right-of-way?

Circle one or more:

a. Existing right of way only d. US 180 is fine the way it is
b, Expanded right of way only e. Don't care as long as the solution
Either is ok to study helps reduce congestion

Additional Comments (optional):

3 Generally speaking, does any kind of reversible lane concept for US 180 e
(northbound in the morning; southbound in the afternoon) sound like a viable C YEé\ NO

alternative that you would support?
Additional Comments (optional):

4, Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:

OPTIONAL ONLY:
Name: __ Email:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 3 COMMENT CARD

1 Do you feel that adding additional travel lanes on US 180 is necessary to help .
address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety? YES @
Additional Comments (optional):

St footHenecho — Mnc rgtre
CFE US 160 .

2 Generally speaking, would you prefer that future alternatives for US 180 be designed to help address

congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety utilize existing right-of-way only, or expanded
right-of-way? .
Circle one or more: i

A

a. Existing right of way only d. US 180 is fine the way itis
b. Expanded right of way only e, Don't care as long as the solution
(of Either is ok to study helps reduce congestion

Additional Comments (optional):

3. Generally speaking, does any kind of reversible lane concept for US 180
{(northbound in the morning; southbound in the afternoon) sound like a viable YES @

alternative that you would support?
Additional Comments (optional):

4, Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:

OPTIONAL ONLY:
Name: . Ernail:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 3 COMMENT CARD

T Do you feel that adding additional travel lanes on US 180 is necessary to help .
address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety? rﬁS) NO

epddt et Fle e ¢ Hpug

Additional Comments (opt
T@l@}} Fe C-d/m()\&g }b m_?_f«( SHDQ\{?I&YL{& pac  Sowtt. A
Ao Lo < dake & bug b M Sow plou, AJre0 X

Thon o o Y No Cag miow/ o Cordtad™n Gt b Chrmpus
S S o ) \easd @ ‘

Z Generally speaking, would you prefer that fu ture alte atlves for US 180 be designed to help address
congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety utilize existing right-of-way only, or expanded
right-of-way?

Circle one or more:

a. Existing right of way only @) US 180 is fine the way it is
b. Expanded right of way only e. Don't care as long as the solution
o Either is ok to study helps reduce congestion
Additional Comments (optional):
3. Generally speaking, does any kind of reversible lane concept for US 180
{northbound in the morning; southbound in the afternoon) sound like a viable YES NO

alternative that you would support?

Additional Comments (optional): N’O \We. \N(’ U{DLD(“ \’\L(’Q l
\N\’\u\ e MK \D“‘B Pwniched, Make e ot c()‘H)\Dr\ad
Py Lo Hs & rage Ve Tk a b

4. Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:

OPTIONAL ONLY:
Name: Ernail:

o @D = EBQ = e

;“"y--%‘k NORTHERN
‘:ee ARIZONA
@ UNIVERSITY W

o w

M




US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 3 COMMENT CARD
il Do you feel that adding additional travel lanes on US 180 is necessary to help
address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety? YES @

Additional Comments (optional):
Ar stmtisi - pvmowXt Bypaco -l
e |2HO LAULnA G 22D U@M-‘OEQ— _ )
by Dbt - s Wt alirin ket trvit Pafses
L oo gy Cnfppee. !S’DWLHVNMMF'@QMUWM&@
2. Generally speaking, would you prefer that future alternatives for US 180 be designed%‘ﬁ%ggd% n-ej
congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety utilize existing right-of-way only, or expanded

right-of-way?
Circle one or more:

a. Existing right of way only d. US 180 is fine the way it is
b. Expanded right of way only e Don't care as long as the solution
c. Either is ok to study helps reduce congestion

Additional Comments (optional):

3. Generally speaking, does any kind of reversible lane concept for US 180
(northbound in the morning; southbound in the afternoon) sound like a viable YES NO

alternative that you would support?
Additional Comments (optional):

4, Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:

OFTIONAL ONLY:
Mame: Email: Ry
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 3 COMMENT CARD

1. Do you feel that adding additional travel lanes on US 180 is necessary to help
address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety? YES NO

Additional Comments (optional):

2, Generally speaking, would you prefer that future alternatives for US 180 be designed to help address
congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety utilize existing right-of-way only, or expanded
right-of-way?

Circle one or more:

a. Existing right of way only d. US 180 is fine the way it is
b. Expanded right of way only e. Don't care as long as the solution
c Either is ok to study helps reduce congestion

Additional Comments (optional):

3 Generally speaking, does any kind of reversible lane concept for US 180
{northbound in the morning; southbound in the afternoon) sound like a viable YES NO

alternative that you would support?
Additional Comments (optional):

4, Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 3 COMMENT CARD

1. Do you feel that adding additional travel lanes on US 180 is necessary to help
address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety? YES NO

Additional Comments (optional):

2. Generally speaking, would you prefer that future alternatives for US 180 be designed to help address
congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety utilize existing right-of-way only, or expanded
right-of-way?

Circle one or more:

a. Existing right of way only d. US 180 s fine the way it is
Expanded right of way only e, Don't care as long as the solution
(c.) Eitheris ok to study helps reduce congestion

Additional Comments (optional):

3. Generally speaking, does any kind of reversible lane concept for US 180
{(northbound in the morning; southbound in the afternoon) sound like a viable YES (8)

alternative that you would support?
Additional Comments (optional):

4, Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:

OFTIONAL ONLY:
MName: . Email;
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 3 COMMENT CARD
L Do you feel that adding additional travel lanes on US 180 is necessary to help e
address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety? NO

Additional Comments (optional):

2. Generally speaking, would you prefer that future alternatives for US 180 be designed to help address
congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety utilize existing right-of-way only, or expanded
right-of-way?

Circle one or more:

a. Existing right of way only d. US 180 is fine the way it is
(B>  Expanded right of way only e.  Don't care as long as the solution
ol Either is ok to study helps reduce congestion

Additional Comments (optional):

3. Generally speaking, does any kind of reversible lane concept for US 180
(northbound in the morning; southbound in the afternoon) sound like a viable YES
alternative that you would support?
Additional Comments (optional):

4, Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:

OPTIONAL ONLY:
LT — Email:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 3 COMMENT CARD

1. Do you feel that adding additional travel lanes on US 180 is necessary to help
address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation} and safety? (gYES ) NO

Additional Comments (optional): /f €5 i G5 /‘o @ 5. .-_-Iﬁf\_/q_,,(
Ot cos~elmoded (o i"’l’/_\ )
! .'ll"' T’“’(‘E“' C { (o2 {.!_T 51--&"-@’_-(_‘)\1:‘(2.0{

Sho { {, {1} ot

2. Generally speaking, would you prefer that future alternatives for US 180 be designed to help address
congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety utilize existing right-of-way only, or expanded
right-of-way?

Circle one or more:

a. Existing right of way only d. US 180 is fine the way it is
b. Expanded right of way only e Don't care as long as the solution
l,("'c_:{} Either is ok to study helps reduce congestion

Additional Comments (optional):

3 Generally speaking, does any kind of reversible lane concept for US 180
(northbound in the morning; southbound in the afternoon) sound like a viable YES NO

§) As f}cnfi as Coa«-éff\uko( :
toplghy - Ry 66t Butler | €166 Fhunghres F
% {Mfl"\/“f/flf * C{.Jlu_/t/lm!’;mf.

alternative that you would support? /¢
Additional Comments (optional): g

4, Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:

QOPTIONAL ONLY:
Mame; Email:
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0 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

en House #1

STATION 3 COMMENT CARD
1. Do you feel that adding additional travel lanes on US 180 is necessary to help /f-'a,\_
address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety? YES K_h&;

Additional Comments (optional):

2. Generally speaking, would you prefer that future alternatives for US 180 be designed to help address
congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety utilize existing right-of-way only, or expanded
right-of-way?

Circle one or more:

a. Existing right of way only (_EI,? US 180 s fine the way it is
b. Expanded right of way only e Don't care as long as the solution
G Either is ok to study helps reduce congestion

Additional Comments (optional):

Senst  carold +o jﬁlf O wes — —;-@
(e H 6Ok S lof N ortiy

3. Generally speaking, does any kind of reversible lane concept for US 180 =
(northbound in the morning; southbound in the afternoon) sound like a viable YES @

alternative that you would support?
Additional Comments (optional);

4. Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:

OPTIONAL ONLY:
Mame: § Email:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
Public Open House #1

STATION 3 COMMENT CARD
1. Do you feel that adding additional travel lanes on US 180 is necessary to help
address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety? YES ( No:'

Additional Comments (optional):

%L_, Meed o proOE ,r# BML 531[ Yorom . ;@H’fg 'S M_g ‘bgg,,lﬂ

2. Generally speaking, would you prefer that future alternatives for US 180 be designed to help address
congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety utilize existing right-of-way only, or expanded
right-of-way?

Circle one or more:

a. Existing right of way only d. US 180 is fine the way it is
b. Expanded right of way only e. Don't care as long as the solution
CQ Either is ok to study helps reduce congestion

Additional Comments (optional):

3% Generally speaking, does any kind of reversible lane concept for US 180
{northbound in the morning; southbound in the afternoon) sound like a viable (@ NO

alternative that you would support? ) -J* I
Additional Comments (optional): &}//{f ‘VZK:VV?WMI lk.{/ P (,/em_ meve
/96 out of T rwon

4. Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open Ho
STATION 3 COMMENT CARD
1; Do you feel that adding additional travel lanes on US 180 is necessary to help
address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety? YES NO

Additional Comments (optional):

2. Generally speaking, would you prefer that future alternatives for US 180 be designed to help address
congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety utilize existing right-of-way only, or expanded
right-of-way?

Circle one or more:

a. Existing right of way only d. US 180 is fine the way it is
b. Expanded right of way only e. Don't care as long as the solution
C. Either is ok to study helps reduce congestion

Additi | C ( I): QA ﬂem@
mona omments Gptlona —
/AJ MO‘(: ec

ADST
(00

3. Generally speaking, does any kind of reversible lane concept for US 180
{(northbound in the morning; southbound in the afternoon) sound like a viable YES NO

alternative that you would support?
Additional Comments (optional):

4. Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:

OPTIONAL ONLY:
MName:
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us RRIDOR MASTER PLAN
Public e#l

STATION 3 COMMENT CARD
T Do you feel that adding additional travel lanes on US 180 is necessary to help —
address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety? YES//@

Additional Comments (optional):

Z Generally speaking, would you prefer that future alternatives for US 180 be designed to help address
congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety utilize existing right-of-way only, or expanded
right-of-way?

Circle one or more:

T
a. Existing right of way only <7 ¢ d.” US180isfine the way it is

b. Expanded right of way only e. Don't care as long as the solution
C. Either is ok to study helps reduce congestion

Additional Comments (optional):

3; Generally speaking, does any kind of reversible lane concept for US 180 Je—
(northbound in the morning; southbound in the afternoon) sound like a viable YES— (nNo O

alternative that you would support?
Additional Comments (optional):

4, Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:

OPTIONAL ONLY:
Mame: o Email;
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RRIDOR MASTER PLAN

STATION 3 COMMENT CARD
1. Do you feel that adding additional travel lanes on US 180 is necessary to help —5
address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety? ES NO

Additional Comments (optional):

2. Generally speaking, would you prefer that future alternatives for US 180 be designed to help address
congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety utilize existing right-of-way only, or expanded
right-of-way?

Circle one or more:

a. Existing right of way only d. US 180 is fine the way itis
7. Expanded right of way only e. Don't care as long as the solution
C.J  Eitheris ok to study helps reduce congestion

Additional Comments (optional):

3. Generally speaking, does any kind of reversible lane concept for US 180
(northbound in the morning; southbound in the afternoon) sound like a viable @} NO

alternative that you would support? )’Q’M'“u{ 4 len fM‘? i /
Additional Comments (optional): I:?L :

4. Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer
(3& e (7? éﬁh’{ TWANING [y
1N prond WW #ﬁ%bﬁf/ m d, /
m D% '}U{/ 2 ( ol pAee ) -

OPTIONAL ONLY:
Name: Email:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 3 COMMENT CARD

1, Do you feel that adding additional travel lanes on US 180 is necessary to help
address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety? YES @

Additional Comments (optional):
ﬂ’v stndyes W" CoarS Cre m«-:) b tad fre-
/fjj /é Arpae '7{'!\. 440' w:‘f«'/ wdh wrdee Mz S'ﬁf.

2, Generally speaking, would you prefer that future alternatives for US 180 be designed to help address
congestion (emphasis on winter recreation} and safety utilize existing right-of-way only, or expanded
right-of-way?

Circle one or mare:

a. Existing right of way only - US 180 is fine the way itis
b. Expanded right of way only e, Don't care as long as the solution
(ak Either is ok to study helps reduce congestion

Additional Comments (optional):

'721, (ﬁ-'l;-b-. Gsre [© awrslp&j ﬁ-ac 5 e feaSa
Cors '_;-:)éy Mij(éa/&wfr m§ Q-—usﬁm-s 54-6\.(.( aL..,?L
Vie '51‘&.02; ot fose ﬁ-ejZéor[up-Ls

5 Generally speaking, does any kind of reversible lane concept for US 180
(northbound in the morning; southbound in the afternoon) sound like a viable YES NO

alternative that you would support?
Additional Comments (optional):

4. Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:

g&o &Mﬁ ﬂvﬁr‘ é»e ‘S.efrﬁé-( @, L oS ,,5‘6 Ofterasi®e
ﬂv,7 Tre Mt 5‘%& an J,M/ a’{&&f fle cléc Ca~s .

CPTIOMAL ONLY:
Name: Email:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
Public Open House #1

STATION 3 COMMENT CARD

1. Do you feel that adding additional travel lanes on US 180 is necessary to help
address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety? YES

Additional Comments (optional):

2. Generally speaking, would you prefer that future alternatives for US 180 be designed to help address
congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety utilize existing right-of-way only, or expanded
right-of-way?

Circle one ar more:
]
L Existing right of way only d. US 180 is fine the way itis

b. Expanded right of way only e Don't care as long as the solution
. Either is ok to study helps reduce congestion

Additional Comments (optional):

3. Generally speaking, does any kind of reversible lane concept for US 180
(northbound in the morning; southbound in the afternoon) sound like a viable YES

alternative that you would support?
Additional Comments (optional):

4, Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:

OPTIONAL ONLY:

MName: Email;

@ EB O s

;“"y =. NORTHE RN _ —
iei ARIZONA &2 V=7 u " —F
@ UNIVERSITY W&

95

M




US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 3 COMMENT CARD
i Do you feel that adding additional travel lanes on US 180 is necessary to help
address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety? YES @

Additional Comments (optional):
ﬂ:fju‘:r Seems V- (v wovlp DX Coreuen o
Won' + Sl The Droblew ,

2. Generally speaking, would you prefer that future alternatives for US 180 be designed to help address
congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety utilize existing right-of-way only, or expanded
right-of-way?

Circle one or more:

@ Existing right of way only C\l US 180 is fine the way it is

Expanded right of way only e Don't care as long as the solution
ol Either is ok to study helps reduce congestion

Additional Comments (optional):

L Generally speaking, does any kind of reversible lane concept for US 180
(northbound in the morning; southbound in the afternoon) sound like a viable @ NO

alternative that you would support?
Additional Comments (optional):

4. Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:

QOPTIONAL ONLY:
Name: Email:
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CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

en House #1

STATION 3 COMMENT CARD

1. Do you feel that adding additional travel lanes on US 180 is necessary to help
address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety? S NO

Additional Comments (optional): 5‘[\:_‘)Lu @w ‘s r\é'\ %d\‘\(\i‘j O\,U-"‘ln/

2. Generally speaking, would you prefer that future alternatives for US 180 be designed to help address
congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety utilize existing right-of-way only, or expanded
right-of-way?

Circle one or more:

a. Existing right of way only d. US 180 is fine the way it is
b. Expanded right of way only e Don't care as long as the solution
@ Either is ok to study helps reduce congestion

Additional Comments {optional):

An Cﬂ‘[ré?arvnﬁuc? youte \reg\\y N ﬂee&@k

3 Generally speaking, does any kind of reversible lane concept for US 180
(northbound in the morning; southbound in the afternoon) sound like a viable @\‘) NO

alternative that you would support?
Additional Comments (optional);

4, Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:

B[L\e U\bd S\Wu(cf \06 ewn Cowm,ja:;l- ‘The -(’\Cc&_e_ ’QV"W\ Yownto
Svowpow! should be s<tedsr

QOPTIONAL ONLY:
MName: Email:__
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 3 COMMENT CARD
T4 Do you feel that adding additional travel lanes on US 180 is necessary to help y 7_._\\
address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety? Cﬁ; NO

Additional Comments (optional):

2 Generally speaking, would you prefer that future alternatives for US 180 be designed to help address
congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety utilize existing right-of-way only, or expanded
right-of-way?

Circle one or more:

a. Existing right of way only d. US 180 is fine the way it is
b. Expanded right of way only e. Don't care as long as the solution
/@T\ Either is ok to study helps reduce congestion

Additional Comments (optional):

(northbound in the morning; southbound in the afternoon) sound like a viable YES

!

3. Generally speaking, does any kind of reversible lane concept for US 180 /“C
7" NO )

alternative that you would support?

{M&Jﬁ;mezs Ep\t}onalwm\ l£ - ) \/@ :. C&g_m S MN\J;\;,-.:-»_ tyuu ﬁ’-i&{e,u_ J\LI_ Y
Ermnge ﬂmb ¢ LMLCQOJLL\) L Dy
Walaasdd wse \;‘Li ORI Cr\x;r Do ,(_\

4, Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:

7”&:«/% 2 r«// ”( )

OPTIONAL ONLY:
Name: Email:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 3 COMMENT CARD

1. Do you feel that adding additional travel lanes on US 180 is necessary to help
address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety? YES NO

Additional Comments (optional):

R\)\J'\‘J IlL#.A.-’\_.{?.-S‘-’ O™ t_‘"‘)

2, Generally speaking, would you prefer that future alternatives for US 180 be designed to help address
congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety utilize existing right-of-way only, or expanded
right-of-way?

Circle one or more:

a. Existing right of way only d. US 180 is fine the way it is
b. Expanded right of way only e, Don't care as long as the solution
ol Either is ok to study helps reduce congestion

Additional Comments (optional):

3 Generally speaking, does any kind of reversible lane concept for US 180 A
{northbound in the morning; southbound in the afternoon) sound like a viable YES NO

alternative that you would support?
Additional Comments (optional):

4. Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:

OPTIONAL ONLY:
Name: Emnail:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 3 COMMENT CARD

1. Do you feel that adding additional travel lanes on US 180 is necessary to help T
address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety? YES | NO
\v/‘

Additional Comments (optional):

2. Generally speaking, would you prefer that future alternatives for US 180 be designed to help address
congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety utilize existing right-of-way only, or expanded
right-of-way?

Circle one or more:

a. Existing right of way only d. US 180 is fine the way it is
. Expanded right of way only e Don't care as long as the solution
Either is ok to study helps reduce congestion

Additional Comments (optional):

3 Generally speaking, does any kind of reversible lane concept for US 180 /}
(northbound in the morning; southbound in the afternoon) sound like a viable (YE :’ NO

alternative that you would support?
Additional Comments (optional):

- %UP{Dl"{'%m, midd e, lane. ba}nj sw-ﬁc\ned) but not e,

ertire Mod

4, @ease provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:

Yynamic shonlder doasht solvs, ony Uang@éjrion 165 Uas

OPTIONAL GNEY: ¢ o O
Name: TFQ n ‘nt@%f b F |\T¥’l . Email:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
Public Open House #1

STATION 3 COMMENT CARD

1. Do you feel that adding additional travel lanes on US 180 is necessary to help -
address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety? YES (@

Additional Comments (optional);

2 Generally speaking, would you prefer that future alternatives for US 180 be designed to help address
congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety utilize existing right-of-way only, or expanded
right-of-way?

Circle one or more:

a. Existing right of way only d. US 180 is fine the way it is
b. Expanded right of way only e. Don't care as long as the solution
e Either is ok to study helps reduce congestion

Additional Comments (optional):

3 Generally speaking, does any kind of reversible lane concept for US 180 —
(northbound in the morning; southbound in the afternoon) sound like a viable YES @

alternative that you would support?
Additional Comments (optional):

NOT~ WHEN PEOPLE. C4-L THEH
SUICIIE. LANES [V OTHER LOCAHLES.

4. Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:

OFTIONAL ON

Name: L%ﬁﬁf'?— i 7,, H%f Emnail:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 3 COMMENT CARD

1. Do you feel that adding additional travel lanes on US 180 is necessary to help /“-.J
address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety? YES NO

Additional Comments (optional): _{.\:LQ’ %0‘(’(1@ i\'Lth,(_, 1< L%D / LMPWL
Wesedhoos & Yo Wenbs. o hwwp\fu_‘r“\jrs o
W\/\,\\_‘?N V\,\/\L‘LL—\ S f\T&V\JC‘“‘{\ b’—ﬁ\(.l?_& e

2. Generally speaking, would you prefer that future alternatives for US 180 be designed to help address
congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety utilize existing right-of-way only, or expanded
right-of-way?

Circle one or more:

a. Existing right of way only d. US 180 is fine the way it is
b. Expanded right of way only e. Don't care as long as the solution
c Either is ok to study helps reduce congestion

Sk Naeds  SeSe oxpandtes |6

Additional Comments (optional): ol b‘/J L.Lﬁ,}ﬁ_s” - MO b&,\);:epqﬁ?:’%
Z\co_ PmJT'L'L\DLLV

3. Generally speaking, does any kind of reversible lane concept for US 180 =
(northbound in the morning; southbound in the afternoon) sound like a viable YES
alternative that you would support? -&-;N G ST & ‘-b\\"‘Q_D'_‘\“:;, J\‘T/\cai_

Additional Comments (optional): Y\) Q;?_;& LD \cxr,,\.,e_)}rﬁ =

4, Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer: b - @—9 =
_ ; i ; -~ {Sc«.__ Y = ia S
i \avgae Dot sidel That D Ve aryaw.
Toow & "(a—z:@o,awf Bost/y

Bos, or\‘mf Lana/ .

OPTIONAL ONLY: ; { |
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

o

STATION 3 COMMENT CARD

T Do you feel that adding additional travel lanes on US 180 is necessary to help
address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety? YES NO

Additional Comments (optional): l;k 0.2 bf)\)\ﬁ«\-t n:&hi‘éb{;oo_
ool v heed Yo b M\XWQWO

mless om UMoee,u.h)wO@m

2. Generally speaking, would you prefer that future alternatives for US 180 be designed to help address
congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety utilize existing right-of-way only, or expanded
right-of-way?

Circle one or more:

Existing right of way only d. US 180 is fine the way it is
Expanded right of way only e. Don't care as long as the solution
Either is ok to study helps reduce congestion

Additional Comments (optional):

Dow\-aroa 1 (a:bﬁa&@m&“{ %oow&a{

e Q-W.

3, Generally speaking, does any kind of reversible lane concept for US 180 o
(northbound in the morning; southbound in the afternoon) sound like a viable “( YES NO

alternative that you would support?
Additional Comments (optional):

e

4, Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer: y
(owmeds 22 @ D bwdq_ nnc s ;D Wyﬁ

Sodwpat bouuBarn 1x nortle B Foust [Cobias to 1/ reat— Parecta/ b

IL. . TB{BOQ A03 hamﬁqm ﬁ[&LWFM‘ M
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o N STATION 3 COMMENT CARD
1. Do you feel that adding additional travel lanes on US 180 is necessary to help
address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety? YES @

Additional Comments (optional):

2 Generally speaking, would you prefer that future alternatives for US 180 be designed to help address
congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety utilize existing right-of-way only, or expanded
right-of-way?

Circle one or more:

Existing right of way only d. US 180 is fine the way it is
b. Expanded right of way only e, Don't care as long as the solution
C. Either is ok to study helps reduce congestion

Additional Comments (optional):

3: Generally speaking, does any kind of reversible lane concept for US 180
(northbound in the morning; southbound in the afternoon) sound like a viable YES @

alternative that you would support?
Additional Comments (optional):

4, Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:

OPTIONAL ONLY:
MName: _ Email;
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 3 COMMENT CARD
1. Do you feel that adding additional travel lanes on US 180 is necessary to help
address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety? YES @

Additional Comments (optional):

2, Generally speaking, would you prefer that future alternatives for US 180 be designed to help address
congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety utilize existing right-of-way only, or expanded
right-of-way?

Circle one or more:

a. Existing right of way only US 180 is fine the way itis
b. Expanded right of way only = Don't care as long as the solution
6 Either is ok to study helps reduce congestion

Additional Comments (optional):

Widk b » Vo 4:35 g v

3. Generally speaking, does any kind of reversible lane concept for US 180
(northbound in the morning; southbound in the afternoon) sound like a viable YES

alternative that you would support?
Additional Comments (optional):

4, Please provide any additional comments you may wish to offer:

OPTIONAL ONLY:
MName: Email:
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Us 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open Hou
STATION 3 COMMENT CARD
1. Do you feel that adding additional travel lanes on US 180 is necessary to help —
address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety? YES [ _NO
f/;f/szz :

Additional Comments (optional):
e

y L U‘—a‘-//}' ../L,u.((, oy x(e“" é{?:“/éz//c’%t"t L((‘Ar“
/f e Lcﬁé’( ft@ﬁ(/ﬂz g 4 > /
A Seud o_(um& oveccivrdled
.,;-..JIL._( g ( f/&u«'_/’ "Lu‘c/ld LG ;:Jj‘*{ g
i
ﬁz&,ﬂf?—; D /;v 2?\/_. (,4«-7:.;£¢. qf-m‘ L
2. Generally speaking, would you prefer that future alternatives for US 180 be designed to help address
congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety utilize existing right-of-way only, or expanded

right-of-way?
Circle one or more:

a. Existing right of way only d. US 180 is fine the way it is
b. Expanded right of way only e. Don't care as long as the solution
(& Either is ok to study helps reduce congestion

Additional Comments (optlonal)

..'; 3 . t- ‘imdf/ 7[7& ﬁlf,f.( /c*yk

T dnih
//'
F 3
& v,
v

%y

3. Generally speaking, does any kind of reversible lane concept for US 180 \a\i’t #
{(northbound in the morning; southbound in the afternoon) sound like a viable YES /~ NO

alternative that you would support?
Additional Comments (opt|0nai}

o . gt AN 1:72/{(, = ’Z{z-a-,_,
i e BEAL Ko 7o ke = g gl T g il
ﬂf?/e 0. Shitts t2 gt 7O [0 fo Neteinnl to horms
/{. IA_ AL~ =

%:;ﬁ; Cﬁk—z’j A A L?ﬁ";{./ /%C (_C"w..%f/fg‘ LAV

4, Please provide any additional comments you may w sh to pffer 7&{ s 9674-& 5 f%’ivﬁffé /
— (2 el .
ﬁ% . el R 7 / Copi /
%r/‘/vﬁ/m - (_g(,&og/(/ Dﬁ/ WA = Ui/ Leww™

M’&//‘T_,&Zz us_-,d VeN M [z L‘ext _/f//fﬂ- ‘(/ FC”!""'

Iy

fg%ﬁwﬁ /{m%cz:/ ol L ;.5«#/44{[7 CQW/_/J\ =

OPTIONAL ONLY; ﬂ{ /,A ard (}/(/’ Y

MName: _ Email:_
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Appendix O - Station 4: Alternative Routes to US 180 Comment Cards

0 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

#1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

T Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

@ | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
b. | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
C | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2 Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to |-40? @ NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)

Optional: Why or why not? e 0{0&)(\\75 b: gl Eaﬁ{»‘{ 124( BE Sradkad Fo{

Shesp ml“'{ T Fle Value ooy Thee
watly P b o AM‘;ZJLJ‘ PN HAv Cor%a‘n'm {0 b sl
Chwldren oy " ule o . D Xsn e R f"‘i\
3 If you support the use of alternative rou{es to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider Gt’i

supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to 1-40
Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl| Road to A-1 Mountain Road to 1-40
@ Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to I-40
Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to 1-40
Optional: Why or why not?

“People \N\e o aet Mo ohey oph\w—g

i
4, Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing 45 NO
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?

Opti I: Wh h t?
ptiona y Or why no FP)(/\:{_ \_|/Lb/( O M{? ba r‘\ﬁfaf Ae £

5 If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 8:; Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to I-40
Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd
0 Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick 5t to Elm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)
. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?

OFTIONAL ONLY:
Mame:

Email:__
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80 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

ipen House #1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

Ta Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):
e
a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widentJS 180
b. I prefer that any proposed solution look-at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
o | believe that US 180 if ﬁne the way it is

2. Would you support the ;eﬁstructlon of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to 1-40? YES NO

(Preliminary Syste ﬁitematwesis 16,17, and 18)
Optional: My not?

3. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

. Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to I-40
. Preliminary System_j;‘diern‘éfifve 16: Snow Bowl| Road to A-1 Mountain Road to 1-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 17; Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to 1-40

. _,_Le.hm(ewi System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to |-40

Optional: Why

)0 Potes—then Toetlatie E%efww

ks Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing E
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?
Optional: Why or why not?

5. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: ColumbusAve to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St te Columbus Ave (northbound one way)
Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to I-40

. Preliminary Sysj;em Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to Elm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to

John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?

OPTIONAL ONLY:
Mamgs . - e = e Email;___

G EB O

M

f‘,‘,-.%\i NORTHERN
i ; ARIZDNA%| fﬁ‘m"‘“‘w#
@ UNIVERSITY

110



US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a.
b.
c.

| prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
| prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
| believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2 Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to |-407? YES NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15,@% an

Optional: Why or why not? WORE O\@eLT

(nvgane 4 V8 do wreuf @rse

3. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?

Q . Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bdder Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountaif Rd to 1-40
() Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to 1-40
E Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to 1-40
) Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to 1-40 -
Optional: Why or why not? . s
’ :1:{051 MITOITIVE  FoR WHoGrne (Resued L s rm‘{;
AS eFPTIANS wwove NORTH 0D L0 .

4. Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES NO
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)? —x
Optional: Why or why not?

5. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to I-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative %g: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to Elm St to Sit.greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland’s Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to

John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?

OFTIONAL ONLY:
MName: - Email:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1. Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
I prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
C I believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2, Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to I4@_§> NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18) =

Sy 3
Optional: Why or why not? 7305 ALTE@mA TS TouT e IS AfssiovEia
MNec—osaes Mo P S0 Tudry IO BT CE s s .
T LRSS Fu L& PO s ms,

3. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider

supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

oo Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to 1-40
> Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to 1-40
o2 Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to 1-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to 1-40
Optional: Why or why not?
Auw Aes TR, TR WP Eesm N>, IS-07 Ao
oFSaL. e =Y e WEPRS o LEA NS SE R I
O Cenmaar DR =emiars g
4. Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES \_‘N_O__h)
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?
Optional: Why or why not?  Atcsy< of Tuenz CFPTass e
QU CF I T oo aa T~ Aoo asyy T [N rL . ¥ PRogwEMm |
5 If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the

Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)
Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to I-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd
Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St {(northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to Elm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)
Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?

OPTIONAL ONLY:
MName: = Email:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

T Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

@ | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180 —= hg‘ﬂl dm\.[:]
b. | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
Cof I believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to 1-40? @ NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?

Fo.Rd 2722 ddpwwnFo Y0

3 If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

. Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to 1-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to I-40

<G> Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS$ 171 to 1-40 ~— L/t 1 € R
. Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to |-40

Optional: Why or why not?

4, Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES NO
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?
Optional: Why or why not?

5. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

o Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to 1-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to EIm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland’s Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to 1-17

Optional: Why or why not?

QPTIONA LY:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

80 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

en House #1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1. Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

@ | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
b. | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
C. | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2 Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to -40?  YES NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18) k

i Whyo%% o ‘?wwd foffie thu pa &aarhawgs 1A 5%&(1/}/1‘6_

cu_ ot :
@kf:)frressem%z{J (#ler, #n0ise; fo//m%n are problesns Z !

If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?

Circle All That You Support:

. Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to 1-40
Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl| Road to A-1 Mountain Road to |-40 Th s )€ -f-kﬂx .
— == Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to F$ 222 to FS 171 to |-40 «=— S_{— jh+(u51y
- Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to 1-40 Les ]

Optional: Why or why not? AS ¥ s,
‘ @g]zc s 191
1%
wan 7(_ 15 M/gs .
4. Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES NO

city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?

Optional: Why or why not? . {;,LS-’Q"
Wfﬂ/gcgn‘#z rg/%;;;ﬂf Taffic

5. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to I-40

— > Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to EIm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland’s Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to I-17

[

tional: or why not? C) ~ |
[/tj:)c'xjﬂﬂl WT%OWOF (;(Szfghujfg{ﬂ ZLMSXS, USe- Conte - Jane ‘éff’_
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
1

Public Open House #1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1. Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

@ | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
b. | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
. | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to I-40? YES NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?

% If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to 1-40
Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to 1-40
Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to 1-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to |-40

Optional: Why or why not? P .
B YOO dnnesesg by W adidress windes Comaeatyor

G

4, Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES) NO
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?

Optional: Why or why not? W‘)}K/{,&aﬁyﬂ = Loy Phuse. /u?’/f— 40% b 9. Wff
S ; ;o i 5 B
20~ dyt e Fovgyt dutidn 7 he th’Z SHon), efa,
5. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

() Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to I-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys 5t (northbound one

way) and Kendrick St to EIm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way) ¥/ #cs/ ?wm{“
Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to eulah Kve'to”
John Wesley Powell to 1-17 é/[f?l‘jzd 19(4’

£ = i3
Optional: Why or why not? Al /Muvé fﬂ"—-f'{fﬁ M{ éfﬁwﬁ?‘ﬂi}?

OPTIONAL ONLY: L i J-Zif'r‘ i _f g f%f%“
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180

| prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180

| believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to I-407 YES @
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not? _

T doni C{J Hak m AALANy bewffe us) exx Mj Yoads+ |5

Sl by b g i gl Sl 0Bt e

[} \f“—‘ﬂ{ 175 g
If you support 1he use of aiternatwe routes to US 180, wh|ch of the Alterna(jvitwoulyou consider /

supporting? vt T
i A s
Circle All That You Support: l’\ Ve LA &{&Uﬁ-t‘m f u_.ﬂ)rjf{'
Mpacts Fe
. Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to |-40

Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl| Road to A-1 Mountain Road to 1-40
Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to 1-40
B Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to |-40
Optional: Why or why not? . : 1
nov . bud I= dis [ e Alg 1€ e most ol to d
Comy d vt Fhat uns “H\fvuﬁf/\ Hre route.
Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES NO
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)7
Optional: Why or why not?

If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)
Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

@ Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to I-40

Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd &— peed alf rouke to Freewny S

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to Elm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)
. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland'’s Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to

John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?

A26FD

COPTIONAL ONLY: z_w i
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
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RIDOR MASTER PLAN
‘1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1. Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
| prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2 Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to |-407 YES

(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optigpal: Why or why not? _
?(:/Z/h/fd: fsy QO THMIGH NI (Rt IS .

3. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

. Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to I-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bow| Road ta A-1 Mountain-Raad tg 1-40

. (Ereliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to 1-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to 1-40
Optional: Why or why not?

ALl OPRU & i ¢ N &Iy A

4, Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing @NO
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?

Optional: Why or why not?

5. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave {northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to 1-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one

way) and Kendrick St to EIm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)
Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not? R L(/"—
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1 Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

@ | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
b. | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
C. | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

Z, Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to I-407 YES (@
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)

Optional: Why or why not? W i (D88 W %
/N»/&\ g\_/&ﬁ—f cﬁi}we_' Vnﬂf)f )XQ: W

3: If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

. Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to 1-40 el G
- Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bow!| Road to A-1 Mountain Road to I-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to F$ 222 to FS 171 to |-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to |-40

Optional:whyﬂgw B Lz,D QP’QL Méb m - m_ m
Mo /i" w AR, 2O (e
M/Mf—:, f M b—a-—w%.& o~ b‘b«-’?atxo 2 (e ‘0-7_&'-] e l\-ﬁl«d‘}

4. Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)7

Optional: Whyorwhynot? Tm/;é‘;f; W a0 g ‘f?,q 2 ‘ﬁ‘d‘] =

5. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

- Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to I-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys 5t (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to Elm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to

John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?

OPTIONAL OMNLY: =3
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1k Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

@ | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
b. | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
g | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2, Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to 1-40? @ NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16,&7&ndﬁaﬁ k‘\{dﬂn_
1"[0/ A 2

Optional: Why or why not? Legst | mpect Pesaden ek ""/ Chdlre
' ; i 5 AT fow
Buder Ak “alere nus § fuihies with chiken veder 57 Ry )LJ e
5 Tr angh wnitermg
Pfay angk g9t fegm hytse tv hovse, fyre fraffie world ryin thas end v . )
3 If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

. Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to I-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to |-40
m Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to |-40
G Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to 1-40
Optional: Why or why not?

4. Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES f) NO
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?
Optional: Why or why not?

5. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to I-40
Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd
Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys 5t (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to Elm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland’s Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to 1-17

Optional: Why or why not?

CPTIONAL ONLY:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public

1l

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

7/5_\' | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
g ; : : e
% | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
C I believe that US 180 if fine the way it is \
ik
2. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to I-40? YES "NO
{(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18) /
Optional: Why or why not?
% If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:
. Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to |-40 I
. ~Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to 1-40
Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to |-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to 1-40
Optional: Why or why not?
. Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?
Optional: Why or why not?
5. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the

Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to I-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to Elm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not? ~
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open Hu #1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1§ Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
b. | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
C | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to I-40? @‘! NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?

3. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

. Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to 1-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to I-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to 1-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to 1-40

Optional: Why or why not?

CLo—Vu.u. ' \FO vtar FF V%EM

4, Would you suppor ; the useﬁ%ﬁ%{ws 180 that use ex:stmg

city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?
Optional: Why or why not?

5 If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing cny/county roadways which ofthe
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to 1-40
Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to Elm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to

John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

blic Open Hous [

STATION 4 CMMENT CARD

1. Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
b | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
o3 | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2 Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to |-407 YES NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?

wd Be 1T oy~ o hoys Theowh rusarlods

wonh
We need B learn Grov Mibry -Peoped do N%\w .
3 If you support the use of alternative routes to U5 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider \ 3
supporting? het ‘1 | '

Circle All That You Support: WT

. Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to |-40
Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to I-40
Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to F$ 222 to FS 171 to I-40
Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to 1-40

Optional: Why or why no

A SPAAG VR SuRpnT oy WLt rudke ‘\T\(W&’H

' {hber Froo de
4. Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing @ NO
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?7

T et gnesko oy frow Wil ] b

5. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to I-40

&_Eneliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

- 7 Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike’s Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to Elm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optionax&zrwhyg% ou\,u.:a B m[)rwkif M\V\U,Va—
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
Public Open Hot 1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD
1 Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):
a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
; I prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
2] | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is
2. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to 1-407 (YES NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18) GKO/\?"{' be P,?e,/,.,t
Optional: Why or why not? " )W
j./ IJJ-U'J alse Lifee Lo Fd g T Lomaug )@a‘&&{ SO Sﬁ’»a[fb o5

o 89 WL 3 ga Y Feedens syl Juts Toeasjil
% If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to 1-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 16:; Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to 1-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to 1-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to I-40

Optional: Why or why not?

4, Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES NO
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?
Optional: Why or why not?

5. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to I-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick 5t to EIm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to |-17

Optional: Why or why not?

OFTIONAL ONLY:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

yen House #1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

T Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
lao») | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
(o | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to I-40?@ NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?

3 If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

Preliminary System Alternative 15; Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to |-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl| Road to A-1 Mountain Road to I-40

. tive 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to I-4
. Preliminary SysteniAftternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to ute 66 to 140

Optional: Why or why not?

4, Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES NO
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?7
Optional: Why or why not?

5 If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to F{I{gstaff Ranch Rd to |-40 7(”“ e //

. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd Nee

A
. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreysmorthbound one
way) and Kendrick St to EIm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)
Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland’s Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?

OPTIONAL ONLY /
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
Public Open Hous

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1 Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
| prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
c. | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2 Would you support the construction of alternate raytes to US 180 that connect US 180 to 1-407 @ NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, an
Optional: Why or why not?
TAKE FrAEAE outsiNe ¥ oFF )80 + tedirects Po
7-4o which cAn handle YAa Tasgtre,

3. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to |-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to |-40 A kes
. Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rdto F$ 222 to ES 171 ta TYREFIC OFF

. Preliminary System Alternative 18; Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to I-40 us 130.
Optional: Why or why Trot?

Mé)ﬁ? e lg Jo have an olternats e rente

Fnwtay by, Botlenecks Tao. whtm Lt sets 7o
‘-f-fJ'm 'sT Gach »f"@ Current ﬂ.@m‘}s h-cec &fpcgﬁfé Fhery «; ﬁatffo&kl%j”“g‘“k'

4, Would you support the Use of alternative routes to US 180 that u
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14) FaVi O

Optional: Why or why not?
NOleFrEeT7ve

5. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

—

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave__te-Swftzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus-Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9:Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to I-40

. Preliminary System A?’ﬁative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary Syste ternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Ken:dé)(?ﬁto Elm 5t to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary Sgstem Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?

OPTIONAL ONLY: J’/)CTYM‘JL 2y penaR . Hb}é?‘df?}cl —"Woac, "
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

en House #1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1, Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
b. | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180 ?
(ar | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to 1-40?7 YES @
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?
We sulesidime Stmobew! +Wisters sheuld hiave to comag dhmugh

?K'“QS%' Odnuinzss. we ara cj‘\v‘xm-g reverue Yo esudwn \n CU\ANLﬂ"_

3. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supparting? ‘Bes‘.ch.b , ARG W \&.LL(
Circle All That You Support: Corty dors v

woes & a&{g\c w .

. Preliminary System Alternative 15; F5 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to 1-40
Preliminary System Alternative 16: Sno wl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to |-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wi untain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to I-40

- Preliminary System Alternative 18: ftidden Holow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to 1-40

Optional: Why or why not?

%Qs'_’a%ev’e. Tam 3\“:6&;&:& \Q/\a\ gch& -Yaa:\\&—aw&~ r?\&q \ous LVO
5\'&”\0@\ s \:\m’\‘i 3N eplow \\N’B\.‘QEA. BQ”!“E{*‘?—"‘ g,df\mﬂge_

4. Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing S0 c\ NO
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)7 C}e =
Optional: Why or why not? venue $

-ﬂa&})% S\L\DS\A s S\:\f‘ow\om \ ~ V\SVL@'“S - \\m._s
x (BaY)
5. If you support the use of alternatwe routes to US?I 80 that ut|l|ze‘g><|st|ng city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest i Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to I-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to EIm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland’s Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to

John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not? ¥mr-@k S!(Y\Q_Q—xc SH”‘@\&\(&L C sranre C‘\“ '\‘Q

K Wisell )
OPTIONAL ONLY: Me\’\e Smam\oc\,\,i \ﬁg\-\-wg \AS,Q a’?a,\l.; T - ﬁl& 335169“’[
Mame: Email:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

13 Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
(B  |prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
C. | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2 Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to I-40?7 @ NO
{Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?

3 If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

. Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to I-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to |-40
O Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to |-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to |-40

Optional: Why or why not?

4. Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing @ NO
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?7
Optional: Why or why not?

5 If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver 5t to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to 1-40

O Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys 5t (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to EIm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to

John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?

OFTIONAL ONLY:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

80 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

en House #1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1. Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
| prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
G I believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to |-407? @ NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?

3; If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

- Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to 1-40
0] Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to -40
. Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to 1-40

Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to |-40
Optional: Why or why not?

4, Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES @
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?
Optional: Why or why not?

5. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to |-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one

way) and Kendrick St to Elm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)
Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to 1-17

Optional: Why or why not?

OPTIONAL ONLY:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

Us 180 CO OR MASTER PLAN
Public Open Ho

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1. Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
@ | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
C. | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

y
2 Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to |-407 @;’ NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18) '
Optional: Why or why not?

+ meves Congestion (Tafhc) out of Toosh and
e\eviabes bote Neckang Yrafficon . Valley .

3. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

. Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to I-40
Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bow!| Road to A-1 Mountain Road to I-40

- Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to I-40
@ Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to 1-40

Optional: Why or why not? i Flo
‘ . NOUe S XofFie puko
f-\"lre\’o-r“n\lﬂ\% dona Qﬁ)mﬁ_‘;)oduk‘ ‘O&fgﬂdq
wiost Residents) feomes . b
s o)

4. Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?

Opti I: Wh h t? :
H Aeretnl, il draretie, robberm

No - \xe,rjf ICoer\\tx 4o Pucchase p(opar%\(/ RuginesSes

5 If you support the use ternative routgs to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to 1-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to Elm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not? M'OH'Q/ ‘
The. Flog skaf ofes w N conttnue 4o 6 row.
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
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STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

T Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

| prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
b | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
& | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to I—4 NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)

Optional: Why or why not?

2 If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

. Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to |-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to I-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd 1-40
. @'S—W—te_m“m ive T8: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to |I-40

Optional: Why or why not? -
PAVE D l

4. Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing @ NO
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?

i s h H
optionakWhyorahynot? Ly \F THEY ARE PAVED S,

5. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco 5t to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)
. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to |-40
Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd
reliminary System Alternative 13: Mike’s Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound}n;
ay) and Kendrick St to EIm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way) . a
Preliminary System Altérnative 1242 WIiltor Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not? I"lbkM PKQ Y\S {S {{-—{ L s,V\rC’fSO@
Ro T f([,t;f\lti({((
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1 Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
b._  |preferthat any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
€./ Ibelieve that US 180 if fine the way it is

2, Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to 1-40? YES NB\
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?

3. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

. Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to 1-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl| Road to A-1 Mountain Road to |-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to |-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to |-40

ional: P ) K ; L )
Optional: Why or why not? T 5O TR A Pg_tﬁ_. o\ O{ﬂ AT g W=V, Covr— cw(@_afp

in ol Se i (’V@_,slq [[;g_g (}L ,FJ Co =L (*vt/{ Eh 9\7 V\r‘u/f}. 'f"{. =R

v ’ QF’(/L-P-' [ 4-'2_ O i (-_

4, Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use eXisting YES N )
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)7

Optional: Why or why not?

SV Al Gv[*'f’v‘i%
o If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to |-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick 5t to Elm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to

John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?

OFTIONAL ONLY:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open Hous.

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

T Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a._ | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
‘ I prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
[ | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to I-40?@ NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?

3. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

: Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to I-40
o Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl| Road to A-1 Mountain Road to I-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to 1-40
@ Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to F5 506 to Route 66 to |-40
ptional: Why or why not?

4. Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES

city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?
Optional: Why or why not?

5 If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beave Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northSound one way)
Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Tufquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rgfo Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to I-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Free Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: lWike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick 5t to Elm St it greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland’s Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to

John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?

OPTIOMAL ONLY:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1. Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
h. | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
[} I believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to I-407 YES NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?

3. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

. Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to 1-40
*Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 M ountain Road to.|-40
. {_Preliminar Iternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to F$ 222 to F5 171 to 40 _~
. Preliminary System Alternative 18- Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to 1-40

Optional: Why or why not? RC/(
%k \QB C(_(/(_/W L
' D

S
\‘(\\2 hoose I AN
4. Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES NO

city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?
Optional: Why or why not?

5. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to |-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike’s Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to Eim St to Sit greaves St ta Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?

OPTIONAL ONLY;
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

¢ Open House

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1 Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

2 | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
é | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
C | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to |-4 /;;'D NO

(Preliminary System Alternatives 15,16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?

3. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

7z
Q Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to I-40
Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to I-40
Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to I-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to 1-40

Optional: Why or why not? o
> by 2 :aa:/if;jast/ CencpeFsapt v MJ/W/%W
e

4, Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing @ NO
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)7
Optional: Why or why not?

Sapme as abooe_

5 If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver 5t to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)
Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

=, Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to I-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys 5t (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to Elm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to

John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?

Qulise. M A oot

éy {'fi’ﬂs M AL Irrl illl "—(7_/4‘_) E/I\,
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
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us 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1. Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

(&} | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
b. | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
c. | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

% Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to 1-407 YES
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18) /

Optional: Why or why not?

R ANt

3. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

. Preliminary System Alternatlve 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to F5 171 to 1-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to -40
Optional: Why or why not?

4. Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing @ NO
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)? %
Optional: Why or why not? L) o F

5 If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver 5t to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to 1-40
Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St {northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to Elm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to |-17

Optional: Why or why not?

TTIONAL ONLY:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

FPublic Open House #1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

Ts Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
@ | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
C | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

B
2. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to I-407? Ey NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16,17, and 18

Optional: Why or why not? ’,ZO{& MML?Q) /@ W/ Qﬂ[%’ﬂ)/l) /47@7]({(“,47
e/&:':’ 077)/(// /W% e &'@ H&iﬂ}ev:"JCb)ﬁ]@- T dz?ﬁy f‘ééaz‘m7
Yoo Cred, H‘fpu w'l?u,u Asve-<to ﬂM&Mé Yo P, PrIvate— Prep @/}L\/'

2 If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider f:)'c) U&C{C’)u
supporting?

Circle All That You Support: /5.
Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to 1-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to I-40

. Preliminary System @lternative 122Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to 1-40

. Preliminary System Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to 1-40

Optional: Why or why not? ’ . % /le— - M/§ —
B is Vhe ploN w’%ﬁ»ﬁdfb-*u}dd prep
§§-}i /?Z) enf— o “ewd Gnd- aloues J@W é’y'%a‘)p’{_’.

)
4, Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES @
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?
Optional: Why or why not?

5 If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the

Alternatives would you consider supporting? /l/é

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)
Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to |-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to EIm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)
Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland'’s Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not? %4’_, aasy w}l @)(70&/:«02 /8D en i(, Yo MC'

lone of %Lffob/@’ﬁwé)wd oo 90 w Feeon e weed _.
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1. Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. I prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen Us 180
b. | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
c. I believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2 Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180to 1-407 YES
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15,16,17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?

3, If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

. Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to I-40
Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to I-40
Preliminary System Alternative 17:Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to I-40
Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to I-40

Optional: Why or why not?

4. Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES "\@\
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?
Optional: Why or why not?

5 If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave {(northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to 1-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to EIm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to

John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?

OPTIONAL ONLY:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
Public Open House #1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1. Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
b. | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
C; | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to I-40? YES NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?

£ If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

- Prehmmary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountam Rd to I-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A- 1-40
. reliminary System Alternative 17: Wing ™iountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to 1-40.
. Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to |-40
Optional: Why or why not?
L i~ - R b < /{ s = A
4, Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES NO
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?
Optional: Why or why not?
5 If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?
. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)
Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to I-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick 5t to Elm 5t to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to

John Wesley Powell to 1-17

Optional: Why or why not?

OPTIONAL ONLY:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open Hou.

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1. Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a I prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
@ | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
C | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

& Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to |—40?@ NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?
s o
TEL e ey o7 0N TO ASOeCE CousEF

3. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

. »';feiiminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to |-40
reliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to 1-40

v Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to |-40
imi : s te 66 to |-40

Optional: Why or why not?

4, Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES NO 5\
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?

Optional: Why or why not?

5. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to I-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike’s Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to EIm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland’s Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

1.

OPTIONAL ONLY:

Name: E M \\>/

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
| prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
e I believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to I—40?@ NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?

If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

. Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to 1-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to I-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to I-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to I-40

Optional: Why or why not?

Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES NO
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?
Optional: Why or why not?

If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)
Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to |-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd
. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one

way) and Kendrick St to EIm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)
Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

T Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

@
b.
€

I prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
I prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
| believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to 1-407  YES @
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?

3. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

. Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to 1-40
Pre||mmary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to |-40
System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain R@
Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to I-40
Optional: Why or why not?

4, Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES NO )
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?
Optional: Why or why not?

5. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to I-40
Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys 5t (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to Elm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to

John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?

CPTIONAL ONLY:
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80 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

n Hot

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1. Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

_a.— | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
b, | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
| believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2 Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to I—40CY:ES" NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not? | /
Tare ix ForT Valleg. And voute To Town ueekeX

T sapport Ustrg Seut Swouilpr KA.

3 If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

. imi System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to |-
. reliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to |-40
- Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to |-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to I-40
Optional: Why or why not?
Lha (ntersezsn 67 187 and. sugilbout KK mak-es
e 127d5C seuse s #€

4. Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES @
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?
Optional: Why or why not?

5 If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco 5t to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

- Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to |-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick 5t to Elm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland’s Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to

John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?

OPTIONAL ONLY:
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0 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
#1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1. Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
b. | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
€y |believe that US 180if fine the way itis

2. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to 1-407 YES ({NO :‘
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?

3 If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

. Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to 1-40
Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to I-40
Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to F5 222 to FS 171 to |-40
Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to I-40

Optional: Why or why not?

4. Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES QIO }
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?
Optional: Why or why not?

B If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver 5t to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco 5t to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to 1-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd
Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to EIm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?

OPTIONAL ONLY: «(’Z%
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STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1. Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
b~ |prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
C/ | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to I-407 YES NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, ‘I()(lpand 18) —
Optional: Why or why not?

3 If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

. Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to |-40
- Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to |-40
(_’f > Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to |-40
Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to |-40

Optional: Why or why not?

4, Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES @ .
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)? '

Optional: Why or wh nor? ; _

5. If you support the use ofalternatwe routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

Preliminary System Alternative 7; Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to |-40
Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd
Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike’s Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to Elm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?

OPFTIONAL OMLY:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

en House #1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

14 Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on

US 180 (Circle One Only): . Lﬁor\ - OES
s soWw

I prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180 =  ©Ncl The Hilton SolW-haon
b I prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 18& IS
c. | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is r%eff()&@/
o
2. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to I 40? YES NO
{Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18) as

Optional: Why or why not?
1’1/\.@ rot
h}i@r
ho@cﬂés
3 If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you cons

supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

. Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to 1-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to I-40
Prefimimary system Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 1
Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollo & to Route 66 to |-40

Optional: Why or why not?

4. Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing @ NO
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?
Optional: Why or why not?

5. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

@) Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

=™ Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
- Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

@ Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to I-40
C\ Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to Elm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)
Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?

OPTIONAL ONLY:
Mame: Email: -
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

i Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

@[? | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
| prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
C. | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to 1-4Q
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15,16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?  ~ . ] . T A _ i

'\SQMT ; 4L { o + vele. el c:J'/ e / LW ot LD&"bt &Dc’.(f("”\g_ﬁ /)

3. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

#~ > Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to 1-40
@ >  Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to |-40
- Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to |-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to I-40

Optional: Why or why not?

4. Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES NO
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?
Optional: Why or why not?

5: If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco 5t to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)
Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to 1-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick 5t to Elm 5t to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)
Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?

OPTIONAL ONLY:
Name: _ Email;
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
Public Open House #1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1. Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

| prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
b | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
ol | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2 Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to |-407? @ NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?
# kst A gvu.‘c‘ére/‘&‘:ceh(,gj ¥ feosteost b congintA b pv;(.r_)é' 15,06 1% Qf loca/s
khw@a @it Gp it i Chshire it peeass f ;();7;}’ LS chged
: : 2 ol o /o Ve o S, [t/ L g CNLY
3. If you support the ué’fﬁ’f‘én@ﬁa’ﬁ\?e rdrgté’s&?oflﬁs fl“SO, dﬂi?h%f%he A’f@r@(ives woﬁ'l yggco"jnasﬁdélaboc‘, M\J /
supporting? )
Circle All That You Support:

Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to |-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bow! Road to A-1 Mountain Road to 1-40
Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to |-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to |-40

Optional: Why or wh ?
pt OL,JN,I p,:’i-o 5{-1‘?32;}:?”}') aveids 8yl g-ef Jeast .C"i""":‘"‘? ﬁ:,ﬂ{s of Mm@ﬂa
W vbustion. Nko OFEFT annecds close £ 1-Yo &l ot He P{a;f Gas *?'k/ZStI/%‘Tv,/wC*"L

eeds wy pm
4, Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES NO

city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?
Optionak: Why orwhy not? ot Afts 7-9 25 fhew e tifrea) }x.',aJ wepoucadodt ved as ot Dot bu

s uipter fw - !/ Plasce con

Bavel 5t wos b dowa NS Luptes Twice toflic_ bockps H«w‘amt{: Fowshere bl !
: et &m% %o, Bewds, [ S Fts STaves ashfy) USIiEd Frallie

5. If yotrgup{ﬁoﬁ'? tﬁgﬁse ogﬁgr?lgtive rgﬂ\toe‘s toc?US 180 fhaﬁu't{iﬁze existing’%g‘t'yfcounty r:)adways, whiccfh of the

Alternatives would you consider supporting?

fd'“"‘ﬂﬁ“edo Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Alceady w Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

/d!"wa‘fw Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to |-40
Q‘J .'{"‘( Gmﬂ"! Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one

Wﬁhp way) and Kendrick St to Elm St to Sit greaves 5t to Milton Rd (southbound one way)
. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland’s Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to

D{QS John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?

OPTIONAL ONLY:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1 Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
b. | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
C | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to 1—40? NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?

/Ke!;y /l./'./'w

oF aad Wislfews easy ro=Tes
seol Ffos S ol 2T~ [ EO ~xF
éM +u  Toowe Aot 7

S5
3. If you support the use cﬁ!ﬁ’?natla—’outes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

. Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to I-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bow!| Road to A-1 Mountain Road to I-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to |-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to [-40
Optional: Why or why not? = /‘—A-s
[ = TN
Use. ALt 15 aael 1T st dower

4, Would y8u support the use of aérna{i\?@ routes to US 180 that use existing YES NO
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)7
Optional: Why or why not?

5. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supportina?
6 loe AT
. Preliminary Sy /o}“'J"”‘"""‘”’/ J/"’ e —anyon Dr to Route 66
. Preliminary Sy: t to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and

Butler Aveto S go4 No- ‘L_done way)

0(51..—-*’ /;_'/"f

. Preliminary Sy: P to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
. Preliminary Sy: 7 PiN o Flagstaff Ranch Rd to I-40
Y o e

. Preliminary Sy: ~ &“* o

. Preliminary Sy: / /‘?/ verpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kend Seowd bow (southbound one way)

. Preliminary Sy: LT 15 Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley P & oerbiz

wred 1§

Optional: Why or why
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
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1 80 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1. Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. . |preferthat any proposed solutions look to widen US 180

b | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
c | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to |-407 Q‘ES NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18] .
Optional: Why or why not? / )

G T foiitd

ot i __.‘-_./_, / iR DT I R R e ,/ Frlte gt g u
7% e B 5 : '
éf £ Feed g7 e e G

_ I e t ,_Q_, s / L ,:..‘.ut-.

e T t‘l_,a 7_ Btim s e .\;’/ At J M e e il ..‘(3"_.';,:‘___‘._
3. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Altematwes would you consider

supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

« 7 Preliminary System Alternative I'IS Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to 1-40
Preliminary System Alternative ’|6 Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to 1-40
{ Preliminary System A!ternatlve@ ng Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to 1-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 187Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to I-40
0pt|0nal.Why or why not?

4, Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES ;:"'.NOE'
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Altematlves 7- 14)? _ ; i
Optional: Why or why not? (” ’__:_/__‘__, Lovecdosy & LSBT &L_L{ Epienfrorolecos ¢

5. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the

Alternatives would you consider supporting?

Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

Prellmlnary\System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and

Butler Ave to SanFrancisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

Preliminary System Altérmative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

Preliminary System Alternative 1 1: Mittan Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to I-40

Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd—

Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike’s Pike St to Future ©verpass to Humphreys 5t {northbound one

way) and Kendrick St to Elm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound.one > way)

4 Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to WoodlandsVHlage Blvd-te-Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to |-17 /// Itnin poat 4 A st /I,H wH ,_,.; .
&(xLL;-f_x.; ~ e Lecmby T s e Aot e 22

Opttonal Why or why not? e G ket 25 "ZZ_/’" 2
. {./Lr‘_ A f{?‘) ot (L /L/-"’\_ Z A 11-}4.& « *1—4‘; — f f’-’--‘-c-f{ nids Qe 7

4-c-c..-c.x__-.."-.<"?-\,_J f/,’ I § onBied

j}_a?: ?-P"f /-’(z N s j:/ f’ (.-{’“' /b sl
L3
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1. Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
b. | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
¢ | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2 Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to I-40? YES NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?

3. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

. Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to 1-40
Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl| Road to A-1 Mountain Road to |-40
Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to 1-40
Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to I-40

Optional: Why or why not?

4. Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES NO
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?
Optional: Why or why not?

5, If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to |-40
Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd
Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to EIm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland’s Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to 1-17

L o s
Optional: hyorwhynot? W ‘ulj Lt \-4:!—' /,_‘ Z/{ iﬁ;(&mﬁ, 4 Je
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
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CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
1

&

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1. Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
I prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
C. | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to |-407? @ NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?

3. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to I-40
Q Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bow! Road to A-1 Mountain Road to |I-40
Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to I-40
(D) Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to |-40
Optional: Why or why not?

4. Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES @
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?
Optional: Why or why not?

5 If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)
Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to |-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd
. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys 5t (northbound one

way) and Kendrick St to Elm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)
Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland’s Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?

OPTIONAL ONLY:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1. Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. |preferthat any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
| prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
c | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to I-40? NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?

& If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

. Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to I-40
Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to I-40
C Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to I-40

Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to |-40
Optional: Why or why not?

4, Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES

city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)7
Optional: Why or why not?

5. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to 1-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike’s Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to EIm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?

OPTIONAL ONLY:
MName: ~ - Email; o
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

0 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Open House #1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1. Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
| prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
| believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

4 Would you support the construction of
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 1§
Optional: Why or why not?

3. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

. Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to I-40
Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bow!| Road to A-1 Mountain Road to |-40
reliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS$ 171 to |-40
Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to 1-40
Optlonal Why or why not? /

NoT INTRusIOE 76 O0R Wl BoA foads)
4, Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES -
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)7
Optional: Why or why not? A A ®

5. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to |-40
Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to Elm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland’s Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to

John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?

- DrnsiT) APRTHRATS BEIEG
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

T Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
I prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
c. | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to I—40@ NO
{Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?

3. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to |-40
Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to |-40
Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to |1-40
Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to I-40
Optional: Why or why not?

4. Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing @ NO
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?

Optional:Whyorwhynot?M \'6 ot voom QBY“ = \80 ‘HNL* 5 Wﬂh \D‘SGW

5. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)
Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to 1-40
Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd
Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to EIm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)
Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to I-17

00

Optional: Why or why not?

OPTIONAL ONLY:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1. Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):
(V | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
b. | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
e | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to |-407? / YEQ NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18) L

Optional: Why or why not? (/_,/}7%{7‘7// A0 W/f—z;f7r/(j
MO0 ATeESS To  Sresy.

3. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

e i : e — \)@M

. Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to 1-40

reliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to I-40 alres
iminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to |-40 U'-’/
. Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route
Optional: Why or why not?
A~/
4, Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing (_XE»S/ NO
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?
Optional: Why or why not?
5 If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the

Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one w.
Butler Ave to San Francisco 5t to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon
Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to |-
Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd
Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to Efm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland’s Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to I-17

Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66 {'H.("w %
nd

ute 66

Optional: Why or why not?

OPTIONAL ONLY:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Hou

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1 Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
'D | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
e | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to 1-40? YES NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?

3 If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to I-40
Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl| Road to A-1 Mountain Road to |-40

< Preliminary System Alternative 17: Win inRdto ES 222 to FS 177 to 48>

. Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to 1-40

Optionﬁl’w:gh?ﬁ:g/p/ VA Je Puhg/ )”i/bv< éa/&w%

4. Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing ,;_Ep NO
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)7
Optional: Why or why not?

5. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to |-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one

way) and Kendrick St to Elm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)
Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not? é

OPTIONAL ONLY:
Name: Email:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

RIDOR MASTER PLAN

use #1
STATION 4 COMMENT CARD
.. Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):
a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
b. | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
G | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

Z Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to I-407 YES @
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)

Optional: Why or why not? g ) SR ) - i

> Su PR [Rrle s Rite Tromusie Yoot i2eefs

:‘V\.ﬁd-.-ﬁ\d*ﬂ-k NS g™ g

e
3 If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:
. Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to |-40

Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl| Road to A-1 Mountain Road to 1-40
Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to 1-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to I-40
Optional: Why or why not?

4. Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES @;b
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)7
Optional: Why or why not?

5 If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco 5t to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to I-40
Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike 5t to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to Elm St to Sit greaves 5t to Milton Rd (southbound one way)
Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?

OPTIONAL ONLY:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

en House #1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1 Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

C;./ | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
b. | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
c. | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2, Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to I-407 YES
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?

3. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

. Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to I-40
Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl| Road to A-1 Mountain Road to |-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to |-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to I-40
Optional: Why or why not?

4, Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing (YES/’ NO
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?
Optional: Why or why not?

3 If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)
& Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to |-40
f Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd
. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to Elm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)
. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland’s Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to

JohnWesley Powell to 1117~ ALT ! 2
Considen: Milton To bl 70 Yale/Bedah 7o

Optional: Why or why not?
& R TJTWP re L-17.

OPTIONAL ONLY: .
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public

en House #1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180

| believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

l::j | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180

Would you support the construction of aft€mate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to I—40@ NO
{Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16 nd 18)

Optional: Why or why not?

If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

Preliminary System Alternatwe 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to |-40
Preliminary System Alt :Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to 1-40
. ; in Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to I-4
. Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to I-40

Optional: Why or why not? EE&T ] {é&\
L8]

N
Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES @/
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?

Optional: Why or why not?

If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)
Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to 1-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to Elm 5t to Sit greaves 5t to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland’s Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to

John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?

CPTIONAL ONLY:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
Public Open House #1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1: Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a7 | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
b. I prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
& | believe that US 180 if fine the way itis

& Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to |-407? @ NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)

Op ional: Why or why not
Yo the Smu) (ﬂﬁr 3000+ eleuation near Nordic

ouﬁ\n
Qszr m‘ound F\oﬂ ondd olimnate, con osHan dosrtowon.

3 If you supportt se of alternative routes to US ‘IBO which of the Alternatives woutd you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Su

reliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to T
Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to |-40
Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to 1-40

Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to I-40

Optionat-Whyor why not? R
iy S“PPG"JT e, wost ooer effechie
4. Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES NO

city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?
Optional: Why or why not?

5. If you support the use ofaltematwe routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives w tirg?

Preliminary System Alternative 7. Columwwitzer Canyon Dr to Ro
. Preliminary 5y ternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver Stto Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)
. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to I-40
Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd
. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
and Kendrick St to Elm 5t to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (south ==
Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton 0 Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave t
John Wesley Powell to |-17 SRR

Optional: Why or why not?
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

ORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
House #1
STATION 4 COMMENT CARD
1. Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a._|preferthat any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
fl;,/ | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
. | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2 Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to |-407 YES NO
{Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?

3, If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting? M

Circle All That You Support: _é<‘3u>" Wci")?

. Preliminary System Alternative 15; Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to -40 D&E} \"}L

. Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to |-40 \Po}.,\,
. Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS$ 222 to FS 171 to I-40 o
. Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to |-40 o

Optional: Why or why not? ; i);w
\ 8 o°§
QEQ?’);\N“ N
4. Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing 2 0"3 YES NO

city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?
Optional: Why or why not?

5. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)
Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to I-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to EIm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to

John Wesley Powell to [-17

Optional: Why or why not?

P -~
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1. Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
b. | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
G | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to I-40? YES NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?

3. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to 1-40
Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to 1-40
Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to -40

. Preliminary System Alternative 18 Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to I-40

Optional: Why or why not? A-;u QLN LU G
:/mel CES ‘/
ADTT LITE,

4, Would you support the use of altematlve routes to US 180 that use E)(lstmg YES NO

city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14}?
Optional: Why or why not? . ;

5. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)
Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to 1-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to Elm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)
Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to I-17 4

Optional: Why or why not?

OPTIONAL GINLY: e
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1: Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
| prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
ot | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to I—40?@ NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?

3. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

. Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to F5 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to |-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 16: Show Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to [-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to F5 171 to |-40
@ ) (Preliminary System Alternative 187Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to I-40

Nl :
qﬁptiona\ﬁ—Wﬁy or why not?

4, Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES /I@
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)7
Optional: Why or why not?

5. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave {southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to |-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike’s Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys 5t (northbound one

way) and Kendrick St to Elm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd {(southbound one way)
Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland's Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to I-17 (1

Optional: Why or why not? DOES NoT  REDUCE conereTion
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1. Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
| prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
| believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

&)

2. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to I-40? YES
{Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)

Optionwiorwhi&‘)&),m oy Jb Lans u'ﬁq.l mﬁ:;*mw ﬁmz;)
aar o
bt Fene Busnore G B T ol

3 If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you corwsiger
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

. Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 I'\h:unt Kﬂd to |-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Moun’\ta_i Road to I-40
Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 tl?/FS 171 to I-40
. Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 t \Q?ute 66 to I-40
Optional: Why or why not? /
// 1
4, Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing _J'r YES /NO
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)7 \\___
Optional: Why or why not?
5. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the

Alternatives would you consider supporting?

Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)
. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66
@ Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to 1-40

% Aeliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to Elm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland’s Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to

John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?

OPTIOMAL ONLY:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1. Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
b. | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
C | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

2. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to I-407 YES NO
{Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18)
Optional: Why or why not?

3. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:
{f) Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to 1-40
18] Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to 1-40
(1 Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to |-40
(v Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to |-40
Optional: Why or why not? ;
SHOYLD HELP KELEWI=
SOME COMFESTIONM 1N CT%,,

Z. Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES NO
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)7
Optional: Why or why not?

5. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)
. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to I-40
Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd
Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to Elm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland’s Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?
AL WLy KN : .
HISTORIC. ARERS (eccept 14, whidh is lad"_)
OPTIONAL ONLY:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1 — Meeting Summary Report

US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Pu en House #1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD

1 Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):

a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
b. | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
o | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is

Il(.- ——t
2. Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to I—40?‘\__YE_.9 NO
(Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18) B
Optional: Why or why not?

3. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider
supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

- __Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to |-40

. \g_f&ﬁrﬁngy@ﬁWW ountain-Road t6 1-40"
reliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to FS 222 to FS 171 to 1-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to 1-40

Optional: Why or why not?

-
4, Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing \Q{J@ NO
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?
Optional: Why or why not?

3 If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the
Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

- Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco St to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to |-40

- Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd

. Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike 5t to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to Elm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

- Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland’s Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to

John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?

OPTIONAL ONLY:
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN
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US 180 CORRI MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #1

STATION 4 COMMENT CARD
T Which would you prefer to help address congestion (emphasis on winter recreation) and safety on
US 180 (Circle One Only):
a. | prefer that any proposed solutions look to widen US 180
b. | prefer that any proposed solution look at alternative routes instead of widening US 180
ol | believe that US 180 if fine the way it is
2, Would you support the construction of alternate routes to US 180 that connect US 180 to 1-40?” YES _' NO
{Preliminary System Alternatives 15, 16, 17, and 18) \.'--—-—__-_*’
Optional: Why or why not? i w A Vallee
_4’p y y . / A 1.."'-}'//'/ ’}';{raci'v(- = E"LE-/{(‘/ ‘.-1' j[‘ I L{A[[:{/K
| © _,(ﬁ.k e f/lk & *’VM"“" /"t/z el
i 4 ”/.é.’iz‘c‘w’“\—
3, If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180, which of the Alternatives would you consider

supporting?
Circle All That You Support:

/o ) Preliminary System Alternative 15: Bader Rd to FS 518 to A-1 Mountain Rd to I405-—‘./ :

%ﬂ Preliminary System Alternative 16: Snow Bowl Road to A-1 Mountain Road to |-40 ”"/;f_ it “‘-'L-‘f'

« S Preliminary System Alternative 17: Wing Mountain Rd to F5 222 to FS 171 to I-40 — Lol e

. Preliminary System Alternative 18: Hidden Hollow Rd to FS 506 to Route 66 to [-40 »# /L¢” 1 ) p
Optional: Why or why not? . - o b & =
)5 4 [ Lo Pt -u.(/{ 2 ) Ptz F’.‘f‘uc&/if :,f/ 'ff-/*zf'"c‘-u-’ﬁjjcv»v = M

AM&/ 147 MJ;—&?/O

4. Would you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that use existing YES @(y
city/county roadways (Preliminary System Alternatives 7 - 14)?
Optional: Why or why not? - f - ST ym— /Mf 7”@44_ j Nptde

K Solyt dha Cely MJ"A/L 2T T g
‘)/4 «iﬁm/ Nes ity Sempd 24
L/.(_,’f S@E s ‘:f‘/./,i /4({/  Fs @M’({/?T

5. If you support the use of alternative routes to US 180 that utilize existing city/county roadways, which of the

Alternatives would you consider supporting?

. Preliminary System Alternative 7: Columbus Ave to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 8: Columbus Ave to Beaver St to Butler Ave (southbound one way) and
Butler Ave to San Francisco 5t to Columbus Ave (northbound one way)
Preliminary System Alternative 9: Forest Ave to Turquoise Dr to Switzer Canyon Dr to Route 66

. Preliminary System Alternative 11: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Flagstaff Ranch Rd to I-40

. Preliminary System Alternative 12: Lone Tree Rd
Preliminary System Alternative 13: Mike's Pike St to Future Overpass to Humphreys St (northbound one
way) and Kendrick St to Elm St to Sit greaves St to Milton Rd (southbound one way)

. Preliminary System Alternative 14: Milton Rd to Route 66 to Woodland’s Village Blvd to Beulah Ave to
John Wesley Powell to I-17

Optional: Why or why not?
OPTIONAL ONLY: ‘5 rb é(/ e c 'mpﬂ

Mame:

Email:
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

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 tothe
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

Crowley Pit
Mile Marker
233.25

Snow Bowl Rd

e Ililton Road CMP e S 180 CMP
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ARIZONA §2 :
' ARIZONA§7 Michael Baker



http://www.azdot.gov/US180CorridorMasterPlan

US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

2.0 PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE MEETING #2 SUMMARY

2.1

2.2

2.3

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 toview 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. t0 8:00 p.m. toreview 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 Reportincludes a series
of attachments, found in Section 3.0 Attachments, that supplement the information presented
herein.

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

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 foundin Attachment A— Public Open House
Meeting #2 Notification Advertisements.

Public Open House Meeting #2 Registration

The first stepinthe 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. Alist of attendees can be found in Attachment B— Public Open House Meeting
#2 Registration List.

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

on ARIZONA®2 S
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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 .

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
participatedin 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 canbe found in

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

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 summaryofthe Tier Three Alternative Analysis Evaluation Criteria results. The
following display boards were provided for public viewing:

e No-Build; e AlternativeE;

e Spot Improvement Inventory; e AlternativeF; and

e Alternative A; e Tier TwoEvaluation Criteria
e Alternative B; Results.

e AlternativeC;

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

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 tocomplete. This survey was intended to asktargeted 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.

US 180 & Milton Road CMP Elected Official Project Briefing

Prior tothe 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 .
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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)

US 180 Corridor Master Plan

YOU’RE INVITED
Virtual Public Open House

The Arizona Department of Transportation and other project partners in conjunction with the Federal Highway Administration are
conducting a Corridor Master Plan for US 180 in Flagstaff and Coconino County. The purpose of this Corridor Master Plan is to identify a
20-year vision for the US 180 corridor that addresses current and future safety, traffic congestion, and transit issues by evaluating
previously recommended and newly introduced system alternatives. These include a mix of alternatives that use and maintain the
existing US 180 right of way and alternatives that would require an expanded right of way. This virtual public open house will
summarize the results of the technical analysis conducted and seek public input on the alternatives.

We‘ Need Your Input!

When: 6:30to 8:00 p.m. Thursday, November 19, 2020 What: - View a prerecorded presentation about the study
- Download and review project materials
- Participate in a community survey
- Ask questions or provide comments during

a LIVE Q&A SESSION starting at 7:00 p.m.
Egg&_%ﬁ%ﬁlﬁ m fe U.S. Department of Transportation :g&gﬂﬁ?} EZINES &~

UNIVERSITY "

Where: Access the virtual public open house here:
www.azdot.gov/US180CorridorMasterPlan

ADOT 520 =

MOUNTAIN

Pursuant to Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, and the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), ADOT does not discriminate on the basis of race, color, national
origin, age, gender or disability. Persons who require a reasonable accommodation based on language or disability should contact Community Relations project
manager Mackenzie Kirby at 928.525.6494 or email MKirby@azdot.gov. Requests should be made as early as possible to ensure the state has an opportunity to
address the accommodation.

De acuerdo con el titulo Vi de la Ley de Derechos Civiles de 1964 y |a Ley de Estadounidenses con Discapacidades (ADA por sus siglas en inglés), el Departamento
de Transporte de Arizona (ADOT por sus siglas en inglés) no discrimina por raza, color, nacionalidad, edad, género o discapacidad. Personas que requieren
asistencia (dentro de lo razonable) ya sea por el idioma o por discapacidad deben ponerse en contacto Mackenzie Kirby 928.525.6494 o en MKirby@azdot.gov. Las
solicitudes deben hacerse lo mas pronto posible para asegurar que el equipo encargado del proyecto tenga la oportunidad de hacer los arreglos necesarios.

ADOT Project Number: P181203P

Federal Aid Number: MPD-5(018)

Post Card Mailer (back)

US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Crowiey Pit

ot Pl Unable to attend the meeting?

Area
/ - Visit project website to see study materials, including
the presentation, fact sheet, display boards, and to
participate in the community survey. All information
will be available from November 19 to December 4 at:
crombont www.azdot.gov/US180CorridorMasterPlan

Ski Resort

- Submit your questions or comments to:
US180Project@mbakerintl.com

Snow Bowl Rd

US 180 Study Corridor

) NORTHERN -
g{ulﬁgfsl‘lzg& u!s [ L PEEERE— ARIZONA S s r

VERSITY

Shultz Pass Rd

ADOT Project Number: P181203P  Federal Aid Number: MPD-S(018)
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Newspaper and Online Advertisement Flyer

| US 180 Corridor Master Plan

YOU’RE INVITED
Virtual Public Open House

The Arizona Department of Transportation and other project
partners in conjunction with the Federal Highway Administration
are conducting a Corridor Master Plan for US 180 in Flagstaff and
Coconino County. The purpose of this Corridor Master Plan is to
identify a 20-year vision for the US 180 corridor that addresses
current and future safety, traffic congestion, and transit issues by
evaluating previously recommended and newly introduced
system alternatives. These include a mix of alternatives that use
and maintain the existing US 180 right of way and alternatives
that would require an expanded right of way. This virtual public
open house will summarize the results of the technical analysis
conducted and seek public input on the alternatives.

Snow Bowl Rd

We Need Your Input!
When: 6:30 to 8:00 p.m. Thursday, November 19, 2020
What: - View a prerecorded presentation
- Download and review project materials
7 - Participate in a community survey
K CO’umb\ - Ask questions or provide comments during
e X a LIVE Q&A SESSION starting at 7:00 p.m.
Where: Access the virtual public open house here:
www.azdot.gov/US180CorridorMasterPlan

US 180 Study Corridor

Shultz Pass Rd

/
{
ol 4
Milton Rd

/?

o
h

9

Unable to attend the meeting?

- Visit project website to see study materials, including the presentation, fact sheet, display
boards, and to participate in the community survey. All information will be available from
November 19 to December 4 at: www.azdot.gov/US180CorridorMasterPlan

- Submit your questions or comments to US180Project@mbakerintl.com

Pursuant to Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, and the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), ADCT does not discriminate on the
basis of race, color, natianal origin, age, gender or disability. Persons who require a reasonable accommodation based on language or
disability should contact Community Relations project manager Mackenzie Kirby at 928.525.6494 or email MKirby@azdot.gov.
Requests should be made as early as possible to ensure the state has an opportunity to address the accommodation.

De acuerdec con el titulo VI de la Ley de Derechos Civiles de 1964 y la Ley de Estadounidenses con Discapacidades (ADA por sus siglas
en inglés), el Departamento de Transporte de Arizona (ADCT por sus siglas en inglés) no discrimina por raza, color, nacionalidad,
edad, género o discapacidad. Personas que requieren asistencia {dentro de lo razonable) ya sea por el idioma o por discapacidad
deben ponerse en contacto Mackenzie Kirby 928.525.6494 o en MKirby@azdot.gov. Las solicitudes deben hacerse lo més pronto
posible para asegurar que el equipo encargado del proyecto tenga la oportunidad de hacer los arreglos necesarios.

ADOT Memo
ADOT Project Number P181 203P Federal Aid Number: MPD-5(018)
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3.2  Attachment B— Public Open House Meeting #2 Registration List

Kathy Perkins
Dennis Sperle
Greg Hartman
Kate Wyatt
Kathy Perkins
White

Jeff Meilbeck
Katie Landry

B. Mizer

Doug Carroll
Kathy Perkins
Bret Petersen
Mary Kershaw
Kate Morley
Naomi Morrison
Monica Gaylord
Michele Roberts
Richard Pogue
JR Murray
Michele Ralston
John Lovely
Michael Bamberg
LauniKester
jenblue

Sara Dechter
Barry and Debbie Martin
Stephanie Walsh
DinaBarnese
Janet Koons
Heidi Yaqub

Jill Grams

Paul Grams

Dan Galvin

Bizzy Collins
Rick Barrett

Jim McCarthy
Serge Drogi

METROPLAN

katricheson@aol.com
dsperle@yahoo.com
gas264@yahoo.com
kbalm29@gmail.com
katricheson@aol.com

1120 N Rockridge Rd
jeff.meilbeck@metroplanflg.org
katielandry@ me.com
Wisermizer@gmail.com
doug.carroll721@gmail.com
katricheson@aol.com
bpetersen

mkershaw@ musnaz.org
kmorley@ naipta.az.gov
nlm12@ hotmail.com
Monicagaylord@yahoo.com
merinflag@gmail.com

2924 S Camel Dr
jrmurray@snowbowl.ski
mralston@ coconino.az.gov
lovelyjandc@aol.com
mbamberg22@gmail.com
|_kester@msn.com
oldcaves@yahoo.com
sdechter@flagstaffaz.gov
high8240land@earthlink.net
stephanie.tebo@gmail.com
dinabarnese@gmail.com
Jankoons360@ msn.com
hyaqub@azdot.gov
jillsgrams @yahoo.com
paul.grams@gmail.com
dan.galvin@wsp.com
bcollins@naipta.az.gov
rbarrett@flagstaffaz.gov
IM436MC@gmail.com
sdrogi@ outlook.com
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' ARIZONA§7 Michael Baker

A ——
UNIVERSITY ‘s# INTERNATIONAL



Andy Cook
Lorraine Crim
Amelia George
Guillermo Cortes
Sherman Stephens
Jaime Gutierrez
Jay Lewis

Barbara Poggi
Heather Green
janejackson
Kathryn Kozak
Eve Coffman

Lance Wigley
Gregory Mace

Sue Martin-Caskey
Kathleen Flaccus

METROPLAN

US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

finagaincook@yahoo.com
Icrim@ coconino.az.gov
ageorge@musnaz.org
gcortes@swiaz.com
Wecareduu@aol.com
jaimegb602@yahoo.com
jaylewis81@gmail.com
Barbara.poggi@dpcre.com
hmgreen1259@ gmail.com
jejackson541@gmail.com
kathryn.kozak@gmail.com
elkcoffman2aol.com
lance.t.wigley@ gmail.com
gregory.mace@nau.edu
smartincaskey@ gmail.com
kkflaccus @ gmail.com
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3.3 Attachment C- Public Open House Meeting #2 Presentation

US 180
Corridor Master Plan
Virtual Public Open House

ADOT

NORTHERN AT —"
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November 19, 2020

Michael Baker

INTERNATIONAL

ADOT’S NONDISCRIMINATION NOTICE TO THE PUBLIC

The Arizona Department of Transportation {ADOT) hereby gives public notice that it is the Agency’s policy to
assure full compliance with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, Title Il of the Americans with Disabilities Act of
1990 (ADA), and other related authorities in all of its programs and activities.

ADOT's Title VI and ADA Programs require that no person shall, on the grounds of race, color, national origin, or
disability, be excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to
discrimination under any program or activity.

Any person, who believes his/her Title VI or ADA rights have been violated, may file a complaint. Any such
complaint must be in writing and filed with the ADOT Civil Rights Office within one hundred eighty (180) days
following the date of the alleged discriminatory occurrence. For additional information about ADOT’s Civil Rights
programs and the procedures to file a complaint contact ADOT Civil Rights Office via the information listed below:

Felicia Beltran Krystal Smith ADQOT Civil Rights Office

Title VI Nondiscrimination ADA/Nendiscriminaticn 206 S 17t Ave, MD 155-A

Program Coordinator Program Coordinator Phoenix, AZ 85007

FBeltran@azdot.gov KSmith2 @azdot.gov 602.712.8946
602.239.6257 (fax)
azdot.gov
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AVISO PUBLICO DE LA LEY DE NO-DISCRIMINACION DE ADOT

El Departamentc de Transporte del Estado de Arizona (ADOT) informa al pdblico que esta agencia tiene como regla
asegurar el cumplimiento total del Titulo VI de la Ley de los Derechos Civiles de 1964, del Titulo Il de la Ley de
ciudadanos Americanos con Discapacidades de 1990 (ADA) y otras normas relacionadas con todos sus programas
y actividades.

Los programas del Titulo VI y ADA de ADOT exigen gue a ninguna perscna se le excluya de participar, se le nieguen
beneficios o de ninguna otra manera sea sujeta a discriminacién en ningdn programa o actividad de ADOT por
motivo de raza, color, pais de origen, o discapacidad.

Cualquier perscna que crea que se han violado sus derechos bajo el Titulo V1 o el ADA, puede presentar una gueja.
Esta queja debe presentarse por escrito a la Oficina de Derechos Civiles de ADOT dentro de ciente ochenta (180)
dias a partir de la fecha en que se alega gque ocurrié la discriminacién. Para recibir mas informacién sobre los
programas de Derechos Civiles de ADOT y los procedimientos para presentar una queja, por favor péngase en
contacto con la Oficina de Derechos Civiles de ADOT a través la informacién que aparece abajo:

Felicia Beltran Krystal Smith ADOT Civil Rights Office
Title VI Nendiscrimination ADA/Nondiscrimination 206 S 17th Ave, MD 155-A
Program Coordinator Program Coordinator Phoenix, AZ 85007
FBeltran@azdot.gov KSmith2 @azdot.gov 602.712.8946
602.239.6257 (fax)
azdot.gov
NORTHERN g om o o= ar— =
s |ADOT 5520 0N ieieh S
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan
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Meeting Objectives

» Review Study Objectives

» Summary of the Study Process

» Overview of Recent Analysis and Findings

» Seek Public Input — Take the Online Survey!

- Two evaluation criteria need your input
- “Public Acceptance” & “Great Streets”

NORTHERN .7 < - :
- ‘ = Michael Baker
5 ARIZDNA&?
METRO UNIVERSITY A— INTERNATIONAL

US 180 CMP Study Objectives

» Address congestion and safety
-Special emphasis on winter congestion for US 180
» Identify the long-term (20-year) vision of the corridor

» Obtain public and stakeholder input on alternatives, including
multimodal alternatives

» Scope out and further implement previous and new strategies,
consistent with the long-term vision

» Prioritize implementation projects for design

» Assist Mountain Line in completing its Bus Rapid Transit/High
Capacity Transit system design

» Follow the Planning & Environmental Linkages process to carry
forward decisions mto Demgn & NEPA
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TIER1 TIER 2 TIER 3

3-Tiered
Analysis

+ Clty Council Meeting
« BOS Meeting

Tier 1 Altarnative = e
Evaluation/Screening e e

+ Tier 2 Altematives Tier 2 Alternative
i 2 Evaluation/Screening

e,
e =) + Tier 3 Alternatives

« Community Open
House #2
« City Coundl Meeting
+ BOS Meeting
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US 180 Tier 2 Alternatives

Wing Min Rd

US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report
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US 180 Tier 2 Evaluation Criteria
Evaluation Criteria Evaluation Criteria Weight
Category Criteria / Measure Category Criteria / Measure &
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lSignal/Stop Control Delay | 3.29% P Public Support 8.26%
Travel Time 4.79%
1 [»)
Safety Reduced |n_TotaI Crashes 7.13% B P roject Cost 163%
Reduced Injury Crashes 8.18% [mﬁleméntatmn
Reduced Bicycle Crashes 7.10% ST T ROW Impact 4.96%
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Urban Segment
Suburban Segment
Rural Fringe Segment

US 180
Segments

1 | ADOT

11

Alternative Package
E F

< (Alt 17 -Wing Mtn Rd)  (Alt 18- Hidden Hollow)
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{Suburban) - 8B bus lane
-PMmanagedlane SB -PMBus SB
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No-Build Tier 2 Results

34.06
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‘ Alternative Package B Tier 2 Results
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I Alternative Package D Tier 2 Results
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US 180 Corridor Travel Times

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
R Westbound Eastbound Westbound Eastbound
Altemative Travel Time | Travel Time % | Travel Time | Travel Time % | Travel Time | Travel Time % | Travel Time | Travel Time %
{rmin) Change {min) Change {min} Change {min) Change Overall Impact
Mo Build 16.3 - 15.7 - 159 - 16.9 - Neutral
A 15.9 98.4% 15.2 98.4% 15.5 98.4% 16.4 98.4% Positive, yet neglibile
B 16.5 98.3% 16.4 98.3% 16.0 98.3% 19.8 98.0% Negative
C 16.5 98.3% 15.6 98.3% 16.3 98.3% 20.5 98.0% Negative
D 17.2 98.2% 15.7 98.3% 16.2 93.3% 202 98.0% Negative
Wing M:tn ipass 15.6 98.4% 15.6 98.3% 15.7 98.4% 16.3 98.4% Positive, yet neglibile
Hidden Ho::low g 15.9 98.4% 15.7 98.3% 15.8 98.3% 16.1 98.4% Positive, yet neglibile
o |ADOT 52 > B [ Q) mav=r e
19
ﬂ » The analysis concludes there is a significant correlation between
3 traffic delays on US 180 and the traffic operations on Milton Rd.
m - Il )
Q » Without improvements to travel time on Milton Road, the
o potential to see improvement on US 180 is very unlikely.
o
a » Many comments received from the public on US 180 during the
N first round of public involvement generally did not support bypass
= routes or additional travel lanes on US 180.
» ADOT and the Project Partners recommend the No-Build Plus
alternative for US 180
—“‘PLUS” - this alternative will make multimodal improvements
on US 180, but will not increase the number of travel lanes
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Additional Information Available

» Visit www.azdot.gov/US180CorridorMasterPlan
» This pre-recorded presentation
» US 180 Working Paper #2: Alternatives Analysis

» Information boards with detailed results for each
alternative

» Questions? Stick around for a live Q&A session
(November 19, 7-8p.m.)

» Comments? Take the Online Public Survey

21
Your Input Matters!
Take the Online Survey at:
www.azdot.eov/US180CorridorMasterPlan
Additional Comments or Questions?
Please contact the Project team at:
US180Project@mbakerintl.com
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Attachment D — Public Open House Live Question & Answer Transcript

US 180 CORRIDOR MASTERPLAN
VIRTUAL PUBLICOPEN HOUSE MEETING LIVE QUESTION AND ANSWER SESSION
NOVEMBER 19, 2020
7:00 TO 8:30 PM
74 total peak participants

Introductory Comments

Dan Gabiou: Thankyou Kevin, and welcome everyone. My name is Dan Gabiouand | 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: fromJaime 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 BowlRoad. 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. - | 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- | 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 tothe 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 US180. | would recommend
that everyone review that list as you complete your review and begin the survey.

Question #3: from AndyC. - 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 pedestriancrossing?

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 | 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 | do caution that
through the entire 17-mile corridor of US 180, the existing right of wayvaries in width at different
locations. This is not a precise answer, it requires a little more detail, but | 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: fromJ. 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 | 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. | 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, safetyand 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 tothe 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
turnlane from southbound Snowbow! Road onto Fort Valley Road or US 180. It would also include

oS0 NORTHERN e
[ AURNTINA RV ol Vichac Baker
METROPLAN UNIVERSITY ‘N~ ASm—— INTERNATIONAL




24

US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

enhanced pavement striping of the existing pavement sectionto create an additional northbound
receiving lane on Snow Bowl Road, ladder, high visibility cross walks, and a pedestriansignal. 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: fromSherman S. - Canthe median at Sechrist School be removed and three lanes
/ middle lane reversible from Route 66 to Peakview?

Response: Dan Gabiou- Sherman, | believe we do have some alternatives that address this
problem. Kevin Kugler-Yes, that was contemplatedinthe 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 tothe 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: fromJR -1 strongly suggest you reconsider the safety concerns from Magdelena to
Hidden Hollow. the issueis inadequate or lack of shoulders. this must be a "spot improvement".
somehow this critical short distance has been overlooked.

Response: Dan Gabiou- | do recall, | 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. -| 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, | only see two there?

Response:Kevin Kugler - Relative to the surveyitself, | would have to double check that Dan. That
might be something we have to look into and get back to Robby. | will try tolook at it while we’re
continuing here. Dan Gabiou- | thinkwhat Robby is getting at is inthe 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. | 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 Snowbow! Road, and segment 4 is west of Snowbowl Road. Good observation Robby, the
reasonwe set up the survey just toshow the Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Segments is mainly
to distinguish the very different characteristic along Humphreys Street, particularly the urbanand
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: fromSherman S. - Why no pedestrian or BICYCLE lanes shownin 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 6into 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 tovalidate 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, | 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 sureit is included in that list.

Response: Dan Gabiou-Thankyou 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 surveyas 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
speakto 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’'lladd on that
the inputs that went into the traffic model that were coordinated locally with MetroPlan, interms
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 cansee in the chat. If
you want to pull up the larger or clear graphic.

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

Response: Kevin Kugler - As | mentioned in the previous response, the existing pedestrian
crossing and median configuration has received some direct attentionin this process with respect
to safety and its functionality as it exists today. | 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 | 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 | 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 toand from town.
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Response:Dan Gabiou- | 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 180and Bader, | 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 thisissue? Quite afew 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 Snowbow! 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, thenit 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 pedestrianimprovements 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 againthat s 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-Ingeneralterms, 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 crosswalkthey 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, | think that’s the best way
| candescribe that, and| 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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areais 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, thereis either a negative traffic impact or negligible positive impact for the bypass
alternatives when it comes to travel time based on the build alternatives. Alsoto 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 travelimpact 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-wayimpacts, such as potentialimpacts 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 | suggested. So, | hope
that answers your question. | will saythat there have been and continue to be many other non-
capitalimprovements that have been made within the corridor particularly by many of our project
partners, which for the past couple years has resultedin 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 Snowbow! 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 trafficto help alleviate congestion and to continue to look at
non- capitalimprovements through the corridor to help address the traffic congestion.

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

Response: Kevin Kugler - Sherman, the short responseis 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 | 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. |
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, | 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, | 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 snowplayarea?

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 theinput 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 teamand 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 | 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 constructionright now so
that comment doesn’t apply tothose projects, as those are under designand 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 totheir 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 usagein 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- | might add that
yes, you aptly answered the question Dan. | 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, sothat 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, | don’t have the details of the current construction project
but | can take that comment and follow up with our district who oversees construction for the
Cityif it is a City project and respond to thatin 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, notimmediately 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 | 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 toyour 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 Cityand ADOT. Dan Gabiou-Thankyou 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 considerationand see if more
are needed within the corridor and appreciate the question. And please make sure to provide that
guestion/ comment within the survey.

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

Response: Dan Gabiou- | 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 ona regular basis based on conditional
needs. There are many conditional surface improvements needs throughout the statesoit’s very
competitive but typically we try to resurface the roads on a regular basis from a maintenance
preservation perspective to tryto 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
assoon 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-capitalimprovements | 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. - | was thinking of the surface like are on highway in phoenix to
reduce sound?

Response: Dan Gabiou- Now | understand. | 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. | think typically my understanding is that
in some areas, particularly with snow it doesn’t always work as well but | 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, | 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-Thankyou Dan, that’s what | was trying to get at earlier but much better
said, appreciate that. Again, in certainareas the rubberized asphalt does not work well.

Concluding Comments

Dan Gabiou: While we are waiting to see if any other questions come in, | do want to thank
everyone for your time tonight. | really appreciate all the great questions and comments. | will
remind everyone once more, I’ve been a broken record, but we have to say it, please take the
survey. Thatis going to be the best way that you can influence our final decision making for the
corridor master plan. We alsohave 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 Planand 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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Attachment E - Public Open House Meeting #2 Tier Three Alternatives
US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #2

No-Build Tier 2 Rank

The No-Build option favors maintaining the existing US 180 right of way 3 rd
and facilities “as is”. The No-Build option is the only alternative that would
not impact private properties. Finally, it is critical to include the No-Build
option as the baseline condition to highlight positive and/or negative
change relative to the other alternatives
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US 180 Spot Improvements Inventory
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Alternative A Tier 2 Rank

Alternative A consists of three roadway segments to reflect the changing character

over its length:
Tier 2 Score

58.42

Segment 1: no changes to current roadway (Rte 66 - Columbus Avenue)

Segment 2: one additional travel lane in each direction with bike lanes (Columbus Avenue to Peak View Street)

Segment 3: one additional travel lane in each direction and a bikeway on the sheulder {Peak View to Snow
Bowl Road)
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Alt tive B
ernative -
Tier 2 Rank
Alternative B consists of three roadway segments to reflect the changing character
over its length: 4t h
Segment 1: no changes to current roadway (Rte 66 — Columbus Avenue)
Segment 2: one additional travel lane in each direction with bike lanes ({Columbus Avenue to Peak View Street) Ti e r 2 Sco re
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Alternative C Tier 2 Rank

Alternative C consists of three roadway segments to reflect the changing character
over its length:

Segment 1: no changes to current roadway (Rte 66 - Columbus Avenue) 5

Segment 2: the addition of bike lanes and a southbound transitlane (Columbus Avenue to Peak View Street} T’ 2 S

Segment 3: the addition of a dynamic southbound shoulder for transit, gency vehicles, and bicyclists I e r CO re
{Peak View to Snow Bowl Road)
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan
Public Open House #2 Summary Report

Alternatwe D Tier 2 Rank
Alternative D consists of three roadway segments to reflect the changing character
ovar its langth: 2 nd
Ssgment 1: no changes to current roadway (Rte 66 - Columbus Avenue]
Ssgment 2 the addttion of a dynamic southbound shoulder for transit, emengency vehicles, and bicydist -
{Columbus Avenue to Peak View Straet) Tler 2 SCﬂ'rE

Ssgment 3: the addition of a dynamic southbownd shoulder for transtt, emergency vehides, and bicydists
(Peak View to Snow Bowl Road)
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan
Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Public Open House #2

Alternative E e FE

Alternative E is an alternative route formerly proposed by the US 180 Winter Traffic t h

Study to directly connect US 180 to I-40. This alternative route is 3.7 miles west of
Snow Bowl Road and is a 10.3 mile connection to I-40 through Bellemont, AZ
utilizing the Wing Mountain access road (FS 222B) to Forest Service Roads 222 and
171.

Tier 2 Score

27.50

Wing Mountain Road Route

The Arizona Department of
Transportation (ADOT) and its partner
agencies have eliminated this alternative
from further consideration due to
minimal travel time improvements, high
costs, negative right-of-way impacts,
and negative environmental impacts.

Tier 2 Evaluation Criteria Results

Reduction in Vehicular Congestion
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan
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US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN

Alternative F is an alternative route formerly proposed by the US 180 Winter Traffic Study
Snow Bowl would head towards Flagstaff on US 180 and make a right turn onto F5 6149
will be necessary.
Transpariation (ADCT | and i3 pariner
mirimal travel Hime improvernents, high

Alternative F
to directly connect US 180 to -40. This alternative route is 6.9 miles that utilizes existing th
forest service roads to bypass Flagstaff by connecting US 180 to 1-40. Travelars leaving
for approximately ¥ a mile ta sccess FS 6680 and FS 506/518 for the remainder of the Ti er 2 Scnre
alignment. A southbound right turn deceleration lane on US 180 approaching F5 149 —_——- = =
Hiddan Hollow Road Rowuls ; 151
The Arlzona Department of
agencies have eliminated this alternative
frovn further considenation due fo
ooy, negalive right-ol-way impoacts,
and negative environmental impacts.

Tier 2 Evaluation Criteria Results

Reduction in Vehicular Congestion
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan
Public Open House #2 Summary Report

3.6 Attachment F—PublicOpen House Meeting #2 Online Public Survey Results

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2

December 7, 2020, 3:20 PM

Contents
i Summary of responses 2
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2

US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives
Survey

Summary Of Responses

As of December 7, 2020, 3:20 PM, this forum had: Topic Start Topic End

Attendees: 444 November 11, 2020, 8:46 AM  December 7, 2020, 3:19 PM
Responses: 217

Hours of Public Comment: 10.9

QUESTION 1

Do you support widening the right of way on Humphreys Street (between Route 66 and Fort Valley
Road/Columbus Avenue) for the purpose of:

adding dedicated bus lanes

% Count
Strongly Oppose - 15.8% 41
Oppose . 17.9% 37
Neutral - 22.7% 47
Support . 15.5% 32
Strongly Support . 18.8% 39
Unsure I 2.9% 6
adding travel lanes (for all vehicles)
% Count
Strongly Oppose - 24.6% 51
Oppose . 18.8% 39
Neutral . 13.5% 28
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2

US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives

Survey

% Count
Support . 18.4% 38
Strongly Support - 21.7% 45
Unsure | 1.9% 4
adding bicycle lanes

% Count
Strongly Oppose . 11.1% 23
Oppose I 3.4% 7
Neutral . 11.6% 24
Support - 25.6% 53
Strongly Support - 47.3% 98
Unsure ‘ 0.5% 1
wider sidewalks

% Count
Strongly Oppose . 12.1% 25
Oppose I 9.7% 20
Neutral - 27.1% 56
Support - 24.6% 51
Strongly Support - 23.2% 48
Unsure | 1.4% 3

landscaped areas (landscaped areas act as a buffer between traffic and pedestrians)
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2
US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives

Survey
% Count

Strongly Oppose 9.7% 20
Oppose 13.0% 27
Neutral 27.5% 57
Support 21.3% 44
Strongly Support 24.2% 50
Unsure 2.4% 5
QUESTION 2
Do you have any additional comments about widening Humphreys Street or not?

Answered 73

Skipped 144

- 180 66 adding acditional DiKe buildings BUS columbus dedicated do wdon wmmomencugh from humphrey humphreys
|aﬂe Ia Nes left make MOKF@ much need other pedestrianreally road S see SO street t they to tl‘affic turn vehicles Widening

QUESTION 3

How many buildings along Humphreys Street would you be willing to remove in order to add the following
features?

adding dedicated bus lanes

% Count
1-10 - 21.5% 43
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2
US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives

Survey
% Count
11-20 I 5.0% 10
21-30 I 4.0% 8
31+ I 7.5% 15
adding travel lanes (for all vehicles)
% Count
None - 53.5% 107
1-10 - 235% 47
11-20 I 8.0% 16
21-30 I 4.5% 9
31+ l 10.0% 20
adding bicycle lanes
% Count
None - 455% 91
1-10 - 27.0% 54
11-20 . 13.0% 26
21-30 I 35% 7
31+ l 10.0% 20
wider sidewalks
% Count
5 | www.opentownhall.com/9964 Created with OpenGov | December 7, 2020, 3:20 PM
o NORTHERN — .
46 ﬁ ' ARIZONA §7 V=74 47 3 Michael Baker
METROPLAN E UNIVERSITY ')~ Amm—m—— INTERNATIONAL




US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2
US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives

Survey
% Count
1-10 - 21.0% 42
11-20 I 95% 19
21-30 I 3.0% 6
31+ I 6.5% 13
landscaped areas
% Count
1-10 - 25.0% 50
11-20 I 7.0% 14
21-30 I 3.0% 6
31+ I 6.0% 12
QUESTION 4
Do you have any other comments about potential impacts to buildings on Humphreys Street?
Answered 48
Skipped 169

= any area blke build bu ildingS businesses Character curentdon help historic humphrey h u mphreys |al‘leS like make
more much Need question remove removed FEMOVINE road route ssee sidewalks - Street support t than them think too
traffic way wa

QUESTION 5
How many parking lots along Humphreys Street would you be willing to remove in order to add the following
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan
Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2

US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives
Survey

features?

adding dedicated bus lanes

% Count
None - 48.5% 99
1-10 - 22.5% 46
11-20 I 7.8% 16
21-30 I 6.4% 13
31+ . 12.3% 25
adding travel lanes (for all vehicles)

% Count
None - 44.6% o1
1-10 - 24.0% 49
11-20 I 8.8% 18
21-30 I 6.4% 13
31+ . 13.2% 27
adding bicycle lanes

% Count
None - 36.8% 75
1-10 - 26.5% 54
11-20 . 11.3% 23
21-30 I 9.3% 19
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2
US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives

Survey

% Count
31+ . 14.7% 30
wider sidewalks

% Count
None - 43.6% 89
1-10 - 26.0% 53
11-20 l 10.8% 22
21-30 I 5.9% 12
31+ . 11.3% 23
landscaped areas

% Count
None - 42.6% 87
1-10 - 28.9% 59
11-20 I 7.8% 16
21-30 I 4.4% 9
31+ . 11.8% 24
QUESTION 6
Do you have any other comments ahout potential impacts to parking lots on Humphreys Street?

Answered 41
Skipped 176

- 180 additional @lONE bike buiings bus DUSINESSES cimate 1O don downtown flagstaff humphrey hUmMphreys
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2

US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives
Survey

impact laneslong lot |OtS need off only options Other parki I‘Ig provide remove removed road s aa Street t than v..think
wagon were what

QUESTION 7

Do you support widening the right of way on Fort Valley Road (between Humphreys Street and the Wing
Mountain Snow Play area) for the purpose of:

adding dedicated bus lanes

% Count
Strongly Oppose - 28.0% 59
Oppose . 15.6% 33
Neutral . 17.5% 37
Support . 15.2% 32
Strongly Support - 19.4% 41
Unsure I 2.8% 6
adding travel lanes (for all vehicles)

% Count
Strongly Oppose 28.9% 61
Oppose 11.8% 25
Neutral 10.0% 21
Support 23.7% 50
Strongly Support 23.7% 50
Unsure 1.4% 3
adding hicycle lanes
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2
US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives

Survey

% Count
Strongly Oppose 10.9% 23
Oppose 3.3% 7
Neutral 10.9% 23
Support 30.3% 64
Strongly Support 43.1% 91
Unsure 0.5% 1
wider sidewalks

% Count
Strongly Oppose 16.1% 34
Oppose 10.9% 23
Neutral 27.0% 57
Support 22.7% 48
Strongly Support 20.4% 43
Unsure 1.4% 3
landscaped areas

% Count
Strongly Oppose 19.9% 42
Oppose 11.8% 25
Neutral 26.1% 55
Support 18.5% 39
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Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2

US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives

Survey

%

Strongly Support . 18.0%

Unsure 1.9%

QUESTION 8
Do you have any additional comments about widening Fort Valley Road or not?

Answered 83
Skipped 134

Count
38

180 all along also AF@A between bike bikes bus cheshire «fort from get Iane |aneS IMOIFe museum need needs only
pedestrian people right road s safe see shoulder sidewalks snowbowl speed traffIC up use Va"ey vehicles WaY widening wing

QUESTION 9

How many buildings (including residential homes) along Fort Valley Road would you be willing to remove in order

to add the following features?

adding dedicated bus lanes

% Count
None 64.4% 132
1-10 17.1% 35
11-20 6.3% 13
21-30 2.0% 4
31+ 83% 17
adding travel lanes (for all vehicles)
11 | www.opentownhall.com/9964 Created with OpenGov | December 7, 2020, 3:20 PM

“ AL -'-‘
52 ’_
METROPLAN ]

Michael Baker

NORTHERN .
' ARIZDNA\W
UNIVERSITY ')~ Amm—m—— INTERNATIONAL



US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2
US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives

Survey

% Count
None - 58.0% 119
1-10 . 17.1% 35
11-20 . 11.7% 24
21-30 I 2.9% 8
31+ I 8.8% 18
adding bicycle lanes

% Count
None - 51.2% 105
1-10 - 23.4% 48
11-20 l 10.7% 22
21-30 I 5.9% 12
31+ I 8.3% 17
wider sidewalks

% Count
None - 56.1% 115
1-10 - 23.4% 48
11-20 I 9.3% 19
21-30 I 4.4% 9
31+ I 4.9% 10
landscaped areas
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2
US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives

Survey
% Count

1-10 - 20.5% 42
11-20 I 6.3% 13
21-30 I 2.9% 8
31+ I 4.9% 10
QUESTION 10
Do you have any other comments about potential impacts to buildings on Fort Valley Road?

Answered 49

Skipped 168

= 180 all along also any bike bUildingS do existing fO I’t from get good homes jl.lst mere museum need noise only people
property wesion [ <noesremoving road route s school side SNOWDOW/ so street Support ttraffic Va"ey very

QUESTION 11

How many parking lots along Fort Valley Road would you be willing to remove in order to add the following
features?

adding dedicated bus lanes

% Count
None - 48.5% 99
1-10 - 255% 52
11-20 I 9.3% 19
21-30 | 2.0% 4
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2
US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives

Survey
% Count
31+ . 11.8% 24
adding travel lanes (for all vehicles)
% Count
None - 44.6% 91
1-10 - 255% 52
11-20 l 10.3% 21
21-30 I 4.9% 10
31+ . 13.2% 27
adding bicycle lanes
% Count
None - 34.8% 71
1-10 - 33.8% 69
11-20 . 11.3% 23
21-30 I 5.9% 12
31+ . 12.7% 26
wider sidewalks
% Count
None - 44.1% 90
1-10 - 28.4% 58
11-20 . 9.8% 20
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2
US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives

Survey

% Count
21-30 5.4% 11
31+ 10.8% 22
landscaped areas

% Count
None 50.0% 102
110 26.0% 53
11-20 8.3% 17
21-30 4.4% 9
31+ 9.3% 19
QUESTION 12

Do you have any other comments about potential impacts to parking lots on Fort Valley Road?

Answered 41
Skipped 176

- 180 all along apartments bike DUS could do few fort ft get how incentives just |OtS more museum I‘leed newonly sther out
parking people property road s school sechrist survey t w.think those traffic use valley which

QUESTION 13
What types of enhancements do you agree are needed on Humphreys Street?

No enhancements are needed
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2

US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives
Survey

% Count
Strongly Disagree - 27.0% 55
Disagree - 24.0% 49
Neutral . 13.2% 27
Agree I 9.3% 19
Strongly Agree I 8.8% 18
Improve vehicle travel time

% Count
Strongly Disagree . 12.3% 25
Disagree . 12.3% 25
Neutral - 19.6% 40
Agree - 34.3% 70
Strongly Agree . 16.7% 34
Improve bus travel time (get to final bus stop faster)

% Count
Strongly Disagree . 13.7% 28
Disagree . 11.3% 23
Neutral - 31.9% 65
Agree - 23.0% 47
Strongly Agree . 13.7% 28
Improve bus frequency (less wait time at bus stops)
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2

US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives
Survey

% Count
Strongly Disagree . 11.3% 23
Disagree l 9.8% 20
Neutral - 33.8% 69
Agree - 235% 48
Strongly Agree . 14.7% 30
Add bicycle lanes

% Count
Strongly Disagree I 8.8% 18
Disagree I 6.4% 13
Neutral . 13.7% 28
Agree - 32.4% 66
Strongly Agree - 32.8% 67
Wider sidewalks

% Count
Strongly Disagree . 11.3% 23
Disagree . 12.7% 26
Neutral - 27.0% 55
Agree - 24.5% 50
Strongly Agree . 17.2% 35
Landscaped areas (landscaped buffers between the road and sidewalk)
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2

US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives
Survey

% Count
Strongly Disagree . 14.2% 29
Disagree . 14.7% 30
Neutral - 33.8% 69
Agree - 23.0% 47
Strongly Agree I 9.3% 19
More pedestrian crossings

% Count
Strongly Disagree 5.9% 12
Disagree 11.8% 24
Neutral 21.6% a4
Agree 32.4% 66
Strongly Agree 24.5% 50
Preserve existing buildings on private property

% Count
Strongly Disagree 6.4% 13
Disagree 7.4% 15
Neutral 32.8% 67
Agree 25.5% 52
Strongly Agree 24.0% 49
Preserve parking lots on private property
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2

US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives
Survey

% Count
Strongly Disagree 8.8% 18
Disagree 25.5% 52
Neutral 34.3% 70
Agree 13.2% 2.
Strongly Agree 12.7% 26
Preserve small parks (such as Wheeler Park)
% Count
Strongly Disagree 2.5% 5)
Disagree 6.4% 13
Neutral 9.8% 20
Agree 26.0% 53
Strongly Agree 52.0% 106
Other (Enter comments about other enhancements below)
% Count
Strongly Disagree 2.0% 4
Disagree 2.0% 4
Neutral . 17.2% 35
Agree 1.5% 3
Strongly Agree I 3.9% 8
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2
US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives

Survey
QUESTION 14
Do you think there are other enhancements that are needed on Humphreys Street?
Answered 40
Skipped 177

1all alternative beaver better bike bikes both bus buses downtown cm from ... NUMPhreys improved lane
|aneS left ||ght make northbound .+ONE only other peds people road Safety scheol signage st stop time traffic turn Use Way

well

QUESTION 15

Do you support adding an additional northbound travel lane on Humphreys Street, which would allow an
additional left-turn lane from Route 66 to Humphreys Street? (This may require the removal of several buildings
and parking lots.)

% Count
Yes - 39.6% 76
QUESTION 16

What types of enhancements are needed on Fort Valley Road? Please rate each improvement.

No enhancements are needed

% Count
Strongly Disagree 33.2% 70
Disagree 22.3% 47
Neutral 12.3% 26
Agree 7.1% 15
Strongly Agree 9.5% 20
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2

US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives
Survey

Improve vehicle travel time

% Count
Strongly Disagree . 15.2% 32
Disagree . 11.4% 24
Neutral - 19.9% 42
Agree - 30.8% 65
Strongly Agree . 17.1% 36
Improve bus travel time (get to final bus stop faster)

% Count
Strongly Disagree . 13.3% 28
Disagree l 10.4% 22
Neutral - 30.8% 65
Agree - 24.6% 52
Strongly Agree . 14.7% 31
Improve bus frequency (less wait time at bus stops)

% Count
Strongly Disagree . 12.8% 27
Disagree I 7.1% 15
Neutral - 37.4% 79
Agree - 10.4% a1
Strongly Agree . 16.1% 34
Add bicycle lanes
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2

US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives
Survey

% Count
Strongly Disagree I 7.1% 15
Disagree I 7.1% 15
Neutral . 11.8% 25
Agree - 30.8% 65
Strongly Agree - 38.9% 82
Wider sidewalks

% Count
Strongly Disagree . 13.7% 29
Disagree . 12.8% 27
Neutral - 28.4% 60
Agree - 22.7% 48
Strongly Agree . 14.2% 30
Landscaped areas (landscaped buffers between the road and sidewalk)

% Count
Strongly Disagree . 16.6% 35
Disagree . 16.1% 34
Neutral - 27.5% 58
Agree - 223% 47
Strongly Agree l 10.4% 22
More pedestrian crossings
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2

US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives

Survey

Strongly Disagree

Disagree

Neutral

Agree

Strongly Agree

Preserve existing buildings on private property

Strongly Disagree
Disagree

Neutral

Agree

Strongly Agree

Preserve parking lots on private property
Strongly Disagree

Disagree

Neutral

Agree

Strongly Agree

Preserve small parks (such as Wheeler Park)
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% Count
10.0% 21
8.1% 17
16.6% 25
28.0% 59
32.7% 69
% Count
5.7% 12
11.8% 25
29.4% 62
23.2% 49
242% 51
% Count
9.0% 19
22.7% 48
33.2% 70
14.2% 30
13.7% 29
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2

US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives

Survey

%
Strongly Disagree 2.8%
Disagree 7.1%
Neutral 17.5%
Agree 23.7%
Strongly Agree 43.1%
Other (Enter comments about other enhancements below)
%
Strongly Disagree 1.4%
Disagree 0.9%
Neutral . 14.7%
Agree 0.9%
Strongly Agree I 6.6%
QUESTION 17
Do you think there are other enhancements that are needed on Fort Valley Road?
Answered 66
Skipped 151

Count

15

57

50

91

Count

31

14

180 along wre: arizona between blke bBUS suoncross crossing crossings CI'O SSWEI| k dangerous dedicated fO I’eSt fort fI’OI'I1
intersection lane lanes light MMNA more MUSEUIM near need needs northen pedestl‘ian people road s sehool sechrist

snowbowl s.speed stop traffic valley
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2

US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives
Survey

QUESTION 18
Do you support adding a continuous sidewalk along Fort Valley Road within the City of Flagstaff city limits?

% Count

No . 18.2% 38

QUESTION 19

Do you have any other comments about Humphreys Street or Fort Valley Road that you would like to share?
Answered 67
Skipped 150

180 . along ... bike continuous crossing forest fort from futs going lAN@ 1anes make more museum Need needs

path pedestrian .. people please road s snoasechrist side Sidewalk snowbow speed t ey EFAFFIC trail wn . use
valley

QUESTION 20

Please rate how much you support each of the below US 180 alternatives. [1 = Strongly Oppose, 3 = Oppose, 5 =
Neutral, 7 = Support, 9 = Strongly Support]

No Build - (no additional lanes or enhancements; leave roadway as is)

% Count
1 - 35.3% 72
2 I 6.9% 14
3 . 9.8% 20
4 I 5.4% 11
5 l 10.8% 22
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2

US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives
Survey

% Count

25% 5
5.9% 12
3.9% 8

9 . 12.7% 26

No Build Plus - (no additional lanes; add enhancements with some limited impacts to property) - Recommended

Alternative by ADOT

% Count
1 . 11.3% 23
2 I 4.4% 9
3 I 6.4% 13
4 I 2.5% 5
5 . 11.3% 23
6 I 8.3% 17
7 l 10.8% 22
8 . 11.8% 24
9 - 27.9% 57
Alternative Package A

% Count
1 - 26.5% 54
2 I 5.4% 11
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2

US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives
Survey

% Count
3 I 83% 17
4 I 2.9% 6
5 I 9.3% 19
6 I 7.8% 16
7 I 9.3% 19
8 I 2.4% 7
9 . 13.7% 28
Alternative Package B

% Count
1 - 255% 52
2 I 7.4% 15
3 I 8.3% 17
4 I 2.4% 7
5 . 15.2% 31
6 I 7.4% 15
7 I 7.8% 16
8 I 6.9% 14
9 I 2.9% 8
Alternative Package C
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2

US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives
Survey

% Count
1 - 27.9% 57
2 I 6.9% 14
3 l 10.8% 22
4 I 4.4% 9
5 . 15.7% 32
6 I 6.9% 14
7 l 10.3% 21
8 I 2.5% 5
9 ‘ 05% 1
Alternative Package D

% Count
1 - 30.4% 62
2 I 7.4% 15
3 I 9.8% 20
4 I 2.4% 7
5 . 14.7% 30
6 I 6.4% 13
7 I 7.8% 16
8 I 3.4% 7
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2

US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives
Survey

% Count
9 | 2.0% 4
Alternative Package E - Wing Mountain Bypass

% Count
1 - 33.8% 69
2 I 4.4% 9
3 | 2.0% 4
4 I 2.5% 5
5 I 8.8% 18
6 I 4.9% 10
7 l 10.3% 21
8 I 8.3% 17
9 . 16.7% 34
Alternative Package F — Hidden Hollow Bypass

% Count
1 - 353% 72
2 I 2.9% 6
3 | 1.5% 3
4 I 2.9% 6
5 I 7.4% 15
6 I 4.4% 9
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2

US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives
Survey

% Count
7 I 9.8% 20
8 I 2.9% 6
9 - 25.0% 51

QUESTION 21

Why do you support your preferred alternative? Why do you not support others?
Answered 128
Skipped 89

180 all along aiso alternative bike build bus BYpass do don weswrfrom impactimprovements lane [anes e
mMore mostmuch need only option options pedestrian plus really road ..., snowbowl so Suppo rt t think mm.@htraffic use

valley Way
QUESTION 22
Which enhancements do you feel are needed to make Ft. Valley Road a “Great Street”?

% Count
No enhancements are needed 11.6% 24
Smooth flow of traffic 47.3% 98
Attractive bus facilities 22.2% 46
Attractive bus facilities 13.0% 27
Bicycle lanes 71.5% 148
Wider sidewalks 36.7% 76
Landscaped areas (landscaped buffers between 49.3% 102
the road and sidewalk)
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2

US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives
Survey

% Count
Create more pedestrian crossings 56.5% 117
Enhance existing and new pedestrian crossings 60.9% 126
Preserve historic buildings 60.9% 126
Preserve all existing buildings 15.9% 33
Preserve parking 11.1% 23
Small parks and green spaces 58.5% 121
Other 10.6% 22
QUESTION 23

Please rate how well each alternative would make Fort Valley Road (US 180) a “Great Street”. [1 = Very Poorly, 3
= Poorly, 5 = Fairly Well, 7 = Well, 9 = Very Well]

No Build - (no additional lanes or enhancements; leave roadway as is)

% Count
1 - 40.3% 77
2 I 4.7% 9
3 l 9.9% 19
4 I 4.2% 8
5 I 7.9% 15
6 | 1.6% 3
7 I 8.9% 17
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2

US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives
Survey

% Count

8 I 3.7% 7

9 . 11.0% 21

No Build Plus = (no additional lanes; add enhancements with some limited impacts to property) - Recommended

Alternative by ADOT

% Count
1 . 14.1% 27
2 I 5.8% 11
3 I 8.9% 17
4 I 4.7% 9
5 . 12.0% 23
6 I 7.9% 15
7 . 12.6% 24
8 I 9.4% 18
9 - 19.9% 38
Alternative Package A

% Count
1 - 31.4% 60
2 I 5.2% 10
3 I 6.3% 12
4 I 42% 8
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2

US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives

Survey

%
5 I 8.4%
6 I 5.2%
7 I 7.3%
8 I 2.6%
9 . 16.2%
Alternative Package B

%
1 - 30.9%
2 I 5.2%
3 l 10.5%
4 I 3.7%
5 l 11.0%
6 I 8.9%
7 I 5.2%
8 I 7.3%
9 I 3.1%
Alternative Package C

%
1 - 325%
2 I 5.8%
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan
Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2

US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives
Survey

% Count
3 . 12.0% 22
4 I 42% 8
5 . 13.1% 25
6 I 7.3% 14
7 I 7.3% 14
8 | 2.1% 4
9 | 1.6% 3
Alternative Package D

% Count
1 - 325% 62
2 I 6.8% 13
3 . 115% 22
4 I 8.4% 16
5 l 1.0% 21
6 I 7.3% 14
7 I 5.2% 10
8 | 2.1% 4
9 | 1.6% 2
Alternative Package E - Wing Mountain Bypass
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2

US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives
Survey

% Count
1 - 39.3% 75
2 I 3.7% 7
3 | 2.1% 4
4 I 42% 8
5 I 8.9% 17
6 I 42% 8
7 I 42% 8
8 I 8.4% 16
9 . 17.8% 34
Alternative Package F — Hidden Hollow Bypass

% Count
1 - 37.2% 71
2 I 3.7% 7
3 | 2.1% 4
4 I 3.7% 7
5 . 1.0% 21
6 I 3.1% 6
7 I 3.7% 7
8 I 5.2% 10
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2

US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives
Survey

% Count

9 - 22.5% 43

QUESTION 24

Please provide any additional comments about Fort Valley Road as a Great Street here:
Answered 42
Skipped 175

180 along area bike cars O don even fort from ft great keep lanes s MOFe Need needed o pedestrian people
rd residents FOAd rural 5 safe saety covssidewatis STrELL t thinkoun trAfFic use valley who

QUESTION 25
What age group are you in?
% Count
19-25 years old | 0.9% 2
26 to 59 years old - 57.3% 122
60 years or older - 36.2% 77
Choose Not to Answer I 5.6% 12
QUESTION 26
What gender do you identify with?
% Count
Female - 425% 91
Male - 52.8% 13
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2
US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives

Survey

% Count
Choose Not to Answer I 4.7% 10
QUESTION 27
What is your yearly household income?

% Count
Less than $24.000 | 1.9% 4
$24,001 to $50,000 I 8.0% 17
$50,001 to $75,000 . 15.6% 33
$75,001 and above - 52.8% 112
Don't Know ‘ 0.5% 1
Choose Not to Answer - 21.2% 45

QUESTION 28

Do you own property, or own or manage a business on US 180 (including Humphreys Street or Fort Valley Road)
within the study corridor?

% Count
Yes - 26.2% 56
Choose Not to Answer I 4.7% 10
QUESTION 29
What is your Ethnicity/Race? (Check all that apply)
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2

US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives

Survey

%
American Indian/Alaska Native 0.9%
Black/African American 0.5%
Hawaiian Native/Other Pacific Islander 0.5%

Hispanic/Latino 3.3%

White/Caucasian (Non Hispanic) _ 76.9%
Other 0.9%
0.5%

Don't Know

Choose Not to Answer . 17.9%

QUESTION 30
How long have you lived in the Flagstaff community?

%
Less Than 5 years l 10.3%
| live outside the Flagstaff area I 2.3%
Choose Not to Answer | 1.4%

Count

38

Count
22

184

QUESTION 31
What is your preferred way of receiving updates or providing input on the US 180 Corridor Master Plan?
% Count
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

US 180 Corridor Master Plan #2

US 180 Corridor Master Plan (Including Humphreys Street and Fort Valley Road) - Recommended Alternatives
Survey

% Count
Online survey . 16.4% 35
Virtual Public Meeting I 7.0% 15
In-person Public Meeting | 1.4% 3
Social Media I 3.8% 8
Other | 0.9% 2
No Preference I 3.8% 8
Choose Not to Answer I 52% 11

QUESTION 32

OPTIONAL
To sign up to receive automatic notifications of future public engagement opportunities on this project, please
provide your email address:

Answered 93
Skipped 124

aol com edu gmail hotmail jim lowell MSN musnaz nau net org yahco
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Public Open House #2 Summary Report

3.7 Attachment G- US 180 & Milton Road CMP Elected Official Project Briefing

US 180 & Milton Road Corridor
Master Plans
Stakeholder Update

ADOT
@2t = /. NORTHERN
| ¥ ARIZONAE?
e W UNIVERSITY ‘&%’

January 24, 2020

Michael Baker
INTERNATIONAL
1
M i It o n R d No Build / No Build + (spat Improvements)
Recommended for further study
Alternatives e
Eliminated from further study
Alternative 4
Eliminated from further study
’ = }
Al ' L 1 Alternative 5
R U e A O Sl G TR o % Recommended for further study
Alternative 6a
e ‘: _,,: m_ - :-,;:'_,',,,:' s 3 “_““;*;;-“ Recommended for further study
= =M i
Alternative 6b
R N /e SR - B Recommended for further study
i = i " Alternative 13
Recommended for further study
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

ADOT

Milton Rd & US Bus Rapid
180 CMPs Transit Study

Two unigue projects with different
boundaries, however, they overlap for 1.5
miles on Milton Road. The two studies will
proceed as follows:
+ Joint stakeholder discussions and decision-
making through shared evaluation criteria
* Result will be one recommended cross
section
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US 180 Alternatives

Alt 43 Decision pending to further study or
eliminate these alternatives
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Alt 17 eliminated from further study &
Alt 18 - | eliminated from further study

5
Project Schedule
« Alternatives Analysis Spring 2020
« Working Paper #2 Summer 2020
 Elected Official briefings Summer 2020
+ Public Meetings Summer 2020
- Final Report/ Fall 2020
Recommended Alternative
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US 180 Corridor Master Plan

Public Open House #2 Summary Report

THANK YOU

https://azdot.gov/planning/transportation-studies/us-180-corridor-master-plan

https://azdot.gov/planning/transportation-studies/us-180-corridor-master-plan

Kevin Kugler

Dan Gabiou

ADOT Project Manager Project Manager
(602)712-7025 (602)798-7521
dgabiou@azdot.gov kkugler@mbakerintl.com
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