ENVISION I-70 Planning and Environmental

o Linkages (PEL) Study
Wentzville to City of St. Louis

Appendix C

Agency Coordination and Public Involvement



I-70 PEL Study Stakeholder List

First Last Organization/Agency Email

TEAM

Marcie Meystrik East-West Gateway Council of Governments Marcie.Meystrik@ewgateway.org
Tracey Lober Jacobs Project Manager tracey.lober@jacobs.com

Jessica Mefford-Miller Metro - Chief of Planning and System Development jnmeffordmiller@metrostlouis.org
Laura Ellen MoDOT St. Louis District, PM Laura.Ellen@modot.mo.gov
Andy Tuerck MoDOT Area Engineer, St. Charles County andrew.tuerck@modot.mo.gov
Michelle Forneris MoDOT Area Engineer, St. Louis City michelle.voegele@modot.mo.gov
Lisa Kuntz MoDOT Area Engineer, St. Louis County lisa.kuntz@modot.mo.gov
Richard Moore MoDOT Central Office Richard.Moore@modot.mo.gov
Wesley Stephen MoDOT St. Louis District, Wesley.Stephen@modot.mo.gov
Betherney Williams MoDOT betherny.williams@modot.mo.gov
Tom Blair MoDOT thomas.blair@modot.mo.gov

Bill Schnell MoDOT bill.schnell@modot.mo.gov
Shaun Tooley MoDOT shaun.tooley@modot.mo.gov
Eddie Watkins MoDOT eddie.watkins@modot.mo.gov
Marie Elliott Missouri Department of Transportation marie.elliott@modot.mo.gov
Jessica Hochlan MoDOT Jessica.Hochlan@modot.mo.gov
Paul Hubbman Senior Mgr. for Corridor Studies Paul.Hubbman@ewgateway.org
Jerry Blair East-West Gateway Council of Governments jerry.blair@ewgateway.org

Kelly Ferrara StratCommRX kelly@stratcommrx.com

Heather Lasher Todd StratCommRX Heather@StratCommRx.com
MaryAnn Taylor-Crate Added Dimension, for StratCommRX mtaylorcrate@added-dimension.com
Jim Clarke Jacobs Jim.Clarke@jacobs.com

Laura Meyer Jacobs Laura.Meyer@jacobs.com

Jo Emerick AECOM jo.emerick@aecom.com

JC Murray AECOM JC.Murray@aecom.com

Kyle Levenhagen AECOM Kyle.levenhagen@aecom.com
TAG/SAG

A. Owens City of Northwoods aowens@cityofnorthwoods.com
Adam Spector St. Louis County Department of Transportation aspector@stlouisco.com

Amanda Brauer St. Charles County Transportation Department abrauer@sccmo.org

Amanda Rich City of St. Peters arich@stpetersmo.net

Betty Van Uum University of MO St. Louis vanuum@umsl.edu

Brad Temme City of St. Charles Brad. Temme@stcharlescitymo.gov
Brett Barger Lindenwood University bbarger@lindenwood.edu

Bryan Pearl City of Maryland Heights bpearl@marylandheights.com
Burt Benesek City of St. Peters bbenesek@stpetersmo.net

Chris Harris City of Ferguson charris@fergusoncity.com

Chuck Nunn City of Edmunson cnunn@cityofedmundson.com
Craig Tajkowski St. Charles County Highways Department highway@sccmo.org

Dan Mann City of St. Charles daniel.mann@stcharlescitymo.gov
David Leezer City of St. Charles david.leezer@stcharlescitymo.gov
David Woods O'Fallon dwoods@ofallon.mo.us

Deanna Venker Commissioner of Traffic, City of St. Louis venkerd@stlouis-mo.gov

Derek Koestel City of Lake Saint Louis dkoestel@lakesaintlouis.com

Don Roe St. Louis Planning and Urban Design roed@stlouis-mo.gov

Douglas Lee Wentzville Douglas.Lee@wentzvillemo.org
Douglas Zaiz Woodson Terrace dzaiz@woodsonterrace.net
Engineering Department City of St. Charles engineering.department@stcharlescitymo.gov
Eric Sterman St. Charles Economic Developent Corp. esterman@lakesaintlouis.com
Gary Elmestad St. Charles County gelmestad@aol.com

George Ertle City of Lake Saint Louis gertle@lakesaintlouis.com

Glenn Powers St. Louis County Department of Planning gpowers@stlouisco.com

Greg Prestemon EDC Business & Community Partners gprestemon@edcscc.com

Isa Reeb Project Connect ireeb@civitas.com

Jamey Edgerton St. Louis Economic Development Partnership jedgerton@stlpartnership.com
Jan Titus St. Louis Lambert International Airport IMTitus@flystl.com

Jeff Paskiewicz City of O'Fallon jpaskiewicz@ofallon.mo.us

Jen Samson St. Louis County jsamson@stlouisco.com

Jerry Beckmann St. Louis Lambert International Airport GABeckmann@flystl.com
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Jerry Hurlbert St. Charles Jerry.Hurlbert@stcharlescitymo.gov
Jim Wright City of St. Charles public.works@stcharlescitymo.gov
Joe Ward Greater St. Charles Convention and Visitors Bureau jward@historicstcharles.com

Joe Wright Ridefinders jwright@mct.org

John Greifzu Representing St. Charles County Executive's office jgreifzu@sccmo.org

John Hicks St. Louis County jhicks@stlouisco.com

John Nations Metro jmnations@MetroStLouis.org
John Odell Pasadena Hills EnvironmentalCommissioner@pasadenahills.com
Julie Powers St. Peters jpowers@stpetersmo.net

Justin Carney St. Louis County Department of Planning jcarney@stlouisco.com

Kevin Bookout City of Bridgeton kbookout@bridgetonmo.com
Kitty Ratcliffe St. Louis Convention and Visitors Center kratcliffe@explorestlouis.com
Kristin Lappin St. Louis Economic Development Partnership klappin@stlpartnership.com

L.G. Loos City of Maryland Heights lloos@marylandheights.com
Lance Peterson Metro Ipeterson@metrostlouis.org
Larry Eisenberg University of MO St. Louis eisenbergl@umsl.edu

Larry Welty St. Louis County DOT Iwelty@stlouisco.com

Len Efthim City of St. Louis efthiml@stlouis-mo.gov

Louis Clayton City of Lake Saint Louis Iclayton@LakeSaintLouis.com
Lyda Krewson City of St. Louis krewsonl@stlouis-mo.gov

Mark Vogl Great Rivers Greenway mvogl@grgstl.org

Mary Lamie St. Louis Regional Freightway MCLamie@bistatedev.org
Matthew Unrein City of Ferguson publicworks@fergusoncity.com
Michael Hurlbert St. Charles County mhurlbert@sccmo.org

Nick Galla City of St. Charles nicholas.galla@stcharlescitymo.gov
Nick Nichols St. Louis Port Authority nicholsn@stlouis-mo.gov

Otis Williams St. Louis Development Corp. williamso@stlouis-mo.gov

Pat Kelly St. Louis County Municipal League staff@stImuni.org

Patrick Brown Office of the Mayor, City of St. Louis brownpa@stlouis-mo.gov

Patrick McKeehan City of O'Fallon Economic Development pmckeehan@ofallon.mo.us

Paul Wojciechowski Alta paulw@altaplanning.com

Ralph McDaniel City of Berkeley mcdaniel@ci.berkeley.mo.us
Regina Gathright Pine Lawn vstevenson@pinelawn.org
Richard Bradley St. Louis City Board of Public Service Bradleyr@stlouis-mo.gov

Rick Lewis St. Charles Area Transit (SCAT) rick.lewis@stcharlescitymo.gov
Rob Orr City of St. Louis orrr@stlouis-mo.gov

Rodney Jarrett City of Normandy rjarrett@cityofnormandy.gov
Russ Batzel St. Peters rbatzel @stpetersmo.net

Scott Tate Greater St Charles Chamber Scott@GSTCCC.com

Shannon Gerard O'Fallon sgerard@ofallon.mo.us

Steve Bender O'Fallon shender@ofallon.mo.us

Steve Ehlmann Office of the County Executive — St. Charles County executive@sccmo.org

Steve Stricklan City of O'Fallon sstricklan@ofallon.mo.us

Susan Spiegel Wentzville Susan.Spiegel@wentzvillemo.org
Susan Trautman Great Rivers Greenway strautman@grgstl.org

Ted Medler St. Louis County Department of Highways, Traffic and Public Works |TMedler@stlouisco.com

Todd Antoine Great Rivers Greenway tantoine@grgstl.org

Todd Waelterman St. Louis City Streets Department waeltermant@stlouis-mo.gov
Tom Chulick St. Louis Regional Chamber tchulick@stlregionalchamber.com
Tom Curran Office of the County Executive — St. Louis County tcurran3@stlouisco.com

Wade Morse City of Cool Valley Palladian@sbcglobal.net

William Kaeshamer City of Jennings wkaeshamer@cityofjennings.org
PUBLIC OFFICIALS

Anna Hollins Town of Norwood Court aphollins1@aol.com

Ann Wagner U.S. House of Representatives

Bart Korman Missouri House of Representatives Bart.Korman@house.mo.gov
Betherny Williams Missouri Department of Transportation betherny.williams@modot.mo.gov
Bill Eigel Missouri Senate Bill.Eigel @senate.mo.gov

Bill Hennessy O'Fallon bhennessy@ofallon.mo.us

Blaine Luetkemeyer U.S. House of Representatives
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Bob Onder Missouri Senate Bob.Onder@senate.mo.gov
Brian Jackson City of Beverly Hills info@cityofbeverlyhillsmo.org
Bruce Franks, Jr. Missouri House of Representatives Bruce.FranksJr@house.mo.gov
Bryan Spencer Missouri House of Representatives Bryan.Spencer@house.mo.gov
Carolyn Young Village of Pasadena Park carolyndyoung@aol.com
Charlotte Graham Village of Uplands Park vc_uplandspark_mo@yahoo.com
Chrissy Sommer Missouri House of Representatives Chrissy.Sommer@house.mo.gov
Claire McCaskill U.S. Senate

Clayton Klein Bellerive Acres clayton_Klein@yahoo.com

Clem Smith Missouri House of Representatives Clem.Smith@house.mo.gov
Cora Faith Walker Missouri House of Representatives CoraFaith.Walker@house.mo.gov
Courtney Curtis Missouri House of Representatives Courtney.Curtis@house.mo.gov
Dave Hammond St. Charles County Council dhammond@sccmo.org

David Gipson Wentzville David.Gipson@wentzvillemo.org
David Strahl O'Fallon dstrahl@ofallon.mo.us

Deborah Jones City of Cool Valley cvcityclerk@yahoo.com

Debra Irvin City of Berkeley irvin@ci.berkeley.mo.us
De'Carlon Seewood City of Ferguson dseewood@fergusoncity.com
Deletra Hudson City of Jennings dhudson@cityofjennings.org
Denise Johnson-Griffin Northwoods dgriffin@cityofnorthwoods.com
Dennis Callahan Norwood Court dlcallahan@callahanlaw.net
Diana Krosnicki Bel-Nor belnormous@aol.com

Dionne Davidson Village of Bel-Ridge cityclerk@bel-ridge.us

Dorothy Wilber dorothy.wilber@gmail.com
Earlene Luster Velda Village Hills veldavillage@shcglobal.net
Evelyn Carter Kinloch mayor@kinlochmo.org

Everett Thomas Northwoods ethomas@cityofnorthwoods.com
Flo Davis Bellerive Acres fdavis@cityofnormandy.gov
Geno Salvati Pasadena Hills Mayor@pasadenahills.com
George Ertle City of Lake Saint Louis gertle@lakesaintlouis.com

Gina Walsh Missouri Senate gina.walsh@senate.mo.gov
Hazel Erby St. Louis County Council HErby@stlouisco.com

Jacob Hummel Missouri Senate jacob.hummel@senate.mo.gov
James Knowles I11 City of Ferguson jknowles@fergusoncity.com
Jamilah Nasheed Missouri Senate Jamilah.Nasheed@senate.mo.gov
Janice Jones Pine Lawn cityadministrator@pinelawn.org
Jill Schupp Missouri Senate Jill.Schupp@senate.mo.gov

Jim Krischke City of Maryland Heights jkrischke@marylandheights.com
Joe Brazil St. Charles County Council jbrazil@sccmo.org

Joe Cronin St. Charles County Council jcronin@sccmo.org

John Collins-Muhammad |Ward 21, City of St. Louis scheinmanJ@stlouis-mo.gov
John Gwaltney City of Edmunson mayorgwaltney@cityofedmundson.com
John Morris City of St. John jmorris@cityofstjohn.org

John White St. Charles County Council jwwhite@sccmo.org

Joseph Noeth City of Flordell Hills mwoodson@flordell.com

Joshua Peters Missouri House of Representatives Joshua.Peters@house.mo.gov
Justine Blue Kinloch Justine.blue@kinlochmo.org
Justin Hill Missouri House of Representatives Justin.Hill@house.mo.gov
Kakneka Thames City of Velda City kthames@veldacity.org

Kathy Schweikert City of Lake Saint Louis kschweikert@Iakesaintlouis.com
Kevin Bookout City of Bridgeton cityadmin@bridgetonmo.com
Lacy Clay U.S. House of Representatives

Lance Peterson Metro Ipeterson@metrostlouis.org
Larry Dobrosky St. Charles lawrence.dobrosky@stcharlescitymo.gov
Laura Meyer Jacobs Laura.Meyer@jacobs.com
Lawrence "Butch” Besmer Woodson Terrace Ibesmer@woodsonterrace.net
Len Pagano St. Peters LPagano@stpetersmo.net

Lyda Krewson City of St. Louis krewsonl@stlouis-mo.gov

Maria Chappelle-Nadal Missouri Senate maria.chappellenadal @senate.mo.gov
Mark Matthiesen Missouri House of Representatives Mark.Matthiesen@house.mo.gov
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Mary Aman City of Breckenridge Hills maman@breckenridge-hills.mo.us
Mary Nichols Missouri House of Representatives Mary.Nichols@house.mo.gov
Matt Conley St. Ann mconley@stannmo.org

Michael Butler Missouri House of Representatives Michael.Butler@house.mo.gov
Michael Corcoran St. Ann mcorcoran@stannmo.org

Mike Elam St. Charles County Council melam@sccmo.org

Mike Klinghammer St. Charles County Council mklinghammer@sccmo.org

Mike Moeller City of Maryland Heights mayor@marylandheights.com
Minnie Hester Hillsdale cityadmin@villageofhillsdale.com
Nick Guccione Wentzville Nick.Guccione@wentzvillemo.org
Nick Schroer Missouri House of Representatives Nick.Schroer@house.mo.gov
Nyandi Ife City of Berkeley ifen@ci.berkeley.mo.us

Patricia Smith St. Peters psmith@stpetersmo.net

Patrick Green City of Normandy mayorpgreen@cityofnormandy.gov
Paul Markworth City of Lake Saint Louis pmarkworth@Ilakesaintlouis.com
Paul Wojciechowski Alta paulw@altaplanning.com

Peggy Deimeke Village of Pasadena Park pdeimeke@hotmail.com

Phil Christofanelli Missouri House of Representatives Phil.Christofanelli@house.mo.gov
Robert Cornejo Missouri House of Representatives Robert.Cornejo@house.mo.gov
Robert Gunn City of Bridgeton publicworks@bridgetonmo.com
Robert Hensley City of Velda City rhensley@veldacity.org

Ronda Phelps City of Edmundson rphelps@cityofedmundson.com
Ron Matthews Pasadena Hills StreetCommissioner@pasadenahills.com
Rowena Hollins City of Country Club Hills rhollins@stljg.org

Roy Blunt U.S. Senate

Russ Batzel St. Peters rbatzel @stpetersmo.net

Sally Faith St. Charles sally.faith@stcharlescitymo.gov
Sam Page St. Louis County Council SPage@stlouisco.com

Scott Fowler Village of Champ villageofchamp@gmail.com
Sharon Warren Bellerive Acres clerk@belleriveacres.com

Sharon Warren Glen Echo Park swarren@cityofnormandy.gov
Sheree Leamon City of Breckenridge Hills sleamon@breckenridge-hills.mo.us
Steve Bender O'Fallon shender@ofallon.mo.us

Steven Roberts Missouri House of Representatives Steven.Roberts@house.mo.gov
Suaune Myers Pasadena Hills CityAdministrator@pasadenahills.com
Terry Briggs City of Bridgeton Mayor@BridgetonMO.com

Terry Epps Pine Lawn mayor@pinelawn.org

Terry Hollander St. Charles County Council thollander@sccmo.org

Theodore Hoskins City of Berkeley hoskinst@ci.berkeley.mo.us

Tom Halaska City of St. John thalaska@cityofstjohn.org

Tom Hanagan Missouri House of Representatives Tom.Hannegan@house.mo.gov
Vernon Bauer City of St. Paul mayor@stpaulmo.org

Victoria Valle Glen Echo Park victoria.valle@gmail.com

Vince Hamm St. Ann vhamm@stannmo.org

Viola Murphy City of Cool Valley mayormurphey@cityofcoolvalley.com
Willie Fair Village of Bel-Ridge fairwillie47@yahoo.com

Yolanda Austin City of Jennings mayor@cityofjennings.org
ROUND 1 KEY INFLUENCERS

Rebecca Zoll North County, Inc. rzoll@northcountyinc.com
Angela Long Hollywood Casino Ampitheatre angelalong@Ilivenation.com

Patti Poulsen United Parcel Service (UPS) patriciapoulson@ups.com

Missy Kelley Downtown STL Inc. mkelley@downtownstl.org

Tom Irwin Civic Progress tirwincp@gmail.com

Kim Cella Citizens for Modern Transit (CMT) kcella@cmt-stl.org

Jim Alexander St. Louis Regional Chamber jalexander@stlregionalchamber.com
David Steinbach Northpark, Jones Lang LaSalle david.steinbach@am.jll.com
James Heard Federal Reserve Housing Research Board james.m.heard@hud.gov

Sean Thomas Old North St. Louis Restoration Group sean@onsl.org

Chris Krehmeyer Beyond Housing ckrehmeyer@beyondhousing.org
Susan Trautman Great Rivers Greenway strautman@grgstl.org
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Karlos Ramirez Hispanic Chamber of Commerce kramirez@hccstl.com

Anna Crosslin International Institute of St. Louis crosslina@iistl.org

Michael Harrold Express Scripts mdharrold@express-scripts.com
Ed Purvis Emerson ed.purvis@emerson.com

Jason Neun Midwest Systems jason.neun@mwsystems.com
Michael D. Shonrock Lindenwood University sshuette@lindenwood.edu

Paul McKee Northside Regeneration Project pimckee@mc-eagle.com

Jerry Leigh Earth City Businessn Association/Levee District jleigh@amcirealestate.com

John J. Hotz Missouri Highway Patrol mshppied@mshp.dps.mo.gov
Terence Williams Boeing terence.r.williams@boeing.com
John Clark Laclede's Landing Redevelopment Corp. johnclarkstl@gmail.com

Eric Moraczewski CityArchRiver 2015 Foundation eric.moraczewski@cityarchriver.org
Mark Fenton St. Charles Ambulance District mfenton@sccad.com

Dan Lang City of Wentzville ecodev@wentzvillemo.org

Erica Henderson St. Louis Promise Zone ehenderson@stlpartnership.com
Tom Crawford Missouri Truckers Association tom@motrucking.org

Kelvin Adams STL Public Schools supt@slps.org

Rick Barbee SCF Marine rbarbee@ckor.com

Michael McMillan Urban League mmcmillan@urbanleague-stl.org
Adolphus Pruitt STL NAACP pruitt@stlouisnaacp.org

Betsey Soloman Shephard's Center bsolomon@shepherdscenter-wk.org
Mary Thompson Paraquad mthompson@paraquad.org

Carlie Lee Missouri School for the Blind Carlie.Lee@msb.dese.mo.gov

Al Li Asian-American Chamber of Commerce; Regions Bank al.li@regions.com

Matt Freix DNJ mfreix@godnj.com

Steve Williamson Midwest Systems steve.williamson@mwsystems.com
Terry Travis Affton Trucking terry@afftontrucking.com

Esther Shin Urban Strategies esther.sin@urbanstrategiesinc.org
Pamela Boyd Ward 27, City of St. Louis scheinmanJ@stlouis-mo.gov
Jeffrey Boyd Ward 22, City of St. Louis scheinmanJ@stlouis-mo.gov
Brandon Bosley Ward 3, City of St. Louis scheinmanJ@stlouis-mo.gov
ROUND 2 KEY INFLUENCERS

Ben Abbott Permian Plastics babbott@permianplastics.com
Brent Barton VSM Abrasives bbarton@vsmabrasives.com

John Baue-Devaney Baue Funeral Homes johndevaney@baue.com

Andy Becker RB Manufacturing Andy.becker@rb.com

Al Beltranena St. Charles Convention Center abeltranena@stcharlesconventioncenter.com
Gary Bertolucci WB Industries gbertolucci@w-bindustries.com
Connie Bertolucci WB Industries chertolucci@w-bindustries.com
Leslie Borgmeyer RB Manufacturing Leslie.Borgmeyer@rb.com
Denise Bowen Faurecia Automotive Seating Denise.bowen@faurecia.com
Susan Boyle O'Fallon Casting shoyle@ofalloncasting.com

Dr. Curtis Cain Wentzville School District curtiscain@wsdr4.org

Bob Cissell Cissell Mueller Company bobcissell@cissellmueller.com
John Clark Masterclock jclark@masterclock.com

Spencer Dawkins Mid Rivers Mall Spencer.Dawkins@cblproperties.com
Dr. Bernie DuBray Fort Zumwalt School District bdubray@fz.k12.mo.us

Kelly Dunkle True Manufacturing kdunkle@truemfg.com

Diane Forbes General Motors Wentzville Assembly Plant diane.forbes@gm.com

Brad Franta Client Services Brad.Franta@clientservices.com
Robert Griggs Trinity Products rgriggs@trinityinc.com

Linda Haberstroh Phoenix Textile Corporation lhaberstroh@phoenixtextile.com
Scott Harding SCI Engineering sharding@sciengineering.com
Tim Lewin Embassy Suites Hotel tim.lewin@jgh.com

Tony Mathews Western St. Charles County Chamber of Commerce tony@westernstcharlescountychamber.com
Daryl Muhammad SCI Engineering dmuhammad@sciengineering.com
John Parmentier 1-70 Auto Body i70ab@yahoo.com

Mark Rhoades TVS Supply Chain Solutions mrhoades@na.tvsscs.com

Susan Sams Sams Carpet Cleaning & Repairs ssams@samsrug.com

Mike Santo General Motors Wentzville Assembly Plant mike.santo@gm.com
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Keith Schneider Cushman & Wakefield keith.schneider@cushwake.com
Jason Sefrit St. Charles School District jsefrit@stcharlessd.org

Chris Seyer Seyer Industries cwseyer@seyerind.com

Mark Seyer Seyer Industries mseyer@seyerind.com

Ward Shaw Ameristar Casino ward.shaw@ameristar.com
Jerry Shaw SAK Construction jshaw@sakcon.com

Ed Stephens Northrop Grumman - Cutting Edge Optronics ed.stephens@ngc.com

Scott Tate Greater St. Charles County Chamber of Commerce Scott@GSTCCC.com

Satya Veerpaneni General Motors Wentzville Assembly Plant satya.veerapaneni@gm.com
Tom Wapelhorst St. Charles County Convention & Sports Facilities Authority Tom@WaltersJewelrylnc.com
Chris Watts BJC Barnes-Jewish St. Peters Hospital Chris.Watts@bjc.org

Lisle Wescott SSM St. Joseph West Hospital lisle_wescott@ssmhc.com
Erin Williams O'Fallon Chamber of Commerce & Industries erin@ofallonchamber.org
Julia Collins NGA Julia.A.Collins@nga.mil

Tom Bukowski NGA

Darren Guttmann NGA

RESOURCE AGENCIES

Alan Leary Missouri Department of Natural Resources Alan.Leary@mdc.mo.gov
Cam Sholly U.S. Department of the Interior -- National Park Service Cam_Sholly@nps.gov

Carol Comer Missouri Department of Natural Resources Carol.Comer@dnr.mo.gov
Cecilia Tapia U.S. Environmental Protection Agency -- Environmental Services Divid Tapia.Cecilia@epa.gov

Dawn Perkins Federal Highway Administration Dawn.Perkins@dot.gov
Frank Opfer Illinois Department of Transportation Frank.Opfer@Illinois.gov
Judith Deel Missouri State Historic Preservation Office Judith.Deel@dnr.mo.gov
Karen Herrington U.S. Department of the Interior -- U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Karen_Herrington@fws.gov
Karen McHugh State Emergency Management Agency -- Missouri Department of Publif Karen.Mchugh@sema.dps.mo.gov
Keith McMullen U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Keith.A.McMullen@usace.army.mil
Kenneth Sessa Federal Emergency Management Agency Kenneth.Sessa@fema.dhs.gov
Mark Bechtel Federal Transit Administration Mark.Bechtel@dot.gov
Raegan Ball Federal Highway Administration Raegan.Ball@dot.gov

Renee Cook U.S. Department of Agriculture -- Natural Resource Conservation ServiRenee.Cook@mo.usda.gov
Scott Tener Federal Aviation Administration -- St. Louis Lambert International AirfScott. Tener@faa.gov
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TECHNICAL
ADVISORY GROUP
(TAG)
MEETINGS



07 28 2014 St. Louis City TAG Meeting

MEETING INVITE/ANNOUNCEMENT

07 28 2014 STL CITY TAG

TVISION
MoDOT invites you
to join the conversation

The 1-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages
Study is underway!

Please be a part of our St. Louis City Technical Advisory
Group meeting and offer your insights to our study.

This is the first of four meetings for this group.
Monday, July 28, 2014 + 9:00-10:30am
At the East-West Gateway Council of Governments
Board Room

#1 Memorial Drive, Suite 1600
St. Louis, MO 63102

Mo DOT
s

ENVISION
170

MoDOT St. Louis City Technical Advisory Group Meeting
Hosted by Lisa Kuntz, P.E., Project Manager, Missouri Department of Transportation

. Location .

¢ St. Louis City Technical Advisory
Group

map
t. Loulsy IMemodal Dri 4.5 AM - 10:30 AM Monday, July 28, 2014
o

g East-West Gateway Council

= 9 S 1 Memorial Dr
ﬁ Sie St Louis, MO 63102 (map)
P Coogis (314) 421-4220

Map data ©2018 Google

£ Add to calenda




MINUTES

07 28 2014 STL CITY TAG

Meeting Minutes

ENVISION
501 North Broadway
Suite 100
I. 7 O St. Louis, Missouri 63102 USA
1.314.335.4000 Fax 1.314.335.5130
Subject St. Louis City Client MoDOT
Technical Advisory
Group (TAG)
Date/Time July 28, 2014 Project I-70 PEL
9:00 a.m.
Meeting Location East-West Gateway | Project Number MoDOT J613038
Council of Jacobs C1X32800
Governments

Meeting Participants:

St. Louis City TAG Members

|-70 Team Members

Nick Nichols, St. Louis Port Authority

Lisa Kuntz, MoDOT

Jan Titus, St. Louis-Lambert International
Airport

Wesley Stephen, MoDOT

Don Roe, City Planning

Deanna Venker, MoDOT

Todd Antoine, Great Rivers Greenway

Denis Beganovic, MoDOT

Otis Williams, St. Louis Development Corp.

Mark Phillips, Metro

Rich Bradley, Board of Public Service

MaryGrace Lewandowski, EWG

Jessica Mefford Miller, Metro

Tracey Lober, Jacobs

Jo Emerick, URS

Denise Zerillo, Jacobs

Heather Lasher Todd, StratCommRX

Summary of Meeting

1. Welcome and Introductions

Tracey Lober, Jacobs project manager, welcomed the group and introduced the
Jacobs/URS team. Those in attendance were asked to introduce themselves.

2. Project Schedule and Description

a. The project began in late April and will take 18 months to complete.

b. Ms. Lober described the I-70 PEL as a transportation study that will
provide a visioning framework for the future of I-70.

c. The corridor limits are from 1-64/US 61, St. Charles County to the end of

the reversible lanes, St. Louis City.

d. Strategies will look beyond traditional highway/road planning and also
include multimodal options that will accommodate a framework for the

corridor over the next 20 years.

1-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

MoODOT
17




Meeting Minutes
Page |2

3.

4.

5.

Public Outreach Opportunities
a. The team has formed four advisory groups, three Technical Advisory

Groups (TAGs) and one Senior Advisory Group (SAG). The TAGs are St.
Louis City, St. Louis County, and St. Charles County.

. TAGs include members who can provide the study team with unique

perspectives on the technical challenges of the I-70 corridor and include
planning, engineering, economic development, and other jurisdictional
representatives along the corridor.

SAG members are local officials and representatives of regional
organizations and agencies from St. Louis City, St. Louis County, and St.
Charles County.

. There will be three more advisory group meetings with the St. Louis TAG

that will focus on visioning for the future of the corridor, identification of
strategies, and the recommendation of strategies.

. There will be two public meetings, immediately preceded by public officials

briefings, the first during the visioning phase and the last to present the
recommendations.

Other outreach tools that will be utilized will include a project website that
will incorporate a digital survey and social media.

Purpose and Need Elements
a. Ms. Lober explained that the team is now collecting information for the I-

70 PEL Study Purpose and Need Statement which is critical in developing
the basis for the study.

. The Purpose—Defines the problem (need) to be solved and outlines the

goals and objectives of a specific project. The purpose is not a solution,
but the reason why an agency is proposing the project.

. The Need—Provides data to support the problem statement (purpose). In

addition, the need describes the key problem(s) that are being addressed
and the cause of those problems.

. The Region has invested in a variety of previous and ongoing studies that

contain important information to consider and incorporate into the study.
Those studies were identified and members were encouraged to alert the
team of any additional studies that should be considered.

Breakout session — Large maps were provided and members were divided into
smaller groups and asked to identify key problems along the corridor as well as
“opportunities” that could benefit from improved transportation strategies along
the corridor. The small groups were asked to report back to the larger group on
the information discussed.

In general the group identified the following general problems and needs:

Problems:
0 Access to ports

] MODOT
175
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Freight routes from ports to airport
Reversible lanes

I-70 is a barrier
Confusing I-70 access points downtown

Needs:

0o

©0o0oo0oo0oo

Aesthetics of the corridor

Better use for reversible lanes

Better access from interchanges

Community cohesion

Accommodate freight better

Development to backfill areas of aging population

Sampling of comments and input provided:

o Vacant land in the city is different — it may have gone through several
iterations of commercial use and is now not used, but has the opportunity
to be used again

o0 Be aware of aging populations and the need to “back-fill” those areas with
other population groups as possible

o Consider future transportation technology for all areas (rural, suburban
and urban)

o0 Give consideration to future high gas prices, etc. in planning for use

o0 Look at areas beyond the end-points of the study for impact, positive or
negative, on the corridor — i.e. areas in lllinois, etc.

o Review the North Riverfront Development Study

0 The current Salisbury interchange is substandard

0 Looking into a light rail/BRT route along Natural Bridge Road

0 The areas along the corridor has an aging population and need
multimodal options to meet their needs

0 The Development Corp. has looked at the corridor in the city parcel-by-
parcel recently from Bacon Street south and can provide further
information

o0 Express Scripts is expanding and there is a desire to connect the existing
campuses and expand the greenway trail

0 The entrance to the airport is a problem currently; need improved signage
and improvements to help with directional decision-making

o Itis difficult to enter the reversible lanes downtown; the express lanes are
not needed for traffic — could they be changed to accommodate bike or
freight traffic?

o Investments in interstate and parallel arterials need to be coordinated for a
seamless, consistent regional mobility and aesthetics

o Consider making reversible lanes into dedicated HOV lanes

MoDOT
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o

I-70 bridges have been replaced, but no interchange improvements;
entire stretch of the current highway is atypical and has confusing I-70
access points
Big challenge for the region is designing investments that promote job-
housing balance
Need to look at corridor in terms of freight movements, intercity passenger
traffic and intra-regional auto commuter flow
Trucks travel Hall Street to Riverview to 1-270
Area needs to be more multimodal due to City demographics
Over the road vehicles can now cross the Musial Bridge

6. How Else Can You Participate

0o

[0}
(o]
o

The website, www.envisioni70.com, will go live approximately one month
prior to the public meeting

Share and link the website to appropriate sites.

Take the survey on the website once it goes live and pass it along!
Attend future meetings and help us announce the public meetings!

7. Next Steps

[0}
o

At the next meeting the team will present the Purpose and Need
The next “visualization” meeting will be a joint meeting of all three TAGs.

MODOT
1-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study
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Technical Advisory Group Meeting
St. Louis City
July 28, 2014

Welcome and Introductions
Project Schedule and Description

Public Outreach

* Advisory Groups

e Public Officials Briefings
* Public Meetings

Purpose and Need Elements

. Advisory Groups
Public Officials Briefings

How Else Can You Participate?

Next Steps

11



1-70 Regional Needs
Assessment and Strategies
Development Study

Technical Advisory Group
St. Louis City Meeting
July 28, 2014

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

) I-70 PEL STUDY

Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL)
Study

What is it?

A transportation planning study that takes a
broad look at transportation, economic,
social, and environmental issues to
determine the needs along a corridor

12

Transportation Corridor Improvement Group (TCIG)
MoDOT
East-West Gateway Council of Governments
Metro
Consultant Team
Jacobs
URS
StratCommRx
Development Strategies
Alta Planning & Design
Archaeological Research Center of St. Louis

) I-70 PEL STUDY

What is the I-70 PEL?

A transportation study that will provide a
visioning framework for I-70.

Will the future 1-70 be a commuter corridor?
Freight? Short trips?

Who will be using I-70 in 20 years?

B [M]

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study




) I-70 PEL STUDY

Benefits of a PEL
« Early public involvement
 Improved decision-making
 Streamlining project development

 Allows study of future project areas without
funding

» Does not prohibit existing projects in corridor
from moving forward

) I-70 PEL STUDY

Outcome of a PEL
« Determine system-wide strategies

 |dentify infrastructure investments and
services that would implement strategies

e Establish sections of independent utility
that will progress into the NEPA process

e Prioritize and move forward sections as
funding is available

I CC%#/00R CONDITIONS ASSESSMENT
- I o: L0 PURPOSE AND NEED
K M 061 BROAD RANGE OF STRATEGIES
screencano evatuate stearecies [ R
oeveror et kerorT [N

1-70 PEL FINAL RECOMMENDAIIONSO

2014 2015

13

I-70 PEL STUDY

Study Area Boundary




I-70 PEL STU
Early History of I-70

¢ June 1956—President Eisenhower signs the
Federal Aid-Highway Act into law.

* August 1956—Contracts were approved to build
a portion of I-70 in St. Charles County and a
segment within the City of St. Louis.

=85 [M]

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study |

Y PUBLIC OUTREACH

e Advisory Groups

« Public Official Briefings
¢ Public Meetings

* Website

« Social Media

« Digital Survey

) ADVISORY GROUPS

Senior Advisory Group (SAG)

Role: Members of this group will
provide strategy-level insights on the
efforts of the project team, as well as
explore and dive into some of the key

issues around the study.

14

) ADVISORY GROUPS

Senior Advisory Group (SAG)
invited

* Mayor, City of St. Louis
* County Executive —

St. Louis County
*County Executive —

St. Charles County
* Missouri Department of

* St. Louis Economic Development
Partnership

* Greater St. Charles Chamber

* St. Louis Convention and Visitors
Commission

* Greater St. Charles Convention and

Transportation Visitors Bureau

* Metro « St. Louis Regional Chamber

* East-West Gateway Council * Lambert-St. Louis International
of Governments Airport

* St. Louis Municipal League * University of Missouri - St. Louis

« Lindenwood University

DOT

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study



ADVISORY GROUPS

Technical Advisory Groups (TAG)

v’ St. Charles County
v’ St. Louis County
v’ St. Louis City

Role:

Members have a unique perspective on the technical
challenges along the I-70 corridor. These three groups
are an important resource of technical input for the
study.

A Planning and Enviroi

tal Linkages (PEL) Study

ADVISORY GROUPS

Technical Advisory Group (St. Charles)

invited

* Great Rivers Greenway

+ St. Charles County Transportation
Department

+ City of O'Fallon Economic
Development

 City of St. Peters Transportation
and Development

 City of St. Charles Economic
Development

 City of Jennings Street Department

« City of Lake Saint Louis Public Works
* St. Charles County Planning & Zoning
Department
 St. Charles Area Transit (SCAT)
 St. Charles County Highways Department
 St. Charles Public Works and Engineering
« O'Fallon Planning and Development
* St. Peters Planning, Community
& Economic Development
* Wentazville Public Works
* Ridefinders

A Planning and Envi ntal Linkages (PEL) Study

ADVISORY GROUPS

ADVISORY GROUPS

Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis County)

invited

+ Berkeley Planning and Zoning
Commission

* Bridgeton Planning & Economic
Development

* Cool Valley Public Works Director

* Edmunson Public Works Director

* Ferguson Public Works Director

* Great Rivers Greenway

* Jennings Public Works, Streets

* Maryland Heights Public Works

* Normandy Public Works

 Northwoods Public Works

* Pasadena Hills Environmental
Commissioner

* Pine Lawn Public Works

* Ridefinders

* St. Louis County Department of Planning

* St. Louis County Department of Highways,

and Parks Traffic and Public Works
* Lambert St. Louis-International * University of MO St. Louis
Airport * Woodson Terrace Public Works

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

15

Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis City)

invited

* Great Rivers Greenway

* Ridefinders

* St. Louis City Streets Department

¢ Lambert St. Louis-International
Airport

* St. Louis Planning and Urban Design

* St. Louis City Board of Public Service

* St. Louis Port Authority

¢ St. Louis Development Corp.




) PURPOSE AND NEED

Purpose and Need Statement
 Dirives the study process and
outcomes

* Well-defined, well-established, and
well-justified

e Determines which strategies are
reasonable, prudent, and practicable

) PURPOSE AND NEED

« P&N goals and objectives should include desired
project outcomes such as SlUs

» The goals and objectives should balance
environmental and transportation values

» Goals and objectives may include the following:
« Community Goals
« Environmental Goals
« Regulatory Compliance

16

) PURPOSE AND NEED

e The Purpose—Defines the problem (need) to
be solved and the reason why the agency is
proposing the project.

¢ The Need—Provides data to support the
problem statement (purpose).

) DATA COLLECTION

Previous and Ongoing Studies

St. Peter’s Outer Road AJR

O'Fallon Transportation Study

|-70/Hanley/Scudder AJR

1-270 Environmental Assessment

Metro Long Range Plan

EWG Regional Freight Study

Metro Bus Rapid Transit Study

St. Ann EA

St. Charles 5™ Street Interchange Study

Airport Plans

Community Plans (land use, long range economic development)
Other existing studies in the corridor, including bicycle and pedestrian
plans

e o e s o s s e o s s o




DATA COLLECTION DATA COLLECTION

DATA COLLECTION DATA COLLECTION

)

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study |
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) DATA COLLECTION

__ZeroNehicle Hovisholds
S < 1]

m PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

Breakout

THANK YOU!

oy PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

Why Are You Here Today?

Help the project team identify other
important information that we should
consider incorporating in the Purpose and
Need

Y PUBLIC OUTREACH

How Else Can You Participate?

« Attend Future Meetings

Share our website at ===
www.envisioni70.com with co- ‘ N
workers, family, friends, and
others

Provide a link to
www.envisioni70.com from
your organization’s website.

Follow us on Facebook and
Twitter

EASTWEST GATERA

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study |
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COMMENTS

07 28 2014 STL CITY TAG

ENVISION

) MoDOT Advisory Group
Meeting Analysis Date: July 28, 2014

St. Louis City TAG

Please indicate your response to each statement .
by checking the appropriate box. Average from.l Not Favorable;
2 Neutral; 3 Favorable
1. The location of the meeting worked for me. 2.75
2. My time was well-spent. 3.00
3. The topic was relevant to me and/or my organization. 3.00
4. The right people for this discussion were in the room. 2.63
5. The pace of the meeting kept my attention. 2.88
6. | will participate in similar events by this group in the future. 3.00

Please add any comments on the reverse side. Thank you for helping us improve.

¢ On question 4, “The right people for this discussion were in the room.” — No subtraction, but add!

19



07 28 2014 St. Charles County TAG Meeting

MEETING INVITE/ANNOUNCEMENT

07 28 2014 ST. CHARLES COUNTY TAG

ENVISION
MoDOT invites you
to join the conversation

The 1-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages
Study is underway!

Please be a part of our St. Charles County Technical
Advisory Group meeting and offer your insights to our
study.

This is the first of four meetings for this group.
Monday, July 28, 2014 + 2:00-3:30pm
At the Spencer Road Branch Library

Multipurpose Room 112
427 Spencer Road, St. Peters, MO 63376

MoDOT
P

170

MoDOT St. Charles County Technical Advisory Group Meeting
Hosted by Lisa Kuntz, P.E., Project Manager, Missouri Department of Transportation

. Location L
) i 4 m St. Charles County Technical
View larger Advisory Group

map
427
Y 27 Spencet Rt 1) pM - 3:30 PM Monday, July 28, 2014

Spencer Road Branch Library, Multipurpose Room
112

a 427 Spencer Rd
Google St Peters, MO 63376 (map)
Map data ©2018 Google (636) 447-2320

Mg

Add to calendar

20



MINUTES

07 28 2014 ST. CHARLES COUNTY TAG

Meeting Minutes

ENVISION
501 North Broadway
Suite 100
I. 7 O St. Louis, Missouri 63102 USA
1.314.335.4000 Fax 1.314.335.5130
Subject St. Charles County | Client MoDOT
Technical Advisory
Group (TAG)
Date/Time July 28, 2014 Project I-70 PEL
2:00 p.m.
Meeting Location Spencer Rd. Branch | Project Number MoDOT J613038
Library Jacobs C1X32800

Meeting Participants:

St. Charles TAG Members

I-70 Team Members

Julie Powers, City of St. Peters

Lisa Kuntz, MoDOT

Russ Batzel, St. Charles County

Wesley Stephen, MoDOT

Mike Hurlbert, City of O’Fallon

Larry Welty, MoDOT

Todd Antoine, GRG

Denis Beganovic, MoDOT

John Greifsu, St. Charles County

Mark Phillips, Metro

Jerry Hurlbert, St. Charles City

MaryGrace Lewandowski, EWG

Wayne Anthony, St. Charles County

Jonathan Swagman, MoDOT

Kevin Corwin, City of St. Charles

Tracey Lober, Jacobs

David Batzel, City of St. Charles

Jo Emerick, URS

Denise Zerillo, Jacobs

Heather Lasher Todd, StratCommRX

Alternates

Others Attending

Douglas Lee, City of Wentzville

Gary Elmestad, St. Charles County

Terry Ridgon, City of Lake St. Louis

Shannon Gerard, City of O’Fallon

Summary of Meeting

1. Welcome and Introductions

Tracey Lober, Jacobs project manager, welcomed the group and introduced the
Jacobs/URS team. Those in attendance were asked to introduce themselves.

2. Project Schedule and Description
a. The project began in late April and will take 18 months to complete.
b. Ms. Lober described the I-70 PEL as a transportation study that will
provide a visioning framework for the future of I-70.
c. The corridor limits are from [-64/US 61, St. Charles County to the end of
the reversible lanes, St. Louis City.

MoDOT
7=

1-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

21



Meeting Minutes
Page |2

d. Strategies will look beyond traditional highway/road planning and also
include multimodal options that will accommodate a framework for the
corridor over the next 20 years.

3. Public Outreach Opportunities

a. The team has formed four advisory groups, three Technical Advisory
Groups (TAGs) and one Senior Advisory Group (SAG). The TAGs are St.
Louis City, St. Louis County, and St. Charles County.

b. TAGs include members who can provide the study team with unique
perspectives on the technical challenges of the I-70 corridor and include
planning, engineering, economic development, and other jurisdictional
representatives along the corridor.

c. SAG members are local officials and representatives of regional
organizations and agencies from St. Louis City, St. Louis County, and St.
Charles County.

d. There will be three more advisory group meetings with the St. Charles
TAG that will focus on visioning for the future of the corridor, identification
of strategies, and the recommendation of strategies.

e. There will be two public meetings, immediately preceded by public officials
briefings, the first during the visioning phase and the last to present the
recommendations.

f. Other outreach tools that will be utilized will include a project website that
will incorporate a digital survey and social media.

4. Purpose and Need Elements

a. Ms. Lober explained that the team is now collecting information for the I-
70 PEL Study Purpose and Need Statement which is critical in developing
the basis for the study.

b. The Purpose—Defines the problem (need) to be solved and outlines the
goals and objectives of a specific project. The purpose is not a solution,
but the reason why an agency is proposing the project.

c. The Need—Provides data to support the problem statement (purpose). In
addition, the need describes the key problem(s) that are being addressed
and the cause of those problems.

d. The Region has invested in a variety of previous and ongoing studies that
contain important information to consider and incorporate into the study.
Those studies were identified and members were encouraged to alert the
team of any additional studies that should be considered.

5. Breakout session — Large maps were provided and members were divided into
smaller groups and asked to identify key problems along the corridor as well as
“opportunities” that could benefit from improved transportation strategies along

MSDOT
1-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study
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the corridor. The small groups were asked to report back to the larger group on
the information discussed.

General themes identified

Problems:

Freight access north of I-70 and to GM
Corridor is looking old

I-70 is a barrier

Pedestrian/bike conflicts with highway

Specific interchange deficiencies noted
Good visibility, poor access

Oo0oo0oo0oo0o

Needs:

Community cohesion

Improved aesthetics of corridor

Accommodate freight better

Alternative transportation to hospitals

Better access from interchanges and development areas
Redevelopment of the Old Belz mall

Changes to current land use and demographics

Possible expansion near Hwy P; concern with truck access
I-70 Access Improvement Study and EDC Partnership for Progress
Study -

St. Charles has good visibility but poor access

Large amounts of new development, especially light industrial

OO0OO0OO0OO0OO0OO0OO0OO

o o

Sampling of input and comments provided:

o  Wentzville was at the west end of the statewide plan
e The North West quad of 1-64/1-70 is considered medical long-term use
e  South East quad of I-64/1-70, the old Belz mall, was identified for redevelopment
e The St. Peters members identified:
o Deficient interchanges
o Changes to current land use and demographics
o Expressed safety concerns with the 1-370 and I-70 interchange
o0 Hospitals have expressed a desire for public transit to assist employees
. O’Fallon members noted
o Identified interchange concerns
o0 Safety concern expressed with trucks
o0 Possible expansion near Hwy P as an economic development opportunity
o0 Members mentioned truck access an issue for development opportunities
0 [-70 Access Improvement Study and EDC Partnership for Progress Study
were noted
. St. Charles members
MoDOT
1-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study i
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0 Good visibility, poor access
o0 Large amounts of new development, especially light industrial

7. How Else Can You Participate
0 The website, www.envisioni70.com, will go live approximately one month
prior to the public meeting.
o0 Share and link the website to appropriate sites.
o Take the survey on the website once it goes live and pass it along!
o Attend future meetings and help us announce the public meetings!

8. Next Steps
o0 At the next meeting the team will present the Purpose and Need
0 The next “visualization” meeting will be a joint meeting of all three TAGs.

MSDOT
1-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study
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EXHIBITS

07 28 2014 ST. CHARLES COUNTY TAG

I-70 Regional Needs
Assessment and Strategies
Development Study

Technical Advisory Group
St. Charles County Meeting
July 28, 2014

-~ I-70 PEL STUDY

Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL)
Study

What is it?

A transportation planning study that takes a
broad look at transportation, economic,
social, and environmental issues to
determine the needs along a corridor

26

Transportation Corridor Improvement Group (TCIG)
MoDOT
East-West Gateway Council of Governments
Metro
Consultant Team
Jacobs
URS
StratCommRx
Development Strategies
Alta Planning & Design
Archaeological Research Center of St. Louis

=,
A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

) I-70 PEL STUDY

What is the I-70 PEL?

A transportation study that will provide a
visioning framework for I-70.

Will the future 1-70 be a commuter corridor?
Freight? Short trips?

Who will be using 1-70 in 20 years?




) I-70 PEL ST ) I-70 PEL

Benefits of a PEL Outcome of a PEL

« Early public involvement » Determine system-wide strategies

» Improved decision-making « Identify infrastructure investments and

« Streamlining project development services that would implement strategies

« Allows study of future project areas without + Establish sections of independent utility
funding that will progress into the NEPA process

« Does not prohibit existing projects in corridor + Prioritize and move forward sections as
from moving forward funding is available

M]

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

I-70 PEL STUDY

= = __Study Area Boundary

= I <O:kID0R CONDITIONS ASSESSMENT ";’, Cot N 5 X
o I o:VELOF PURPOSE AND NEED f
K 3 (0ENTIFY BROAD RANGE OF STRATEGIES
screen anp evaate srearecies [
oevelop pet rerorT [N
1-70 PEL FINAL RECOMMENDATIONS o
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Y I-70 PEL STUDY
Early History of I-70

« June 1956—President Eisenhower signs the
Federal Aid-Highway Act into law.

¢ August 1956—Contracts were approved to build
a portion of I-70 in St. Charles County and a
segment within the City of St. Louis.

A Planning and Environmer.

Linkages (PEL) Study |

Y PUBLIC OUTREACH

¢ Advisory Groups

< Public Official Briefings
¢ Public Meetings

* Website

« Social Media

< Digital Survey

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

~ ADVISORY GROUPS

Senior Advisory Group (SAG)

Role: Members of this group will
provide strategy-level insights on the
efforts of the project team, as well as
explore and dive into some of the key

issues around the study.

~ ADVISORY GROUPS

Senior Advisory Group (SAG)
invited

* Mayor, City of St. Louis
* County Executive —

St. Louis County
*County Executive —

St. Charles County
* Missouri Department of

* St. Louis Economic Development
Partnership

* Greater St. Charles Chamber

* St. Louis Convention and Visitors
Commission

* Greater St. Charles Convention and

Transportation Visitors Bureau

* Metro * St. Louis Regional Chamber

* East-West Gateway Council * Lambert-St. Louis International
of Governments Airport

* St. Louis Municipal League « University of Missouri - St. Louis

« Lindenwood University

=,
A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study



ADVISORY GROUPS

Technical Advisory Groups (TAG)

v’ St. Charles County
v’ St. Louis County
v’ St. Louis City

Role:

Members have a unique perspective on the technical
challenges along the I-70 corridor. These three groups
are an important resource of technical input for the
study.

A Planning and Envirol

ntal Linkages (PEL) Study

ADVISORY GROUPS

Technical Advisory Group (St. Charles)

invited

* Great Rivers Greenway

* St. Charles County Transportation
Department

« City of O'Fallon Economic
Development

« City of St. Peters Transportation
and Development

« City of St. Charles Economic
Development

« City of Jennings Street Department

« City of Lake Saint Louis Public Works
* St. Charles County Planning & Zoning
Department
* St. Charles Area Transit (SCAT)
* St. Charles County Highways Department
* St. Charles Public Works and Engineering
+ O'Fallon Planning and Development
* St. Peters Planning, Community
& Economic Development
* Wentzville Public Works
* Ridefinders

A Planning and Envir

ntal Linkages (PEL) Study |

ADVISORY GROUPS

ADVISORY GROUPS

Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis County)

invited

* Berkeley Planning and Zoning
Commission

+ Bridgeton Planning & Economic
Development

* Cool Valley Public Works Director

* Edmunson Public Works Director

* Ferguson Public Works Director

* Great Rivers Greenway

+ Jennings Public Works, Streets

* Maryland Heights Public Works

* Normandy Public Works

* Northwoods Public Works

* Pasadena Hills Environmental
Commissioner

* Pine Lawn Public Works

* Ridefinders

* St. Louis County Department of Planning

* St. Louis County Department of Highways,

and Parks Traffic and Public Works
* Lambert St. Louis-International * University of MO St. Louis
Airport * Woodson Terrace Public Works

(M)

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study
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Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis City)

invited

* Great Rivers Greenway

* Ridefinders

¢ St. Louis City Streets Department

¢ Lambert St. Louis-International
Airport

¢ St. Louis Planning and Urban Design

¢ St. Louis City Board of Public Service

« St. Louis Port Authority

¢ St. Louis Development Corp.

A Planning and Envir ntal Linkages (PEL) Study




) PURPOSE AND NEED ) DATA COLLECTION

Purpose and Need Statement Previous and Ongoing Studies

St. Peter’s Outer Road AJR

O’Fallon Transportation Study

1-70/Hanley/Scudder AJR

1-270 Environmental Assessment

Metro Long Range Plan

EWG Regional Freight Study

Metro Bus Rapid Transit Study

St. Ann EA

St. Charles 5™ Street Interchange Study

Airport Plans

Community Plans (land use, long range economic development)
Other existing studies in the corridor, including bicycle and pedestrian
plans

» Drives the study process and
outcomes

« Well-defined, well-established, and
well-justified

» Determines which strategies are
reasonable, prudent, and practicable

e e o o s e s e 6 s s

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study
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o COLLECTION

m PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

Why Are You Here Today?

Help the project team identify other
important information that we should
consider incorporating in the Purpose and
Need




- PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

Breakout

)

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

) PUBLIC OUTREACH

How Else Can You Participate?

« Take our survey at
www.envisioni70.com

Does your organization have an
email list that would be
interested in the Envision I-70
PEL. Can you send them the
www.envisioni70.com link and
ask them to take the survey?

.

Ask us to provide you with a
paragraph(s) for your newsletter.

) PUBLIC OUTREACH

How Else Can You Participate?

Attend Future Meetings

Share our website at
Www.envisioni70.com with co-
workers, family, friends, and
others

Provide a link to
www.envisioni70.com from
your organization’s website.

Follow us on Facebook and
Twitter

32

) PUBLIC OUTREACH

What's Next?

¢ Study team will report on the
Purpose and Need

e “Visualization Workshop” with all
TAGs in a joint meeting

e Take our survey and pass it along!




COMMENTS

07 28 2014 ST. CHARLES COUNTY TAG

ENVISION

® MoDOT Advisory Group
Meeting Analysis Date: July 28, 2014

St. Charles County TAG

Please in_dicate your response to each statement Average from 1 Not Favorable:
by checking the appropriate box. 2 Neutral: 3 Favorable

1. The location of the meeting worked for me. 2.93

2. My time was well-spent. 3.00

3. The topic was relevant to me and/or my organization. 2.93

4. The right people for this discussion were in the room. 2.93

5. The pace of the meeting kept my attention. 3.00

6. | will participate in similar events by this group in the future. 3.00

Please add any comments on the reverse side. Thank you for helping us improve.

*« No comments
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07 29 2014 St. Louis County TAG Meeting

MEETING INVITE/ANNOUNCEMENT

07 29 2014 STL COUNTY TAG

TVISION
MoDOT invites you
to join the conversation

The 1-70 Planning and Envir I Link
Study is underway!

Please be a part of our St. Louis County Technical Advisory
Group meeting and offer your insights to our study.

This is the first of four meetings for this group.
Tuesday, July 29, 2014 + 9:00-10:30am
At the Maryland Heights Centre (Community Center)

Room 3
2344 McKelvey Rd., Maryland Heights, MO 63043

MoDOT
(75

ENVISION
17@
29

MoDOT St. Louis County Technical Advisory Group Meeting
Hosted by Lisa Kuntz, P.E., Project Manager, Missouri Department of Transportation

. Location .

984 4 i [ g sinin | St. Louis County Technical
View larger Advisory Group

map
44 Kel:
Y” McKelvey 5.0 AM - 10:30 AM Tuesday, July 29, 2014

Mas
Maryland Heights Centre (Community Center),

¥

H Room 3
M' T 2344 McKelvey Road
S Google™ "™  Mary

vary Maryland Heights, MO 63043 (map)
Map data ©2018 Google 314-738-2599

£ Add to calendar
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MINUTES

07 29 2014 STL COUNTY TAG

Meeting Minutes

ENVISION
501 North Broadway
Suite 100
I. 7 O St. Louis, Missouri 63102 USA
1.314.335.4000 Fax 1.314.335.5130
Subject St. Louis County Client MoDOT
Technical Advisory
Group (TAG)
Date/Time July 29, 2014 Project I-70 PEL
9:00 a.m.
Meeting Location Maryland Heights Project Number MoDOT J613038
Centre Jacobs C1X32800

Meeting Participants:

St. Louis County TAG Members I-70 Team Members
Doug Zaiz, Woodson Terrace Lisa Kuntz, MoDOT

Jan Titus, St. Louis-Lambert International Wesley Stephen, MoDOT
Airport

Glenn Powers, St. Louis County Planning Larry Welty, MoDOT

Ted Medler, St. Louis County Highway and Denis Beganovic, MoDOT
Traffic

Kittrel Braselman, City of Northwoods Mark Phillips, Metro

David Bookless, Bridgeton Tracey Lober, Jacobs

Tom Curran, St. Louis County Jo Emerick, URS

Chuck Nunn, City of Edmundson Denise Zerillo, Jacobs

Mark Vogel, Great Rivers Greenway Heather Lasher Todd, StratCommRX

Ralph McDaniel, City of Berkeley

Alternates

J.G. Loos, City of Maryland Heights

Summary of Meeting
1. Welcome and Introductions

Tracey Lober, Jacobs project manager, welcomed the group and introduced the
Jacobs/URS team. Those in attendance were asked to introduce themselves.

2. Project Schedule and Description
a. The project began in late April and will take 18 months to complete.
b. Ms. Lober described the I-70 PEL as a transportation study that will
provide a visioning framework for the future of I-70.
c. The corridor limits are from I-64/US 61, St. Charles County to the end of
the reversible lanes, St. Louis City.

MOSDOT
1-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study
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Meeting Minutes
Page |2

d.

Strategies will look beyond traditional highway/road planning and also
include multimodal options that will accommodate a framework for the
corridor over the next 20 years.

3. Public Outreach Opportunities

a.

The team has formed four advisory groups, three Technical Advisory
Groups (TAGs) and one Senior Advisory Group (SAG). The TAGs are St.
Louis City, St. Louis County, and St. Charles County.

TAGs include members who can provide the study team with unique
perspectives on the technical challenges of the I-70 corridor and include
planning, engineering, economic development, and other jurisdictional
representatives along the corridor.

SAG members are local officials and representatives of regional
organizations and agencies from St. Louis City, St. Louis County, and St.
Charles County.

There will be three more advisory group meetings with the St. Louis TAG
that will focus on visioning for the future of the corridor, identification of
strategies, and the recommendation of strategies.

There will be two public meetings, immediately preceded by public officials
briefings, the first during the visioning phase and the last to present the
recommendations

Other outreach tools that will be utilized will include a project website that
will incorporate a digital survey and social media.

4. Purpose and Need Elements

a.

Ms. Lober explained that the team is now collecting information for the I-
70 PEL Study Purpose and Need Statement which is critical in developing
the basis for the study.

. The Purpose—Defines the problem (need) to be solved and outlines the

goals and objectives of a specific project. The purpose is not a solution,
but the reason why an agency is proposing the project.

The Need—Provides data to support the problem statement (purpose). In
addition, the need describes the key problem(s) that are being addressed
and the cause of those problems.

The Region has invested in a variety of previous and ongoing studies that
contain important information to consider and incorporate into the study.
Those studies were identified and members were encouraged to alert the
team of any studies that should be considered.

5. Public Outreach Opportunities

a.

The team has formed four advisory groups, three Technical Advisory
Groups (TAGs) and one Senior Advisory Group (SAG). The TAGs are
made up of representatives of St. Louis City, St. Louis County and St.
Charles County.

MODOT
1-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study
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TAGs include members who can provide the study team with unique
perspectives on the technical challenges of the I-70 corridor and include
planning, engineering, economic development and other jurisdictional
representatives along the corridor.

b. SAG members are local officials and representatives of regional
organizations and agencies from St. Louis City, St. Louis County, and St.
Charles County.

c. The groups will meet three more times to focus on visioning for the future
of the corridor, help in the development of strategies, and to allow the
team to present the recommendation of strategies.

d. There will be two public meetings, immediately preceded by public officials
briefings, the first during the visioning phase and the last to present the
recommendations

e. Other outreach tools that will be utilized will include a project website that
will incorporate a digital survey and social media.

6. Purpose and Need Elements

a. Ms. Lober explained that the team is now collecting information for the I-
70 PEL study Purpose and Need Statement which is critical in developing
the basis for the study.

b. The Purpose—Defines the problem (need) to be solved and outlines the
goals and objectives of a specific project. The purpose is not a solution,
but the reason why an agency is proposing the project.

c. The Need—Provides data to support the problem statement (purpose). In
addition, the need describes the key problem(s) that are being addressed
and the cause of those problems.

d. The Region has invested in a variety of previous and ongoing studies that
contain important information to consider and incorporate into the study.
Those studies were identified and members were encouraged to alert the
team of any additional studies that should be considered.

7. Ms. Lober explained the “breakout sessions” with the TAGs that met earlier in the
week. The purpose of the breakout sessions was to collect information that will
be used in developing the existing conditions report along with other social,
environmental, and transportation data that is being collected. TAG members
were asked to identify the “problems and needs” of the corridor and their input
was summarized and reviewed by the SAG.

General Themes Identified
Problems:

o Lack of freight routes from airport to ports
o0 |-70is a barrier for communities/pedestrians/bikes

MODOT
1-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study
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[e}Ne)

Needs:

Oo0o0oo0oo

Pedestrian/bike access/safety near airport is non-existent
Vehicular access at Airport is confusing
Specific interchange deficiencies noted

Community cohesion

Accommodate freight better

Extend MetroLink to Earth City

Improved truck access to North Park development area
Better access from interchanges in general

Sampling of comments and input received

(0}

(0}

Oo0oo0oo

o

o

Jennings Station Road, four-lane reconstruction completed; TIF
potential for redevelopment

Emerson is expanding at Bermuda and |-70: continuous development
is planned, geometric concerns at interchange for trucks

24:1, Beyond Housing, redevelopment; Normandy School District
should be considered

Natural Bridge Road diet (Great Streets), could divert more traffic

to I-70

Edmunson commented that Woodson Rd. (Rte. EE) was overbuilt for
the traffic it carries and shrinking it ( road diet) would be appropriate. A
road diet would help change the character of the area

1-70 and 1-170, concern with northbound left lane exit

South side of Lambert is cut off by I-70

St. Charles Rock Road, development between Walmart and 1-270
Need for freight between St Louis City and Lambert, concern with
geometrics at most interchanges for freight

Increase non-modal, BRT along I-70, extend LRT from Lambert to
Earth City needed

NorthPark area, unincorporated, mixed use potential; South of I-70
redevelopment potential including Metro P&R lot

New MetroLink stop at Springdale was considered at one time
Lambert cargo, 1-170 and Scudder; vacant land, potential industrial and
commercial

Poor access for both pedestrians and cars along Air Flight and Pear
Tree

Bike/Pedestrian access not available to Lambert MetroLink station

8. How Else Can You Participate

0 The website, www.envisioni70.com, will go live approximately one month
prior to the public meeting

o0 Share and link the website to appropriate sites.

o Take the survey on the website once it goes live and pass it along!

MODOT
1-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study
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o Attend future meetings and help us announce the public meetings!
9. Next Steps

o0 At the next meeting the team will present the Purpose and Need
0 The next “visualization” meeting will be a joint meeting of all three TAGs.

MODOT
1-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study
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SIGN-IN SHEETS

07 29 2014 STL COUNTY TAG

ENVISION

17@

MoDOT I-70 PEL Study
St. Louis County Technical Advisory Group
July 29, 2014, 9am
Maryland Heights Centre

Name Representing/Organization Phone E-Mail
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St. Louis County Technical Advisory Group
July 29, 2014, 9am
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MoDOT I-70 PEL Study
St. Louis County Technical Advisory Group
July 29, 2014, 9am
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EXHIBITS

07 29 2014, STL COUNTY TAG

I-70 Regional Needs
Assessment and Strategies
Development Study

Technical Advisory Group
St. Louis County Meeting
July 29, 2014

) I-70 PEL STUDY

Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL)
Study

What is it?

A transportation planning study that takes a
broad look at transportation, economic,
social, and environmental issues to
determine the needs along a corridor

42

Transportation Corridor Improvement Group (TCIG)
MoDOT
East-West Gateway Council of Governments
Metro
Consultant Team
Jacobs
URS
StratCommRx
Development Strategies
Alta Planning & Design
Archaeological Research Center of St. Louis

) I-70 PEL STUDY

What is the I-70 PEL?

A transportation study that will provide a
visioning framework for I-70.

Will the future 1-70 be a commuter corridor?
Freight? Short trips?

Who will be using I-70 in 20 years?




I-70 PEL STUDY

I-70 PEL STUDY

Benefits of a PEL
« Early public involvement
¢ Improved decision-making
¢ Streamlining project development

« Allows study of future project areas without
funding

< Does not prohibit existing projects in corridor
from moving forward

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

Outcome of a PEL
¢ Determine system-wide strategies

¢ ldentify infrastructure investments and
services that would implement strategies

< Establish sections of independent utility
that will progress into the NEPA process

* Prioritize and move forward sections as
funding is available

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

I CO%:/00R CONDITIONS ASSESSMENT
X I o:vELO? PURPOSE AND NEED
K 3 (0:NTIFY BROAD RANGE OF STRATEGIES
screenano evatate stearecis [
oevelo pet kerorT [N

1-70 PEL FINAL RECOMMENDATIONS 0

£ 2014 2015
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I-70 PEL STUDY




) [-70 PEL STUDY - PUBLIC OUTREACH

Early History of I-70
. ) ) * Advisory Groups
 June 1956—President Eisenhower signs the _ o o
Federal Aid-Highway Act into law. * Public Official Briefings
. * Public Meetings
« August 1956—Contracts were approved to build
a portion of I-70 in St. Charles County and a * Website
segment within the City of St. Louis. . Social Media

« Digital Survey

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

) ADVISORY GROUPS Y ADVISORY GROUPS

. . Senior Advisory Group (SAG
Senior Advisory Group (SAG) invizd P )
* Mayor, City of St. Louis * St. Louis Economic Development
Role: Members of this group will + County Executive ~ Partnership
. L St. Louis County * Greater St. Charles Chamber
provide strategy-level insights on the «County Executive -  st. Louis Convention and Visitors
efforts of the project team, as well as St. Charles County Commission _
i . * Missouri Department of * Greater St. Charles Convention and
explore and dive into some of the key Transportation Visitors Bureau
H * Metro * St. Louis Regional Chamber
Issues around the StUdy' * East-West Gateway Council * Lambert-St. Louis International
of Governments Airport
* St. Louis Municipal League « University of Missouri - St. Louis
 Lindenwood University
DOT
2

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study
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ADVISORY GROUPS

Technical Advisory Groups (TAG)

v' St. Charles County
v' St. Louis County
v' St. Louis City

Role:

Members have a unique perspective on the technical
challenges along the I-70 corridor. These three groups
are an important resource of technical input for the
study.

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

ADVISORY GROUPS

Technical Advisory Group (St. Charles)

invited

* Great Rivers Greenway

 St. Charles County Transportation
Department

« City of O'Fallon Economic
Development

 City of St. Peters Transportation
and Development

« City of St. Charles Economic
Development

« City of Jennings Street Department

* City of Lake Saint Louis Public Works
* St. Charles County Planning & Zoning
Department
* St. Charles Area Transit (SCAT)
* St. Charles County Highways Department
* St. Charles Public Works and Engineering
+ O'Fallon Planning and Development
* St. Peters Planning, Community
& Economic Development
* Wentaville Public Works
* Ridefinders

ADVISORY GROUPS

ADVISORY GROUPS

Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis County)

invited

* Berkeley Planning and Zoning * Maryland Heights Public Works
Commission * Normandy Public Works

* Bridgeton Planning & Economic * Northwoods Public Works
Development * Pasadena Hills Environmental

* Cool Valley Public Works Director Commissioner

* Edmunson Public Works Director * Pine Lawn Public Works

* Ferguson Public Works Director * Ridefinders

* Great Rivers Greenway * St. Louis County Department of Planning

* Jennings Public Works, Streets * St. Louis County Department of Highways,

and Parks Traffic and Public Works
* Lambert St. Louis-International * University of MO St. Louis
Airport * Woodson Terrace Public Works

A Planning and Envi

tal Linkages (PEL) Study
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Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis City)

invited

* Great Rivers Greenway

* Ridefinders

* St. Louis City Streets Department

¢ Lambert St. Louis-International
Airport

* St. Louis Planning and Urban Design

* St. Louis City Board of Public Service

* St. Louis Port Authority

* St. Louis Development Corp.

A Planning and Envi ntal Linkages (PEL) Study



Y PURPOSE AND NEED

Purpose and Need Statement
 Drives the study process and
outcomes

« Well-defined, well-established, and
well-justified

» Determines which strategies are
reasonable, prudent, and practicable

)

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study
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m DATA COLLECTION

Previous and Ongoing Studies

St. Peter’s Outer Road AJR

O’Fallon Transportation Study

|-70/Hanley/Scudder AJR

1-270 Environmental Assessment

Metro Long Range Plan

EWG Regional Freight Study

Metro Bus Rapid Transit Study

St. Ann EA

St. Charles 5™ Street Interchange Study

Airport Plans

Community Plans (land use, long range economic development)
Other existing studies in the corridor, including bicycle and pedestrian
plans

e o e s s e s s e s s e

)

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study




Y DATA COLLECTION

- COLLECTION

___ZoroNahicle Hovssholds
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COLLECTION

) PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

Why Are You Here Today?

Help the project team identify other
important information that we should
consider incorporating in the Purpose and
Need




) PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

Breakout

- PUBLIC OUTREACH

How Else Can You Participate?

« Take our survey at
www.envisioni70.com

« Does your organization have an
email list that would be
interested in the Envision I-70
PEL. Can you send them the
www.envisioni70.com link and
ask them to take the survey?

Ask us to provide you with a
paragraph(s) for your newsletter.

) PUBLIC OUTREACH

How Else Can You Participate?

Attend Future Meetings

Share our website at
www.envisioni70.com with co-
workers, family, friends, and
others

170
.

Provide a link to
www.envisioni70.com from
your organization’s website.

Follow us on Facebook and
Twitter

- PUBLIC OUTREACH

What's Next?

e Study team will report on the
Purpose and Need

» “Visualization Workshop” with all
TAGs in a joint meeting

e Take our survey and pass it along!

THANK YOU!
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COMMENTS

07 29 2014 STL COUNTY TAG

ENVISION

) MoDOT Advisory Group
Meeting Analysis Date: July 29, 2014

St. Louis County TAG

Please indicate your response to each statement .
by checking the appropriate box. Average from.l Not Favorable;
2 Neutral; 3 Favorable
1. The location of the meeting worked for me. 3.00
2. My time was well-spent. 3.00
3. The topic was relevant to me and/or my organization. 3.00
4. The right people for this discussion were in the room. 3.00
5. The pace of the meeting kept my attention. 3.00
6. | will participate in similar events by this group in the future. 3.00

Please add any comments on the reverse side. Thank you for helping us improve.

* Please provide tea, coffee, water, etc.
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03 01 2017 TAG Meeting

MEETING INVITE/ANNOUNCEMENT

03 01 2017 TAG

ENVISION

17@

MoDOT invites you to
join the conversation

THE PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES
STUDY IS UNDERWAY!

Wednesday, March 1, 2017
10:00am - noon

At the Overland Community Center

9119 Lackland Rd.
Overland, MO 63114

Mo DOT
P

1-70 Planning & Environmental
Linkages Study Public Meeting

1-70 Technical Advisory Group Meeting
Hosted by Laura Ellen, MoDOT

. Location .

I-70 TAG Meeting

The Technical
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MINUTES

03 01 2017 TAG

ENVISION

17@

Subject: 1-70 PEL Study
Technical Advisory Group (TAG)
Meeting
Meeting Date/ March 1, 2017
Time: 10:00 am
Meeting Overland Park Community Center
Location:

Meeting Minutes

Client: MoDOT

Project: 1-70 PEL Study

Project MoDOT: J613038
Number:  Jacobs:
C1X32800

Meeting Participants
TAG Members

Burt Bensek, City of St. Peters

Amanda Brauer, St. Charles County Transportation Dept.
Kittrel Braselman, City of Northwoods

Louis Clayton, City of Lake St. Louis

Joe Ebert, Lambert St. Louis International Airport
Gary Elmestad, City of St. Peters

Jerry Hurlbert, St. Charles City

Michael Hurlbert, St. Charles County

Rodney Jarrett, City of Normandy

Derek Koestel, City of Lake St. Louis

Douglas Lee, City of Wentzville

David Leezer, City of St. Charles

L.G. Loos, City of Maryland Heights

Patrick McKeehan, City of O’Fallon

Julie Powers, City of St. Peters

Jen Samson, St. Louis County Planning

Brad Temme, City of St. Charles

Andy Tuerck, MoDOT

Matt Unrein, City of Ferguson

Deanna Venker, City of St. Louis

Stefanie Voss, St. Louis County Dept of Highways
David Woods, City of O’Fallon

51

1-70 PEL Team Members

MoDOT

Laura Ellen
Wesley Stephen
Richard Moore

EWG
Marcie Meystrik
Paul Hubbman

Consultant Team

Tracey Lober (Jacobs)

Jo Emerick (AECOM)

Kelly Ferrara (StratCommRXx)
Heather Lasher Todd (StratCommRx)
Mackenzie Norton (StratCommRXx)
MaryAnn Taylor Crate (Added
Dimension)



ENVISION

Meeting Minutes
@ (Continued)
Page 2 of 4

Summary of Meeting

1. Welcome and Introductions

a.

Tracey Lober, Jacobs Project Manager, introduced presenters, Transportation
Corridor Improvement Group, and project subcontractors.

2. Project Refresh

a. Project was placed on hold in October of 2014; new Notice to Proceed issued
in December of 2016.

b. Team is currently updating Corridor Condition Assessment report.

c. Thisis the I-70 Planning and Environmental Linkage Study. This study will take
a broad look at the corridor needs, including community, environmental and
economic goals and inform the review process. A goal is to identify strategies
for sections of independent utility for future study to create logical phases of
work to be advanced for further environmental study.

d. Impacts on I-70 PEL: Create a visioning process for this corridor. What will the
future of I-70 look like in 20 years? Freight? Commuters? Transit riders?
Primary economic and land use opportunities along the corridor? Primary and
secondary users?

e. Early public involvement is part of a PEL study. It streamlines project
development and doesn’t inhibit any existing corridor projects.

f.  Outcome will be to determine system-wide strategies, identify infrastructure
investments and services what would implement strategies, establish section
so f independent utility that could progress into the NEPA process, and
prioritize and move forward sections as funding becomes available.

3. Schedule

a. Review of project schedule from Jan — Nov 2017.

b. First public meeting set for March 30, 2017. Second and final public meeting
anticipated in November 2017.

4. Scope

a. Area of the study is roughly 40 miles from the I-64 exchange in Wentzville to
just past the express lanes in St. Louis City.

b. Project engagement includes three technical advisory groups — meeting today
as a group, a senior advisory group — meeting tomorrow, public officials
briefing and public meeting — both on March 30, 2017. Our website went live
this morning and includes a digital survey. Social media content from our
partners will be key to driving the public to our website, survey, and meetings.

c. Review of TAG members from all three subsections (St. Charles County, St.

Louis County and St. Louis City).
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d.

Meeting Minutes

Prior studies will be reviewed and will feed into the various alternatives
considered by the project team.

5. Purpose of today’s meeting

a.

What we need from you is help identifying other important information that
should be considered to develop the draft Purpose and Need Statement.

A Purpose and Need Statement drives the study process and informs how we
measure and apply outcomes. It informs what options are reasonable,
prudent, and practical.

6. Purpose and Need Statement: In 2014, a draft Purpose and Need Statement was
prepared. It reads as follows:

a.

Purpose Statement: The purposes of the proposed transportation
improvements in the I-70 corridor are to increase safety, manage existing and
future traffic congestion, provide efficient access for existing and future
development along the corridor, enhance aesthetics, and expand multimodal
mobility and connectivity.

Needs Statement: The needs for the I-70 corridor vary from end to end, but
overall there are many that apply to the corridor as a whole.

During the 2014 TAG and SAG meetings, a series of recommendations were
heard for all three segments of the project area.

Specific needs from each of the three segments were also noted. Added since
the 2014 process, was to create access to the NGA site.

7. Breakout Sessions

a.

Guests were invited to review large scale maps of the corridor and discuss
suggestions. Preferences and notes were captured on sticky notes and placed
on the map strategically. Others made notes directly on the maps.

The same maps will be used to share with the Senior Advisory Group meeting
tomorrow.

8. Options for participation

a.
b.

o

Website — Envisioni70.com

Future meetings; two more Technical Advisory Group meetings, the first of
which will be independent meetings with each county, and then a final
meeting as a group.

Public meetings: March 30, 2017 and again in November 2017

Social media — copy will be drafted and delivered to you to customize
Newsletter copy can be provided to you

9. Questions and Answers
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Meeting Minutes
@ (Continued)
Page 4 of 4

a. Timeline is to present to East-West Gateway in October 2017 and complete the
project by the end of 2017

b. Website URL confirmation

c. Outreach plan for St. Louis City residents was discussed

10. Adjourn
HitH
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EXHIBITS

03 01 2017 TAG

I-70 Regional Needs
Assessment and Strategies
Development Study

Technical Advisory Group
March 1, 2017

-~ I-70 PEL STUDY

Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL)
Study

What is it?

A transportation planning study that takes a
broad look at transportation, economic,
social, and environmental issues to
determine the needs along a corridor

58

~ UPDATE

What’'s Happened Since 2014?

Project put on hold October 2014

+« MoDOT issued a Notice to Proceed December
2016

* Project Team has been updating the Corridor

Condition Assessment Report

* Focus on changes in the corridor since 2014

~ [-70 PEL STUDY

What is the I-70 PEL?

A transportation study that will provide a
visioning framework for 1-70.

Will the future 1-70 be a commuter corridor?
Freight? Short trips?

Who will be using I-70 in 20 years?




) I-70 PEL STUDY

Benefits of a PEL
« Early public involvement
» Improved decision-making
» Streamlining project development

« Does not prohibit existing projects in corridor
from moving forward

) I-70 PEL STUDY

Outcome of a PEL
Determine system-wide strategies

Identify infrastructure investments and
services that would implement strategies

Establish sections of independent utility
that could progress into the NEPA
process

Prioritize and move forward sections as
funding is available

I Co-5i00R CONDITIONS ASSESSMENT
I o\ :ioF PURPOSE AND NEED
N 0 TIFY BROAD RANGE OF STRATEGIES
screen anp evaLuate srratecies [N
oevewor eeL rerort |G

170 PEL FINAL RECOMMENDATIONS O
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) I-70 PEL STUDY

___ Study Area Boundary

= =




-~ PUBLIC OUTREACH

¢ Advisory Groups

¢ Public Official Briefings
¢ Public Meetings

* Website

* Social Media

« Digital Survey

-~ ADVISORY GROUPS

Senior Advisory Group (SAG)

Role: Members of this group will
provide strategy-level insights on the
efforts of the project team, as well as
explore and dive into some of the key

issues around the study.

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study |

) ADVISORY GROUPS
Senior Advisory Group (SAG)

invited
* Mayor, City of St. Louis
« County Executive —
St. Louis County
*County Executive —
St. Charles County
* Missouri Department of

* St. Louis Economic Development
Partnership

* Greater St. Charles Chamber

* St. Louis Convention and Visitors
Commission

* Greater St. Charles Convention and

Transportation Visitors Bureau
* Metro « St. Louis Regional Chamber
 East-West Gateway Council * Lambert-St. Louis International
of Governments Airport

 St. Louis Municipal League
* St. Charles County — Economic
Development Council

* University of Missouri - St. Louis

« Lindenwood University

* St. Louis Regional Freightway
DOT

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study |
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) ADVISORY GROUPS

Technical Advisory Groups (TAG)

v’ St. Charles County
v' St. Louis County
v' St. Louis City

Role:

Members have a unique perspective on the technical
challenges along the 1-70 corridor. These three groups
are an important resource of technical input for the
study.




ADVISORY GROUPS ADVISORY GROUPS

Technical Advisory Group (St. Charles) Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis County)
invited invited
* Great Rivers Greenway « City of Lake Saint Louis Public Works « Berkeley Planning and Zoning « Maryland Heights Public Works
* St. Charles County Transportation * St. Charles County Planning & Zoning Commission « Normandy Public Works
Department Department « Bridgeton Planning & Economic * Northwoods Public Works
« City of O'Fallon Economic  St. Charles Area Transit (SCAT) Development * Pasadena Hills Environmental
Development « St. Charles County Highways Department « Cool Valley Public Works Director Commissioner
« City of St. Peters Transportation  St. Charles Public Works and Engineering « Edmunson Public Works Director * Pine Lawn Public Works
and Development + O'Fallon Planning and Development « Ferguson Public Works Director * Ridefinders
 City of St. Charles Economic * St. Peters Planning, Community * Great Rivers Greenway * St. Louis County Department of Planning
Development & Economic Development « Jennings Public Works, Streets * St. Louis County Department of
« City of Jennings Street Department * Wentazville Public Works and Parks Transportation
* Ridefinders * Lambert St. Louis-International * University of MO St. Louis
Airport * Woodson Terrace Public Works

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

ADVISORY GROUPS DATA COLLECTION

Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis City) Previous and Ongoing Studies/Projects
invited St. Peters’ Outer Road AJR

O'Fallon Transportation Study

|-70/Hanley/Scudder AJR

1-270 Environmental Assessment

Metro Long Range Plan

EWG Regional Freight Study/St. Louis Regional Freightway

Metro Bus Rapid Transit Study

* Great Rivers Greenway

* Ridefinders

* St. Louis City Streets Department

¢ Lambert St. Louis-International
Airport

 St. Louis Planning and Urban Design . 2‘- é?]" EIEA sns | N St
* St. Louis City Board of Public Service . Ait}pona;’;sns treet Interchange Study

* St. Louis Port Authority
* St. Louis Development Corp.
* Project Connect

MetroLink Studies (Northside/Southside and St. Louis County)
Community Plans (land use, long range economic development)
Other existing studies in the corridor, including bicycle and pedestrian
lans

A Planning and En nmental Linkages (PEL) Study

lanning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study
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- PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

Why Are You Here Today?

Help the project team identify other
important information that we should
consider incorporating into the
Purpose and Need

) Purpose & Need

Purpose Statement

The purposes of the proposed transportation
improvements in the 1-70 corridor are to
increase safety, manage existing and future
traffic congestion, provide efficient access
for existing and future development along
the corridor, enhance aesthetics, and
expand multimodal mobility and connectivity.

) PURPOSE AND NEED

Purpose and Need Statement
< Drives the study process and
outcomes

¢ Well-defined, well-established, and
well-justified

« Determines which strategies are
reasonable, prudent, and practicable

) Purpose & Need

Needs

The needs for the 1-70 corridor vary from
end-to-end, but overall there are many that
apply to the corridor as a whole.
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) Purpose & Need

Needs - Corridor

* Improved connections across I-70 to
maintain community cohesion on either
side of the interstate, including bicycle
and pedestrian accommodations

» Enhanced aesthetics all along the corridor

* Maintain and increase access to current
and future employment centers along the
corridor

) Purpose & Need

Needs — St. Charles County

* Improve alternative modes of
transportation to local hospitals
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) Purpose & Need

Needs - Corridor

¢ Upgraded access to and from
interchanges

« Upgraded freight vehicle access

* Increased multimodal travel options

* Improve the condition of the infrastructure
for preservation of the corridor

m Purpose & Need

Needs — St. Louis County

« Improved access to Lambert Airport




m Purpose & Need

Needs — St. Louis City

 Better use of reversible lanes

« |dentify transportation options to support
development that will backfill areas of
aging population

» Accommodate freight access to river
ports

* Provide access to NGA

) PUBLIC OUTREACH

How Else Can You Participate?

Attend Future Meetings

.

Share our website at
www.envisioni70.com with co-
workers, family, friends, and
others

Provide a link to
www.envisioni70.com from
your organization’s website.

Follow us on MoDOT's
Facebook and Twitter pages

- PUBLIC OUTREACH

What's Next?

» Public Meeting to gain further input on
Purpose and Need — March 30, 2017

» Take our survey and pass it along!

» Next TAG meeting will begin to look at
Alternatives to consider throughout the
corridor — Summer 2017
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« Take our survey at

BREAKOUT SESSION

) PUBLIC OUTREACH

How Else Can You Participate?

Www.envisioni70.com

Does your organization have an
email list that would be
interested in the Envision I-70
PEL. Can you send them the
www.envisioni70.com link and
ask them to take the survey?

Ask us to provide you with a
paragraph(s) for your newsletter.

THANK YOU!




COMMENTS

03 01 2017 TAG

ENVISION

P MoDOT Advisory Group
Meeting Analysis Date: March 1, 2017

TAG Full Group

Please in_dicate your response to each statement Average from 1 Not Favorable:
by checking the appropriate box. 2 Neutral: 3 Favorable

1. The location of the meeting worked for me. 2.46

2. My time was well-spent. 2.96

3. The topic was relevant to me and/or my organization. 2.96

4. The right people for this discussion were in the room. 2.96

5. The pace of the meeting kept my attention. 2.85

6. | will participate in similar events by this group in the future. 2.88

Please add any comments on the reverse side. Thank you for helping us improve.

Contact for newsletter: Tom Drabelle - Public Relations tdrabelle@ofallon.mo.us

Please email dkoestel@lakesaintlouis.com w/ social media infor. We have website, Facebook, e-
mail list.

Elizabeth Norviel - Public Information Mgr - City of St. Charles,
elizabeth.norviel@stcharlescitymo.gov, 636-949-3361

Our public works media contact is jeremy.lutgen@stcharlescitymo.gov, (636) 949-3353 for any
articles or info to public.

St. Louis County DOT, PR handled by David Wrone, Dwrone@stlouisco.com (I think) -- Stefanie
Voss

Public Relation Contact @ St. Louis-Lambert Airport is Jeff Lea, jrlea@flystl.com
Bhartmann@sccmo.org, Bryanna Hartmann - Social Media, St. Charles County

Regarding social media and newsletter content, contact Lisa Bedian (St. Peters Director of
Communication), Ibedian@stpetersmo.net. Primary contact for study should be Bart Benesek
(636) 477-6600 x1390 and Julie Powers (636) 477-6600 x1305with St. Peters.
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08 17 2017 St. Charles County TAG Meeting

MEETING INVITE/ANNOUNCEMENT

08 17 2017 ST. CHARLES COUNTY TAG

ENVISION

17@

MoDOT invites you to
join the conversation

UPDATE ON THE 1-70 PLANNING AND
ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES STUDY

Thursday, August 17, 2017
1:30 pm - 3:30 pm

George Gould Building
Wapelhorst Park
1875 Muegge Rd.

St. Charles, MO 63303

August 2017 1-70 St. Charles C un@Technical%d

Meeting
Hosted by Lauraglien, MoDOT @

. Location ]

I-70 St. Charles County TAG
Meeting

Y 1942 Muegge F  The S

1942 ...
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EXHIBITS

08 17 2017 ST. CHARLES COUNTY TAG

ENVISION WELCOME
17@
e ENVISION
(-] ® ® ®

PLANNING FOR THE
FUTURE = e

Y 5 ’

o o //

1-70 PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES (I-70 PEL) STUDY
Technical Advisory Group Meeting

WHERE ARE WE®?

@Public Engagement
@Purpose and Need/Goals
@Broad Range of Alternatives

@ What’s Next?
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ENVISION

Website 17@

www.Envisionl70.com

170 N

ENVISION

Digital I7@
- el

Sratage phan for e Future o the 10 oot Spend %0 minuies taking

Facebook

Pt e -

o  East-West Gateway Council of Governments
3 @

Envision 1-70 with the Missouri Department of Transport
Your point of view is important to MoDOT as its plans thy
70 coridor, as part of the I-70 Planning and Envi
PEL) Study. You are encouraged to attend a public meet]
to 7 p.m., Thursday, March 30, 2017, at the Normandy Gq
on 7700 Natural Bridge Road, in Normandy, Mo., 83121,
Interactive survey is also available to you, and can be foy
www EnvisioniT0.com.

Envision I-70 - Planning|
Future

Weicome 1o the project website for
Heeds

Study, which will be developed as o
Environmentsl Linkages [PEL) Su

ENVISION

I7@

Press

MoDOT surveying drivers to determine

uture of I-70 to provide vision for 40-mile corridor

Along for What's next for
interstate 70 in the St. Louls area?
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ENVISION

Public Meeting I7@

@ 13 people - i
attended M|M(mmlﬂm«mllm!.mT_lﬂmlm
a phacd

maating and thars your visian for 170,

@ Project boards
on display

@ Computer
stations set up to
take survey

@ MoDOT, EWG
promoted on
Facebook

OUR
OPINION COUNTS!

o0 1:70 PAnNIng B E__.

sa  pubkel
[ 5P Nermanay Garsan O, e




ENVISION

I7@

Public Official, Resource Agency Briefings

Public Officials: Two locations
Resource Agencies: Jefferson City

ENVISION

MetroQuest Survey

176
How Can We
Improve Interstate 707

@ Ninety-day open window
@ Analysis underway

@ Findings confirm the
needs identified by the
team

TELL US WHAT YOU THINK!
Go to www.envision70.com
to take a quick survey

@ Flyers at public libraries

ENVISION

MetroQuest Survey Data

@ 2,601 submitted
surveys .

@ 32,525 data
points received ""

1473

@ 10,022 markers %

dropped

70

ENVISION

MetroQuest Survey Data

@ Project team is

reviewing EERIR A res vy sttt o bty oo
substantive .
comments s 249
°
@ Comments have & o g

been used to
determine broad
range of alternatives

@ Comments reviewed
to date have
verified existing
conditions




ENVISION

Who Pairticipated?

PURPOSE AND NEED/GOA

71

ENVISION

Next Steps 170

@ Senior Advisory Group meeting will follow the
three Technical Advisory Group meetings;
One more round near conclusion of project

@ MetroQuest report to be finalized and
delivered; published to website

@ Website updated as needed

@ Public meeting, officials and resource
agency briefings

@ Key Influencer Interviews

ENVISION

Purpose and Need/Goalls I7@
Purpose

The purpose of this study is to investigate and identify
the transportation problems on the I-70 corridor and to
recommend transportation improvements, solutions,
and strategies that would: increase safety on the
corridor, manage existing and future traffic
congestion, provide efficient access for existing and
future development along the corridor, improve
efficiency and reliability of freight movement, expand
multimodal mobility and connectivity, enhance
aesthetics, and preserve the environment.




ENVISION

Purpose and Need/Goals I7@
Needs/Goalls

The needs and goals identified were derived from
the visions that MoDOT, the TCIG, and
stakeholders have for the future of the corridor,
data obtained from the Corridor Assessment
Report, and comments received from the public,
key influencers, stakeholders, and advisory
groups.

@ Corridor-Wide

@ St. Charles County
@ St. Louis County

@ St. Louis City

ENVISION

Purpose and Need I7@

St. Charles County Needs/Goals

@ Improve alternative modes of
transportation to local hospitals

@ Improve functionality of parallel road
system

@ Manage transportation network that serves
future development and redevelopment
areas

@ Increase accessibility to public
transportation
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ENVISION

Purpose and Need I7@
Corridor-Wide Needs/Goalls

@ Improve connections across 1-70 to @ Improve connectivity of the on-
maintain communlty cohesion on street network to the greenway
either side of the highway, including network along and across I-70

active transportation
accommodations

o

Anticipate evolution and
application of new/smart
@ Enhance aesthetics all along the technologies

corridor

]

Improve the condition of the
@ Maintain and increase access to infrastructure for sustainability of
current and future employment the corridor

centers along the corridor @ Increase safety throughout the

@ Improve operational characteristics corridor
to and from interchanges

)

Limit impacts to manmade and
@ Upgrade freight vehicle access natural environmental attributes in
the corridor

@ Increase transit and active
transportation travel options in the
roadway network

BROAD RANGE OF ALTERNATIVES




ENVISION

Broad Range of Alternatives 17@

@ Project team has developed a broad range
of over 75 alternatives throughout the corridor

@ Interchange, outer roads, and mainline
improvements and reconfigurations are
included

@ Improvements will accommodate bike,
pedestrian, and transit movements and
access

WHAT’S NEXT?2

ENVISION

I7@

ENVISION

What’s Next?

@ Project team will evaluate the alternatives
based on the Purpose and Need and
Goals of the Project

@Level 1 and Level 2 screening process will
determine which alternatives will be
carried forward

@ Project team will begin to prepare the PEL
Report and Questionnaire

ENVISION

What’s Next?

@ Present final PEL recommendations
— Advisory Group Meetings (November 2017)
— Public Meeting (November/December 2017)

— Public Officials Briefing (in conjunction with Public
Meeting)

@ PEL Report and Questionnaire ( December
2017)

THANK YOU!

Questions?

ENVISION

I7@
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COMMENTS

08 17 2017 ST. CHARLES COUNTY TAG

ENVISION

PS MoDOT Advisory Group
Meeting Analysis Date: August 17, 2017

St. Charles County TAG

El/egﬁchE;jr:githeey:puprr:)e;r'i);gs:ot; each statement Average from 1 Not Favorable;
2 Neutral; 3 Favorable

1. The location of the meeting worked for me. 3

2. My time was well-spent. 3

3. The topic was relevant to me and/or my organization. 2.86

4. The right people for this discussion were in the room. 3

5. The pace of the meeting kept my attention. 3

6. | will participate in similar events by this group in the future. 2.86

Please add any comments on the reverse side. Thank you for helping us improve.

13 people at public meeting, 2601 survey responses, 1473 safety issues, 249 bike issues, over 75
alternatives
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08 17 2017 St. Louis City TAG Meeting

MEETING INVITE/ANNOUNCEMENT

08 17 2017 STL CITY TAG
ENVISION

17@

MoDOT invites you to
join the conversation

UPDATE ON THE 1-70 PLANNING AND
ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES STUDY

Thursday, August 17, 2017
9:30 am - 11:30 am

East-West Gateway Council of Governments
One Memorial Dr., Ste 1600
St. Louis, MO 63102

® @
&

August 20174-70 St. Louis City Technicaldvl@y Grou \ng
@), O
Hosted by LaurgfEllen, MoDOT .
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. Location .
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SIGN-IN SHEETS

08 17 2017 STL CITY TAG

ENVISION

17@
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for print, radio or

to use my likeness, voice, picture and name
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world; and to edit such material or film or videotape for these purposes. | hereby attest that | have read and agree to the above

statement.
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EXHIBITS

08 17 2017 STL CITY TAG

ENVISION

I7@

9 ®
PLANNING FOR THE ,®\_j CIEON J
e R
o ®
@ (2]
& ® o o ®
o o /1'

1-70 PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES (I-70 PEL) STUDY
Technical Advisory Group Meeting

AUGUST 17, 2017

WHERE ARE WE?

@ Public Engagement
@ Purpose and Need/Goals
@Broad Range of Alternatives

@What’s Next?

WELCOME

ENVISION

17@




Website

www.Envisionl70.com

ENVISION

I7@

e 170

Digital
Bum;a oty

Facebook

trategic g for the future of the |-70 comidor. Spend 10 minvtes taking.

ENVISION

I7@

oo iaion . com

@

PEL) Study. You are encouraged to attend
on 7700 Natural Bridge Road, in Normand:

interaxtive survey is also available to you,
waw.Envisioni70.com

Future

o  East-West Gateway Council of Governments

Erwision |-70 with the Messour Department of Transport
Your point of view s important to MoDOT as its plans the
70 costidor, as part of the |-70 Panning and Environmen|

107 p.m., Thursday, March 30, 2017, at the Normandy G

Envision [-70 - Planning

‘ielcoma 1o the praject website for
Neass Assatsmen

Study, which will be daveloped a5 &
Environmastal Lirkages (EL) Stud)

 public meeti

y, Mo., 83121,
and can be foy

1t ane Seategies

Press

ENVISION

0DOT surveying drivers to determine
future of 1-70

Interstate 70 study to provide vision for 40-mile corridor

e —

What's next for
interstate St. Louis area?

Public Meeting 7
@ 13 people IR e i
attended :wcmmlomqmum!_mn:r:vn:
70 corrider. Attend this.

menting and shars your visian ot 170,

@ Project boards
on display

@ Computer YOUR
stations set up to
take survey

@ MoDOT, EWG i s i AL
promoted on

OPINION COUNTS!

Fre—

Facebook




ENVISION

I7@

Public Official, Resource Agency Briefings

Public Officials: Two locations
Resource Agencies: Jefferson City

ENVISION

MetroQuest Survey

@ Ninety-day open window

@ Analysis underway

How Can We
Improve Interstate 707

@ Findings confirm the
needs identified by the
team

TELL US WHAT YOU THINK!
Go to www.envision70.com
to take a quick survey

@ Flyers at public libraries

Take the survey

]

ENVISION

MetroQuest Survey Data I7@

@ 2,601 submitted
surveys - -

X& NS ¢ 1473
@ 32,525 data R ot
points received "" Ao e
@ 10,022 markers
dropped

ENVISION

MetroQuest Survey Data I7@
@ Project team is

reviewing Lo . -

substantive -

comments s 249
@ Comments have & | el 8

been used to
determine broad
range of alternatives

@ Comments reviewed
to date have 5
verified existing SRR eD
conditions
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ENVISION

Who Participated? I7@

ENVISION

Next Steps I7@

@ Senior Advisory Group meeting will follow the
three Technical Advisory Group meetings;
One more round near conclusion of project

@ MetroQuest report to be finalized and
delivered; published to website

@ Website updated as needed

@ Public meeting, officials and resource
agency briefings

@ Key Influencer Interviews

PURPOSE AND NEED/GOA

80

ENVISION

Purpose and Need/Goals I7@
Purpose

The purpose of this study is to investigate and identify
the transportation problems on the I-70 corridor and to
recommend transportation improvements, solutions,
and strategies that would: increase safety on the
corridor, manage existing and future traffic
congestion, provide efficient access for existing and
future development along the corridor, improve
efficiency and reliability of freight movement, expand
multimodal mobility and connectivity, enhance
aesthetics, and preserve the environment.




ENVISION

Purpose and Need/Goalls 17@

Needs/Goalils

The needs and goals identified were derived from
the visions that MoDOT, the TCIG, and
stakeholders have for the future of the corridor,
data obtained from the Corridor Assessment
Report, and comments received from the public,
key influencers, stakeholders, and advisory
groups.

@ Corridor-Wide

@ St. Charles County
@ St. Louis County

@ St. Louis City

ENVISION

Purpose and Need 17@
Corridor-Wide Needs/Goals

@ Improve connections across I-70 to @ Improve connectivity of the on-
maintain community cohesion on street network to the greenway
either side of the highway, including network along and across |-70
active transportation
accommodations

0

Anticipate evolution and
application of new/smart
@ Enhance aesthetics all along the technologies

corridor & Improve the condition of the

infrastructure for sustainability of
the corridor

@ Maintain and increase access to
current and future employment

centers along the corridor
9 @ Increase safety throughout the
@ Improve operational characteristics corridor

to and from interchanges

0

Limit impacts to manmade and
natural environmental attributes in
the corridor

@ Upgrade freight vehicle access

@ Increase transit and active
transportation travel options in the
roadway network

ENVISION

Purpose and Need 17@

St. Louis City Needs/Goalls

@ Improve functionality of the reversible
lanes

@ Increase transportation options to
households without access to vehicles

@ Accommodate freight access to river ports
@ Provide full access interchanges

@ Provide connection to potential MetroLink
expansion

81
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ENVISION

Broad Range of Alternatives 17@

@ Project team has developed a broad range
of over 75 alternatives throughout the corridor

@ Interchange, outer roads, and mainline
improvements and reconfigurations are
included

@ Improvements will accommodate bike,
pedestrian, and transit movements and
access

WHAT’S NEXT?2

ENVISION

17@

ENVISION

What’s Next?@

@ Project team will evaluate the alternatives
based on the Purpose and Need and
Goals of the Project

@ Level 1 and Level 2 screening process will
determine which alternatives will be
carried forward

@ Project team will begin to prepare the PEL
Report and Questionnaire

ENVISION

What’s Next2

@ Present final PEL recommendations
— Advisory Group Meetings (November 2017)
— Public Meeting (November/December 2017)

— Public Officials Briefing (in conjunction with Public
Meeting)

@ PEL Report and Questionnaire ( December
2017)

THANK YOU!

Questions?

82
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COMMENTS

08 17 2017 STL CITY TAG

ENVISION

) MoDOT Advisory Group
Meeting Analysis Date: August 17, 2017

St. Louis City TAG

Please inplicate your response to each statement Average from 1 Not Favorable:
by checking the appropriate box.
2 Neutral; 3 Favorable
1. The location of the meeting worked for me. 2.67
2. My time was well-spent. 3
3. The topic was relevant to me and/or my organization. 3
4. The right people for this discussion were in the room. 3
5. The pace of the meeting kept my attention. 3
6. | will participate in similar events by this group in the future. 3

Please add any comments on the reverse side. Thank you for helping us improve.
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08 23 2017 St. Louis County TAG Meeting

MEETING INVITE/ANNOUNCEMENT

08 23 2017 ST. LOUIS COUNTY TAG
ENVISION

17@

MoDOT invites you to
join the conversation

UPDATE ON THE 1-70 PLANNING AND
ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES STUDY

Wednesday, August 23, 2017
10:00am - Noon

Maryland Heights Municirul Court
11911 Dorsett Rd.
Maryland Heights, MO 63043

@ @
August 2017 170 St. Louis Q)unt@echnical Advisory Gro

Meeting
Hosted by Laura £llen, MoDOT

100
. Location .

[ sonin | I-70 St. Louis County TAG
Meeting
Y 11911 Dorsett T

Maryland
Heights

! L!.
RAE Google

Map data £2018 Google

11911..
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SIGN-IN SHEETS

08 23 2017 ST. LOUIS COUNTY TAG

ENVISION i o T (;ow%

I7 S
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EXHIBITS

08 23 2017 ST. LOUIS COUNTY TAG

WELCOME

ENVISION

I7@
ol ENVISION

FUTURE 2 I7 Q

o v /

1-70 PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES (I-70 PEL) STUDY
Technical Advisory Group Meeting

AUGUST 23, 2017

WHERE ARE WE?

@Public Engagement
@Purpose and Need/Goals
@Broad Range of Alternatives

@ What’s Next?
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ENVISION

Website

www.Envisionl70.com

e 170

Digital

ENVISION

!m-u.m

Facebook

o East-West Gateway Council of Governments
. @

Envision I-70 with the Missouri Depariment of Transport,
Your point of view is important to MoDOT as its plans the
70 cosridior, as part of the -70 Pianning and Environmen
PEL} Study. You are encouraged to attend a public meeti
to 7 p.m., Thursday, March 30, 2017, at the Normandy G
on 7700 Natural Bridge Rosd, in Normandy, Mo., 63121
interative survey is also available 1o you, and can be fou
www Envisioni70.com.

Envision I-70 - Flanning
Future

‘Wisicome 10 the project website for
Mieecs Assessment and Strategies
Study, which will ba devaloped as &
Emvironmans! Linkages (PEL) Stuct

ENVISION

Press

0DOT surveying drivers to determine
future of 1-70

Interstate 70 study to provide vision for 40-mile corridor

Public Meeting

ENVISION

@13 people
attended

@ Project boards
on display

@ Computer
stations set up to
take survey

@ MoDOT, EWG

promoted on
Facebook

'mwrrsuw. et

Join the corversation 1o envision of interstate 70! MoOCT, Medro and
Eam i 10

ider, Arbend Ehis

meeting and shate your vision for -0,

ENVIS!ONI'70

YOUR
OPINION COUNTS!

a0 1:70 Planning B E__

3 TSP Moy Governnan s, 7 e
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ENVISION

I7@

Public Official, Resource Agency Briefings

Public Officials: Two locations
Resource Agencies: Jefferson City

ENVISION

MetroQuest Survey

ENVISION

@ Ninety-day open window

@ Analysis underway
How Can We
Improve Interstate 707
Go to www.envision70.com
to take a quick survey

@ Findings confirm the
needs identified by the
team

@ Flyers at public libraries

ENVISION

MetroQuest Survey Data I7@

@ 2,601 submitted

surveys . . "
2, b I 1473
@ 32,525 data G
points received "% oA, e

@ 10,022 markers
dropped

ENVISION

MetroQuest Survey Data I7@
@ Project team is

reviewing = SO A

substantive -

comments s P 249
@ Comments have b Boo <y 2

been used to
determine broad
range of alternatives

@ Comments reviewed
to date have
verified existing R r—
conditions

88




ENVISION

Who Participated? I7@

ENVISION

Next Steps I7@

@ Senior Advisory Group meeting will follow the
three Technical Advisory Group meetings;
One more round near conclusion of project

@ MetroQuest report to be finalized and
delivered; published to website

@ Website updated as needed

@ Public meeting, officials and resource
agency briefings

@ Key Influencer Interviews

PURPOSE AND NEED/GOA

89

ENVISION

Purpose and Need/Goals 17@
Purpose

The purpose of this study is to investigate and identify
the transportation problems on the |-70 corridor and to
recommend transportation improvements, solutions,
and strategies that would: increase safety on the
corridor, manage existing and future traffic
congestion, provide efficient access for existing and
future development along the corridor, improve
efficiency and reliability of freight movement, expand
multimodal mobility and connectivity, enhance
aesthetics, and preserve the environment.




ENVISION

Purpose and Need/Goalls I7@

Needs/Goalls

The needs and goals identified were derived from
the visions that MoDOT, the TCIG, and
stakeholders have for the future of the corridor,
data obtained from the Corridor Assessment
Report, and comments received from the pubilic,
key influencers, stakeholders, and advisory
groups.

@ Corridor-Wide

@ St. Charles County
@ St. Louis County

@ St. Louis City

ENVISION

Purpose and Need I7@

Corridor-Wide Needs/Goalls

@ Improve connections across I-70 to @ Improve connectivity of the on-
maintain community cohesion on street network to the greenway
either side of the highway, including network along and across |-70
active transportation
accommodations

]

Anticipate evolution and
application of new/smart
@ Enhance aesthetics all along the technologies

corridor

]

Improve the condition of the
infrastructure for sustainability of
the corridor

@ Maintain and increase access to
current and future employment

centers along the corridor
9 @ Increase safety throughout the
@ Improve operational characteristics corridor

to and from interchanges

0

Limit impacts to manmade and
natural environmental attributes in
the corridor

@ Upgrade freight vehicle access

@ Increase transit and active
transportation travel options in the
roadway network

ENVISION

Purpose and Need 17@

St. Louis County Needs/Goalls

@ Improve access to St. Louis Lambert
International Airport for passengers,
employees, and freight/cargo

@ Improve active transportation options to
public transit

@ Provide connection to potential MetroLink
expansion

90

BROAD RANGE OF ALTERNATIVES




ENVISION

Broad Range of Alternatives I7@

@ Project team has developed a broad range
of over 75 alternatives throughout the corridor

@ Interchange, outer roads, and mainline
improvements and reconfigurations are
included

@ Improvements will accommodate bike,
pedestrian, and transit movements and
access

WHAT’S NEXT?2

ENVISION

I7@

ENVISION

What’s Next?

@ Project team will evaluate the alternatives
based on the Purpose and Need and
Goals of the Project

@Level 1 and Level 2 screening process will
determine which alternatives will be
carried forward

@ Project team will begin to prepare the PEL
Report and Questionnaire

ENVISION

What’s Next?

@ Present final PEL recommendations
— Advisory Group Meetings (November 2017)
— Public Meeting (November/December 2017)

— Public Officials Briefing (in conjunction with Public
Meeting)

@ PEL Report and Questionnaire ( December
2017)

THANK YOU!

Questions?

ENVISION

I7@
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COMMENTS

08 23 2017 ST. LOUIS COUNTY TAG

ENVISION

PS MoDOT Advisory Group
Meeting Analysis Date: August 23, 2017

St. Louis County TAG

El/egrs\:(:IEi‘jr:githeey:puprrgepsrri)e?tgst?otz each statement Average from 1 Not Favorable;
2 Neutral; 3 Favorable
1. The location of the meeting worked for me. 3
2. My time was well-spent. 3
3. The topic was relevant to me and/or my organization. 3
4. The right people for this discussion were in the room. 3
5. The pace of the meeting kept my attention. 3
6. | will participate in similar events by this group in the future. 3

Please add any comments on the reverse side. Thank you for helping us improve.
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06 21 2018 TAG Meeting

INVITE/ANNOUNCEMENT

06 21 2018 ST. LOUIS TAG

ENVISION

17@

MoDOT invites you to
join the conversation

UPDATE ON THE 1-70 PLANNING AND
ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES STUDY

Thursday, June 21, 2018
2:00pm - 4:00pm

At the Maryland Heights Municipal Court
11911 Dorsett Rd.
Maryland Heights, MO 63043

2018 06 21 I-70 Technical*Adyisory. Gl@lp Meeti
Hogfed by Wesley Stephen, MoDOT

@ © o 17Q

designee

. Location .

11911..

PErXl  |-70 TAG Meeting

-4:00F

Y 11911 Dorsett

Maryland 1
Heights A

IE‘.J.L.; Google

Map data ©2018 Google
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EXHIBITS

06 21 2018 ST. LOUIS TAG

7/27/18

ENVISION

L
PLANNING FOR THE

FUTURE ©

70 PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL LNKAGES (70 PEL) STUDY
Technical Advisory Group Meeting

JUNE 21, 2018

~Jeloe
= €
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" 0@ YG

° o

vision

I-70 PEL Study I7@

PEL Refresher

@ Multi-modal, systems-level, corridor or
subarea analysis

@ Goals driven, collaborative decision-making;
shared vision

@ Streamlines project development/delivery

@ Flexibility

@ Robust engagement with the public

envision|70.com

vision

I-70 PEL Study 76

Vision Statement

The vision for the I-70 Corridor between Wentzville and the Mississippi River is
for a safe, well-maintained, interstate facility offering reliable mobity for al
users into the distant future.

0

By year 2045, the corridor will afford mult-modal transportation options,
foster vibrant communities, lessen the highway’s impact on
neighborhoods that pre-date the interstate, and be a catalyst for
economic development opportunities.

The corridor will be made efficient through enhanced public
transportation; and modernized and made smart to accommodate an
array of new and emerging technologies, including connected vehicles
(CV) and autonomous vehicles (AV).

envisionI70.com

vision

I-70 PEL Study I7@

Vision Statement (cont.)

@ Communities along the corridor will thereby be effectively
connected to the much larger intra- and interstate roadway.

@ Atthe regional level, commerce will be bolstered by efficient
access to businesses, employment centers, and freight hubs, such
as the St. Louis Lambert International Airport.

In conjunction with transportation improvements in the corridor,
governments and private ventures will partner to coordinate investments
that complement the I-70 transportation system and improve the
economic vitality of the corridor.

envisionl70.com

Dvision

I1-70 PEL Study - Goals 17@

@ Corridor-Wide Goals

— Reduce potential for crashes, including crashes
involving bicycles and pedestrians
— Maintain/preserve physical condition of infrastructure

— Ensure mainline and interchanges operate at current
MoDOT LOS standard

— Improve efficiency of access to freight hubs

envisionI70.com

vision

I-70 PEL Study - Goals 17@

@ Corridor-Wide Goals (cont.)

— Minimize/eliminate impediments to freight movement
along the corridor

— Allow improved accessibility to public transportation

— Improve active transportation to major destinations and
the local network

— Minimize impacts to the natural environment

— Minimize impacts to the built environment

— Minimize constructability issues, including disruption to
utilities and the traveling public

envisionl70.com
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7/27/18

vision

I1-70 PEL Study 17@

Corridor Segments

envisionI70.com

vision

I-70 PEL Study - Goals I7@

@ Segment 1
— Reduce congestion on parallel/local road system

@ Segment 2
- Reduce congestion on parallel road system

— Provide/improve interstate connections serving
current/future development/redevelopment areas

@ segment 3

— Provide/improve interstate connections serving
current/future development/redevelopment areas

envision|70.com

Dvision

I-70 PEL Study — Goals (cont.) I7@

n

Segment 4
—~ Improve configurations to address high crash locations
~ Improve access to Lambert Airport for passengers, employees,
and freight/cargo
— Provide/improve interstate connections serving current/future
development/redevelopment areas

n

Segment 5
~ Improve configurations to address high crash locations
~ Optimize the function of the existing reversible lanes area

~ Increase transportation options for households without access to
vehicles

~ Improve travel times between the City of St. Louis and suburban
employment centers for households without access to vehicles

envision|70.com

vision

I-70 PEL — Key Steps I7@

envision|70.com

Dvision

I1-70 PEL — Key Steps I7@
?

Understand
the Needs

@ Collect available data on the conditions in
the corridor

@ Gather input from agencies, stakeholders,
and the public

envisionI70.com

vision

I-70 PEL — Key Steps I7@

®

Establish
a Vision &
Purpose
@ Vision Statement
— Describes the desired future condition of the corridor
— Reflects statewide and regional transportation goals and

stakeholder and public desires for how the interstate will
interface with and serve their communities

@ Purpose statement
— Defines the transportation problem to be solved

envisionl70.com




7/27/18

vision

I1-70 PEL — Key Steps 17@

O
P <3 g

Determine
Specific
Goals
@ What are the goals and how are they used?
— Goals state the desired outcomes
— Goals directly reflect the needs in the corridor

— Goals guide the development and evaluation of
transportation strategies

envision|70.com

vision

I-70 PEL — Key Steps I7@

D

@ Corridor-wide strategies - TDM, ITS, New and
Emerging Technology

@ Segment-specific strategies — broad range
of conceptual strategies

envision|70.com

Dvision

1-70 PEL Study - Strategies 17@

@ Bring facility to standards (address substandard
curves, narrow shoulders, etc.)

@ Upgrade infrastructure to better accommodate
freight (including implementation of MoDOT and
Freightway priority projects)

@ Add and/or improve bike/ped facilities crossing I-70
and improve bike/ped connections to the larger
bike/ped network

@ Improve parallel road system capacity and control
access

envision|70.com

vision

1-70 PEL Study - Strategies (cont.) I7@

@ Transit enhancements (low, medium, and high
costs)

@ Address weave sections

@ Improve operations of interchanges

@ Reduce/eliminate conflict points at interchanges

@ Improve [freight] access to the airport (Segment 3)

envisionl70.com

Dvision

I-70 PEL Study - Evaluating Strategies [7@
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I-70 PEL — Key Steps I7@

@
=D

Explore
Solutions

@ Corridor-wide strategies — what’s in place
now and what are the additional options?

@ Segment-specific improvement options —
identify types and location of improvement
options for each strategy.

envisionl70.com
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1-70 PEL Study: Concept Map Example 17@

vision

I-70 PEL — Key Steps

Develop

@ This study will provide the following
recommendations/guidance:
— Strategy recommendations at the corridor level
— Improvement options at the segment level
— Evaluation criteria for future projects

envision|70.com

Dvision

1-70 PEL Study Outcomes 17@

@ Develop recommendations for corridor-wide
strategies and segment-level improvement
options

@ |dentify improvement options in each
segment for future evaluation

@ |dentify evaluation criteria for consideration
of future projects advancing into NEPA

@ |dentify/recommend likely NEPA
classification

envision|70.com

vision

I-70 PEL Study

Final PEL Report
@ PEL Questionnaire
@ Letter of Acceptance from FHWA

@ Study Website will include all related
documents

envisionl70.com

Dvision

I-70 PEL Study

@ Advisory Group Meetings
—June 21 - Project update to all TAG members
— July 18-19 - Final TAG/SAG meetings

@ EWG Board Meeting — June 27

@ Public Meetings
—July 18 - UMSL JC Penney Bldg., Rm. 202
—July 19 - O’Fallon City Hall
— Preceded by SAG/TAG and pubic officials

briefings

envisionI70.com

THANK YOU!

ENVISION

I7@

Questions?
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07 31 2014 SAG Meeting

MEETING INVITE/ANNOUNCEMENT

07 31 2014 SAG

179

MoDOT invites you
to join the conversation

THE I-70 PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL
LINKAGES STUDY IS UNDERWAY!

Please be a part of our Senior Advisory Group meeting
and offer your insights to our study.

This is the first of four meetings for this group

Thursday, July 31, 2014
9:00-10:30 am

At the Maryland Heights Centre
Room 3
2344 McKelvey Rd.
Maryland Heights, MO 63043

Mo DOT
s

ENVISION
170

MoDOT I-70 Senior Advisory Group Meeting
Hosted by Lisa Kuntz, P.E., Project Manager, Missouri Department of Transportation

— Maryland Heights Centre
ew lar (Community Center)
W 244 MeKeveY g0 AM - 10:30 AM Thursday, July 31, 2014

Googlé Mary
Map data ©2018 Google .,
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MINUTES

07 31 2014 SAG

ENVISION Meeting Minutes
501 North Broadway
I. ? O Suite 100
St. Louis, Missouri 63102 USA
1.314.335.4000 Fax 1.314.335.5130
Subject Senior Advisory Client MoDOT
Group
Date/Time July 31, 2014 Project I-70 PEL
2:00 p.m.
Meeting Location Maryland Heights Project Number MoDOT J613038
Centre Jacobs C1X32800

Meeting Participants:

SAG Members I-70 Team Members
John Nations, Metro Lisa Kuntz, MoDOT
Jerry Beckmann, Lambert-St. Louis Wesley Stephen, MoDOT
International Airport
Scott Tate, Greater St. Charles Deanna Venker, MoDOT
Jerry Blair, ENGCOG Denis Beganovic, MoDOT
Monica Conners, St. Louis Economic Richard Moore, MoDOT
Development Partnership
Jessica Mefford-Miller, Metro Larry Welty, MoDOT
Greg Horn, MoDOT Jon Swagman, MoDOT
Otis Williams, SLDC Tim Schroeder, MoDOT
Brett Barger, Lindenwood University MaryGrace Lewandowski, EWGCOG
Betty Van Um, UMSL
Scott Drachnik, St. Charles Economic Others Attending
Development Corp.
Tim Fischesser, St. Louis County Larry Eisenberg, UMSL

Municipal League

Eric Sterman, St. Charles EDC

Alternates Gary Elmestad, St. Charles County
John Greizu, St.Charles County Executive
(Alt)

Summary of Meeting
1. Welcome and Introductions

Tracey Lober, Jacobs project manager, welcomed the group and introduced the
Jacobs/URS team. Those in attendance were asked to introduce themselves.

2. Project Schedule and Description
a. The project began in late April and will take 18 months to complete.
b. Ms. Lober described the |-70 PEL as a transportation study that will
provide a visioning framework for the future of I-70.

MoDOT
1-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study
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C.

d.

The corridor limits are from 1-64/US 61, St. Charles County to the end of
the reversible lanes, St. Louis City,

Strategies will look beyond traditional highway/road planning and also
include multimodal options that will accommodate a framework for the
corridor over the next 20 years.

3. Public Outreach Opportunities

a.

The team has formed four advisory groups, three Technical Advisory
Groups (TAGs) and one Senior Advisory Group (SAG). The TAGs are
made up of representatives of St. Louis City, St. Louis County and St.
Charles County.

TAGs include members who can provide the study team with unique
perspectives on the technical challenges of the I-70 corridor and include
planning, engineering, economic development and other jurisdictional
representatives along the corridor.

SAG members are local officials and representatives of regional
organizations and agencies from St. Louis City, St. Louis County, and St.
Charles County.

The groups will meet three more times to focus on visioning for the future
of the corridor, help in the development of strategies, and to allow the
team to present the recommendation of strategies.

. There will be two public meetings, immediately preceded by public officials

briefings, the first during the visioning phase and the last to present the
recommendations

Other outreach tools that will be utilized will include a project website that
will incorporate a digital survey and social media.

4. Purpose and Need Elements

a.

Ms. Lober explained that the team is now collecting information for the |-
70 PEL study Purpose and Need Statement which is critical in developing
the basis for the study.

. The Purpose—Defines the problem (need) to be solved and outlines the

goals and objectives of a specific project. The purpose is not a solution,
but the reason why an agency is proposing the project.

The Need—Provides data to support the problem statement (purpose). In
addition, the need describes the key problem(s) that are being addressed
and the cause of those problems.

The Region has invested in a variety of previous and ongoing studies that
contain important information to consider and incorporate into the study.
Those studies were identified and members were encouraged to alert the
team of any additional studies that should be considered.

5. Ms. Lober explained the “breakout sessions” with the TAGs that met earlier in the
week. The purpose of the breakout sessions was to collect information that will
be used in developing the existing conditions report along with other social,
environmental, and transportation data that is being collected. TAG members

] MODOT
17
1-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study —~
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were asked to identify the “problems and needs” of the corridor and their input
was summarized and reviewed by the SAG.

6. The purpose of this first meeting of the SAG was to look at the corridor at a
30,000-foot level and to ask the members to provide insight on the needs and
potential of the I-70 corridor from a regional perspective. Members were given
three notes cards each and asked to write down the “strengths” of the corridor
(green cards), the “weaknesses” of I-70 (red cards), and their “vision” for the
future of the corridor (blue cards).

After the cards were collected and placed on the wall, the group discussed the
various themes that

Themes and sampling of input received

Strengths (Green):

Connectivity

e UMSL member noted that the University is an asset to the region in its
role in education - educated population leads to good jobs and economic
development

e St. Louis is transitioning, freight could be good connection between MO
and IL, St. Louis is being looked at as a key port

e Region has capacity for increased freight. Investments in freight; St
Louis is viewed as a freight hub for roads, ports, and rail

e Focus on industrial type jobs that could position the region as a diverse
economic engine

Congestion
e |-70 traffic is not too bad; minimal congestion
e Specific interchange issues exist
e Accident/incident recovery causes most of the congestion

Transcontinental Corridor
e GM, Express Scripts, Lambert
¢ Need to take better advantage of the opportunities of the I-70 corridor

Weaknesses (red):

Aesthetics
e Poor first impression of St. Louis
e Ugly

Alignment/Interchanges
e Geometrics

MODOT
1-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study
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Lack of access for oversized vehicles — turning radius at many
interchanges inadequate

Need to determine key location of freight access and address those
locations

Needs between through traffic vs. local are different

Lindenwood University

16,000 national and international students

Isolated in community — students and families rarely go to experience
regional attractions and experiences

Need choice of modes

Extend MetroLink to Earth City and into St. Charles

Other

Vision:

1-70 Planning and

Take cars off I-70 and improve access to transit

Bottleneck at Blanchette Bridge during rush hour

Disconnected interchanges, especially in St. Charles County

Consider Bike/Pedestrian; Use Great Rivers Greenway plan; UMSL

access to Express Scripts

Study to extend MetroLink into St. Charles; last study was done in 1996
Rubber-wheeled trolley study in St. Charles was conducted around 2008
I-70 speed control gives poor image (high instances of police ticketing
drivers) and discourages economic development interests. High crime
perception and the corridor is not welcoming

(Blue)

Recent successes

o0 Hanley/Express Scripts

o Natural Bridge Great Streets project

Potential areas-looking ahead; need to look beyond what we know now
o0 Bermuda Road
o Florissant Road

Bike/pedestrian

o Need to adapt to changing demographics

o Transit can change demographics

o Normandy Great Streets project is an example

Human components
o Affordable housing opportunities needs to be part of the strategies
o0 Mixed-use opportunities, involvement by the counties

International
0 St Louis County Economic Development

MODOT
Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study
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0 Look into “Mosaic” program that is preparing region to increase
international population

Other

e Team will identify key influencers for individual interviews

e |-70is a (regional) gateway - part of the vision needs to address it as
such — and not just infaround the airport

Need to look away from roads (including for freight), socially and
economically; to determine the need for infrastructure in the future.

7. How Else Can You Participate
a. The website, www.envisioni70.com, will go live approximately one month
before the public meeting.
b. Share and link the website to appropriate sites.
c. Take the survey on the website once it goes live and pass it along!
d. Attend future meetings and help us announce the public meetings!

8. Next Steps
a. Atthe next meeting the team will present the Purpose and Need.
b. The next meeting will be focused on visualizing the future of the corridor.

MODOT
1-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study
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07 31 2014 SAG

E N VI S I O N MoDOT I-70 PEL Study

Senior Advisory Group
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EXHIBITS

07 31 2014 SAG

I-70 Regional Needs
Assessment and Strategies
Development Study

Senior Advisory Group
July 31, 2014

) [-70 PEL STUDY

Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL)
Study

What is it?

A transportation planning study that takes a
broad look at transportation, economic,
social, and environmental issues to
determine the needs along a corridor

106

Transportation Corridor Improvement Group (TCIG)
MoDOT
East-West Gateway Council of Governments
Metro
Consultant Team
Jacobs
URS
StratCommRx
Development Strategies
Alta Planning & Design
Archaeological Research Center of St. Louis

) I-70 PEL STUDY

What is the I-70 PEL?

A transportation study that will provide a
visioning framework for I-70.

Will the future 1-70 be a commuter corridor?
Freight? Short trips?

Who will be using I-70 in 20 years?




) I-70 PEL STUDY

Benefits of a PEL
« Early public involvement
« Improved decision-making
 Streamlining project development

« Allows study of future project areas without
funding

» Does not prohibit existing projects in corridor
from moving forward

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

) I-70 PEL STUDY

Outcome of a PEL
* Determine system-wide strategies

 Identify infrastructure investments and
services that would implement strategies

« Establish sections of independent utility
that will progress into the environmental
(NEPA) process

* Prioritize and move forward sections as
funding is available

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

I < \</00R CONDITIONS ASSESSMENT
3 I ©:V:LOF PURPOSE AND NEED
K 3N (0ENTIFY BROAD RANGE OF STRATEGIES
screen AND evawaTe stratecies [N
oevewor pet rerorT [N

1-70 PEL FINAL RECOMMENDATIONS Q

B 2014 2015
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Y I-70 PEL STUDY
Early History of I-70

« June 1956—President Eisenhower signs the
Federal Aid-Highway Act into law.

« August 1956—Contracts were approved to build
a portion of I-70 in St. Charles County and a
segment within the City of St. Louis.

) PUBLIC OUTREACH

¢ Advisory Groups

« Public Official Briefings
¢ Public Meetings

* Website

» Social Media

« Digital Survey

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

- ADVISORY GROUPS

Senior Advisory Group (SAG)

Role:

As a member of this group we are
looking for you to provide strategy-level
insights on the efforts of the project
team, as well as explore and discuss
key issues around the study.

- ADVISORY GROUPS

Senior Advisory Group (SAG)

invited

* Mayor, City of St. Louis
* County Executive —

St. Louis County
+County Executive —

St. Charles County
* Missouri Department of

* St. Louis Economic Development
Partnership

* Greater St. Charles Chamber

* St. Louis Convention and Visitors
Commission

* Greater St. Charles Convention and

Transportation Visitors Bureau

* Metro * St. Louis Regional Chamber

* East-West Gateway Council * Lambert-St. Louis International
of Governments Airport

 St. Louis Municipal League
 St. Louis Development Corp.

* University of Missouri - St. Louis
* Lindenwood University

’ (M)

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study



ADVISORY GROUPS

Technical Advisory Groups (TAG)

v’ St. Charles County
v’ St. Louis County
v’ St. Louis City

Role:

Members have a unique perspective on the technical
challenges along the I-70 corridor. These three groups
are an important resource of technical input for the
study.

A Planning and Envi ntal Linkages (PEL) Study |

ADVISORY GROUPS

Technical Advisory Group (St. Charles)

invited

* Great Rivers Greenway

* St. Charles County Transportation
Department

« City of O'Fallon Economic
Development

* City of St. Peters Transportation
and Development

* City of St. Charles Economic
Development

+ City of Jennings Street Department

« City of Lake Saint Louis Public Works
* St. Charles County Planning & Zoning
Department
* St. Charles Area Transit (SCAT)
* St. Charles County Highways Department
* St. Charles Public Works and Engineering
+ O'Fallon Planning and Development
* St. Peters Planning, Community
& Economic Development
* Wentazville Public Works
* Ridefinders

A Planning and Envir tal Linkages (PEL) Study

ADVISORY GROUPS

ADVISORY GROUPS

Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis County)

invited

* Maryland Heights Public Works

* Normandy Public Works

* Northwoods Public Works

 Pasadena Hills Environmental
Commissioner

* Pine Lawn Public Works

* Ridefinders

* St. Louis County Department of Planning

* St. Louis County Department of Highways,

* Berkeley Planning and Zoning
Commission

* Bridgeton Planning & Economic
Development

* Cool Valley Public Works Director

* Edmunson Public Works Director

 Ferguson Public Works Director

* Great Rivers Greenway

* Jennings Public Works, Streets

and Parks Traffic and Public Works
* Lambert St. Louis-International * University of MO St. Louis
Airport * Woodson Terrace Public Works

M)

A Planning and Envirol ntal Linkages (PEL) Study |
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Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis City)

invited

* Great Rivers Greenway

* Ridefinders

* St. Louis City Streets Department

¢ Lambert St. Louis-International
Airport

* St. Louis Planning and Urban Design

* St. Louis City Board of Public Service

* St. Louis Port Authority

* St. Louis Development Corp.




) PURPOSE AND NEED

Purpose and Need Statement

 Drives the study process and
outcomes

* Well-defined, well-established, and
well-justified

« Determines which strategies are
reasonable, prudent, and practicable

) DATA COLLECTION

Existing Conditions in the Corridor

Such as: 9, &
Major Employers/Activity =iy
Centers SRR
Current Vacant Land ==
Demographics = =

Traffic/Congestion P
Transit

Bike/Pedestrian

Freight

Environmental Conditions

110

) DATA COLLECTION

Previous and Ongoing Studies

St. Peter’s Outer Road AJR

O’Fallon Transportation Study

I-70/Hanley/Scudder AJR

1-270 Environmental Assessment

Metro Long Range Plan

EWG Regional Freight Study

Metro Bus Rapid Transit Study

St. Ann EA

St. Charles 51" Street Interchange Study

Airport Plans

Community Plans (land use, long range economic development)
Other existing studies in the corridor, including bicycle and pedestrian
plans

D Y

) DATA COLLECTION

Existing Conditions in the Corridor

To Determine: pe H
Access to Jobs &
Economic Development e
Potential =
Movement of Goods TR
Alternative Transportation
Needs

Multimodal Opportunities

w—
S |
=
.

i




What We Heard from St. Louis City

Problems: Needs:

* Access to ports ¢ Aesthetics of the corridor

* Freight routes from ports to * Better use for reversible lanes
airport * Better access from interchanges

Community cohesion
Accommodate freight better
Development to backfill areas of
aging population

Reversible lanes
1-70 is a barrier
Confusing I-70 access points .
downtown

M)

What We Heard from St. Louis County

Problems: Needs:
* Freight routes from airport * Community cohesion
to ports * Accommodate freight better
* |-70is a barrier * Extend MetroLink to Earth City
* Pedestrian/bike access/ * Access to North Park
safety to transit at airport development area
* Access at Airport * Better access from interchanges

Specific interchange
deficiencies noted

(M]

What We Heard from St. Charles County

Problems: Needs:
* Freight access north of I-70 ¢ Community cohesion
and to GM * Aesthetics of corridor

Accommodate freight better
Alternative transportation to
hospitals

Better access from interchanges
and development areas

¢ Corridor is looking old

 |-70 is a barrier

* Pedestrian/bike conflicts
with highway

 Specific interchange
deficiencies noted

¢ Good visibility, poor access

M)

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study |
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Y PUBLIC OUTREACH

Why Are You Here Today?

Help the project team identify regional
needs that we should consider incorporating
into the Purpose and Need




PUBLIC OUTREACH

Regional Strengths
and Weaknesses

ﬁ

) PUBLIC OUTREACH

How Else Can You Participate?

« Take our survey at
www.envisioni70.com

Does your organization have an
email list that would be
interested in the Envision I-70
PEL. Can you send them the
www.envisioni70.com link and
ask them to take the survey?

Ask us to provide you with a
paragraph(s) for your newsletter.

- PUBLIC OUTREACH

How Else Can You Participate?

Attend Future Meetings

Share our website at
www.envisioni70.com with co-
workers, family, friends, and
others

Provide a link to
Www.envisioni70.com from
your organization’s website.

Follow us on Facebook and
Twitter

- PUBLIC OUTREACH

What's Next?

e Study team will report on the
Purpose and Need

¢ “Visualization Workshop” with all
TAGs in a joint meeting

¢ Take our survey and pass it along!

THANK YOU!

112




COMMENTS

07 31 2014 SAG

ENVISION

) MoDOT Advisory Group
Meeting Analysis Date: July 31, 2014

SAG Full Group

Please indicate your response to each statement .
by checking the appropriate box. Average from.l Not Favorable;
2 Neutral; 3 Favorable
1. The location of the meeting worked for me. 2.50
2. My time was well-spent. 3.00
3. The topic was relevant to me and/or my organization. 3.00
4. The right people for this discussion were in the room. 2.71
5. The pace of the meeting kept my attention. 3.00
6. | will participate in similar events by this group in the future. 3.00

Please add any comments on the reverse side. Thank you for helping us improve.

¢ Add St. Ann to local committee.
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03 02 2017 SAG Meeting

MEETING INVITE/ANNOUNCEMENT

03 02 2017 SAG

ENVISION

17@

MoDOT invites you to
join the conversation

THE PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES
STUDY IS UNDERWAY!

Thursday, March 2, 2017
10:00am - 12:00pm

At the Hazelwood Civic Center
8969 Dunn Road
Multipurpose Room 104
Hazelwood, MO 63042

Mo DOT
ps

1-70 Planning & Environmental
Linkages Study Public Meeting

1-70 Senior Advisory Group Meeting
Hosted by Laura Ellen, MoDOT

. Location )

I-70 SAG Meeting
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MINUTES

03 02 2017 SAG

ENVISION

17@

Subject: 1-70 PEL Study

Senior Advisory Group (SAG) Meeting

Meeting Date/ March 2, 2017
Time: 10:00 am

Meeting Hazelwood Civic Center East

Location:

Meeting Minutes

Client: MoDOT

Project: 1-70 PEL Study

Project MoDOT: J613038

Number:  Jacobs:
C1X32800

Meeting Participants

SAG Members

Ray Friem, Metro

Pat Remming, St. Louis Convention and Visitors Center
John McCarthy, University of Missouri-St. Louis

Gary Elmestad, St. Charles County

John Greifzu, St. Charles County

Tom Curran, St. Louis County

Dale Ruthsatz, St. Louis Development Corporation

Pat Kelly, Municipal League of Metro St. Louis

Scott Tate, Greater St. Charles County Chamber

Jerry Beckmann, St. Louis Lambert Airport

Mary Lamie, St. Louis Regional Freightway

Jerry Blair, East-West Gateway Council of Governments

1-70 PEL Team Members

MoDOT

Laura Ellen
Wesley Stephen
Richard Moore

EWG
Marcie Meystrik

Consultant Team

Tracey Lober (Jacobs)

Jo Emerick (AECOM)

Kelly Ferrara (StratCommRXx)
Heather Lasher Todd (StratCommRx)
Mackenzie Norton (StratCommRx)
MaryAnn Taylor Crate (Added
Dimension)

Summary of Meeting

1. Welcome and Introductions

a. Tracey Lober, Jacobs Project Manager, introduced presenters, Transportation
Corridor Improvement Group, and project subcontractors. Attendees

introduced themselves.

2. Project Refresh

a. Project was placed on hold in October of 2014; new Notice to Proceed issued

in December of 2016.

b. Team is currently updating Corridor Condition Assessment report.
c. Thisis the I-70 Planning and Environmental Linkage Study. This study will take
a broad look at the corridor needs, including community, environmental and
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Meeting Minutes
@ (Continued)
Page 2 of 4

economic goals and inform the review process. A goal is to identify strategies
for sections of independent utility for future study to create logical phases of
work to be advanced for further environmental study.

d. Impacts on I-70 PEL: Create a visioning process for this corridor. What will the
future of I-70 look like in 20 years? Freight? Commuters? Transit riders?
Primary economic and land use opportunities along the corridor? Primary and
secondary users?

e. Early public involvement is part of a PEL study. It streamlines project
development and doesn’t inhibit any existing corridor projects.

f.  Outcome will be to determine system-wide strategies, identify infrastructure
investments and services what would implement strategies, establish section
so f independent utility that could progress into the NEPA process, and
prioritize and move forward sections as funding becomes available.

3. Schedule
a. Review of project schedule from Jan — Nov 2017.
b. First public meeting set for March 30, 2017. Second and final public meeting
anticipated in November 2017.

4. Scope

a. Area of the study is roughly 40 miles from the I-64 exchange in Wentzville to
just past the express lanes in St. Louis City.

b. Project engagement includes three technical advisory groups —that met on
March 1, 2017 as a group, a senior advisory group — that met on March 2,
2017, public officials briefing, and public meeting — both on March 30, 2017.
Our website went live on March 1, 2017 and includes a digital survey. Social
media content from our partners will be key to driving the public to our
website, survey, and meetings.

c. Review of TAG members from all three subsections (St. Charles County, St.
Louis County and St. Louis City).

d. Prior studies will be reviewed and will feed into the various alternatives
considered by the project team.

5. Purpose of today’s meeting
a. What we need from you is help identifying other important information that
should be considered to develop the draft Purpose and Need Statement.
b. A Purpose and Need Statement drives the study process and informs how we
measure and apply outcomes. It informs what options are reasonable,
prudent, and practical.

6. Purpose and Need Statement: In 2014, a draft Purpose and Need Statement was
prepared. It reads as follows:
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@ (Continued)
Page 3 of 4

Purpose Statement: The purposes of the proposed transportation
improvements in the I-70 corridor are to increase safety, manage existing and
future traffic congestion, provide efficient access for existing and future
development along the corridor, enhance aesthetics, and expand multimodal
mobility and connectivity.

Needs Statement: The needs for the I-70 corridor vary from end to end, but
overall there are many that apply to the corridor as a whole.

During the 2014 TAG and SAG meetings, a series of recommendations were
heard for all three segments of the project area.

Specific needs from each of the three segments were also noted. Added since
the 2014 process, was to create access to the NGA site.

7. Breakout Sessions

a.

Guests were invited to review large scale maps of the corridor and discuss
suggestions. Preferences and notes were captured on sticky notes and placed
on the map strategically. Others made notes directly on the maps.

The same maps were used by both the TAG and SAG members.

8. Options for participation

a.
b.

o

Website — Envisioni70.com

Future meetings; two more Technical Advisory Group meetings, the first of
which will be independent meetings with each county, and then a final
meeting as a group. Additional Senior Advisory Group meetings.

Public meetings: March 30, 2017 and again in November 2017

Social media — copy will be drafted and delivered to you to customize
Newsletter copy can be provided to you

9. Questions and Answers

a.

Timeline is to present to East-West Gateway in October 2017 and complete the
project by the end of 2017

Can we have freight recognized in the Purpose Statement? Yes. Mary Lamie
stated preferred language is: “improve efficiency and reliability of freight
movement.”

Are we looking at lane management and other options to pouring concrete?
Yes

Website URL was clarified — both Envision70.com and Envisioni70.com will
work. Preferred URL for publishing and promoting is Envisioni70.com.

It was recommended we add trucking industry representatives to TAG.

How will comments left on maps be used? They will be condensed and added
to meeting minutes’ document.
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g. It was asked if fiber optic cable can be added to any improvements.

h. It was suggested we add the URL for the survey onto the variable message
boards on the highway.

i. How long will it take to complete the MetroQuest survey? Less than 10
minutes.

j. Can the team provide copy and a link with artwork that can be used on our
websites? Yes.

k. How are major employers being contacted? Several of them will be included in
our interviews with Key Influencers.

I. How does the team differentiate between strategies and alternatives?
Strategies are high level and may include interchanges grouped together to
create segments of independent utility (SIUs). Alternatives will look at how well
interchanges work and to see how they could be realigned.

m. What are the number of miles in each of the counties? St. Charles County
includes 20 miles; St. Louis County includes 13 miles; St. Louis City includes 7
miles.

n. Are there any talking points or details on website about why we are talking
about I-70? Not at this time, that question seems to point to the condition
assessment the Jacobs team is currently completing.

o. Will the findings of the condition assessment be shared with the public? We
can include in our information for the public meeting.

p. It was noted that freight data can provide context into why people should care
about this highway.

g. It was suggested that additional context be added that this 40-mile corridor is
part of an entire transcontinental system.

r. How will newsletter copy be distributed to us? Watch your email.

10. Adjourn
HitH
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Senior Advisory Group
March 2, 2017
10am - Noon
Hazelwood Civic Center East
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I-70 Regional Needs
Assessment and Strategies
Development Study

Senior Advisory Group
March 2, 2017

- I-70 PEL STUDY

Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL)
Study

What is it?

A transportation planning study that takes a
broad look at transportation, economic,
social, and environmental issues to
determine the needs along a corridor

B [M]

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study
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o UPDATE

What's Happened Since 2014?

Project put on hold October 2014

* MoDOT issued a Notice to Proceed December
2016

* Project Team has been updating the Corridor

Condition Assessment Report

« Focus on changes in the corridor since 2014

B 0

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

- I-70 PEL STUDY

What is the I-70 PEL?

A transportation study that will provide a
visioning framework for I-70.

Will the future 1-70 be a commuter corridor?
Freight? Short trips?

Who will be using I-70 in 20 years?




) I-70 PEL STUDY ) I-70 PEL

Benefits of a PEL Outcome of a PEL

« Early public involvement < Determine system-wide strategies

« Improved decision-making * Identify infrastructure investments and
services that would implement strategies
« Streamlining project development ) . . .
g proj P < Establish sections of independent utility

« Does not prohibit existing projects in corridor that could progress into the NEPA

from moving forward process

¢ Prioritize and move forward sections as
funding is available

I-70 PEL STUDY

Study Area Boundary

I <o-r00R CONDITIONS ASSESSMENT
+ I o\ 0P URPOSE AND NEED
= I (0N TIFY BROAD RANGE OF STRATEGIES
screen anp evaLate siratecies ([N
oeveror eet reporT [N

170 PEL FINAL RECOMMENDATIONS Q
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) PUBLIC OUTREACH o ADVISORY GROUPS

. Advisory Groups Senior Advisory Group (SAG)

 Public Official Briefings Role: Members of this group will

« Public Meetings provide strategy-level insights on the
efforts of the project team, as well as
explore and dive into some of the key
« Social Media issues around the study.

¢ Website

< Digital Survey

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

= ADVISORY GROUPS = ADVISORY GROUPS
Senior Advisory Group (SAG) Technical Advisory Groups (TAG)
invited

* Mayor, City of St. Louis * St. Louis Economic Development v St Charles County
* County Executive — Partnership v St. Louis County

St. Louis County * Greater St. Charles Chamber v . .
*County Executive — * St. Louis Convention and Visitors St Louis Clty

St. Charles County Commission
* Missouri Department of * Greater St. Charles Convention and R0|e:

Transportation Visitors Bureau . . .
« Metro « St. Louis Regional Chamber Members have a unique perspective on the technical
« East-West Gateway Council « Lambert-St. Louis International challenges along the I-70 corridor. These three groups

of Governments Airport are an important resource of technical input for the
* St. Louis Municipal League  University of Missouri - St. Louis tud
* St. Charles County — Economic « Lindenwood University study.

Development Council * St. Louis Regional Freightway
DOT

ASTWEST GATEWY

P A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study
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ADVISORY GROUPS

Technical Advisory Group (St. Charles)

invited

* Great Rivers Greenway

* St. Charles County Transportation
Department

+ City of O'Fallon Economic
Development

* City of St. Peters Transportation
and Development

« City of St. Charles Economic
Development

* City of Jennings Street Department

 City of Lake Saint Louis Public Works
 St. Charles County Planning & Zoning
Department
* St. Charles Area Transit (SCAT)
* St. Charles County Highways Department
* St. Charles Public Works and Engineering
* O'Fallon Planning and Development
* St. Peters Planning, Community
& Economic Development
* Wentazville Public Works
* Ridefinders

Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis County)

invited

* Maryland Heights Public Works

* Normandy Public Works

* Northwoods Public Works

« Pasadena Hills Environmental
Commissioner

* Pine Lawn Public Works

* Ridefinders

* St. Louis County Department of Planning

* St. Louis County Department of

« Berkeley Planning and Zoning
Commission

+ Bridgeton Planning & Economic
Development

* Cool Valley Public Works Director

* Edmunson Public Works Director

* Ferguson Public Works Director

* Great Rivers Greenway

+ Jennings Public Works, Streets

and Parks Transportation
* Lambert St. Louis-International * University of MO St. Louis
Airport * Woodson Terrace Public Works

Planning and En

nmental Linkages (PEL) Study

kages (PEL) Study

ADVISORY GROUPS

DATA COLLECTION

Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis City)
invited
* Great Rivers Greenway
* Ridefinders
* St. Louis City Streets Department
¢ Lambert St. Louis-International
Airport
¢ St. Louis Planning and Urban Design
* St. Louis City Board of Public Service
* St. Louis Port Authority
* St. Louis Development Corp.
* Project Connect

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study
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Previous and Ongoing Studies/Projects

St. Peters’ Outer Road AJR

O'Fallon Transportation Study

|-70/Hanley/Scudder AJR

1-270 Environmental Assessment

Metro Long Range Plan

EWG Regional Freight Study/St. Louis Regional Freightway

Metro Bus Rapid Transit Study

St. Ann EA

St. Charles 5 Street Interchange Study

Airport Plans

MetroLink Studies (Northside/Southside and St. Louis County)

« Community Plans (land use, long range economic development)

« Other existing studies in the corridor, including bicycle and pedestrian
plans

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study




- PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

Why Are You Here Today?

Help the project team identify other
important information that we should
consider incorporating into the
Purpose and Need

) Purpose & Need

Purpose Statement

The purposes of the proposed transportation
improvements in the I-70 corridor are to
increase safety, manage existing and future
traffic congestion, provide efficient access
for existing and future development along
the corridor, enhance aesthetics, and
expand multimodal mobility and connectivity.

) PURPOSE AND NEED

Purpose and Need Statement
» Drives the study process and
outcomes

« Well-defined, well-established, and
well-justified

» Determines which strategies are
reasonable, prudent, and practicable

) Purpose & Need

Needs

The needs for the 1-70 corridor vary from
end-to-end, but overall there are many that
apply to the corridor as a whole.
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) Purpose & Need ) Purpose & Need

Needs - Corridor Needs - Corridor

» Improved connections across I-70 to » Upgraded access to and from

maintain community cohesion on either interchanges

side of the interstate, including bicycle » Upgraded freight vehicle access

and pedestrian accommodations  Increased multimodal travel options
» Enhanced aesthetics all along the corridor » Improve the condition of the infrastructure
* Maintain and increase access to current for preservation of the corridor

and future employment centers along the

corridor

]

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study |

Y Purpose & Need ) Purpose & Need

Needs — St. Charles County Needs — St. Louis County

* Improve alternative modes of » Improved access to Lambert Airport
transportation to local hospitals
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o Purpose & Need

Needs — St. Louis City

» Better use of reversible lanes

« |dentify transportation options to support
development that will backfill areas of
aging population

* Accommodate freight access to river
ports

» Provide access to NGA

Y PUBLIC OUTREACH

How Else Can You Participate?

Attend Future Meetings

Share our website at
www.envisioni70.com with co-
workers, family, friends, and
others

.

Provide a link to
www.envisioni70.com from
your organization’s website.

Follow us on MoDOT'’s
Facebook and Twitter pages

- PUBLIC OUTREACH

What's Next?

¢ Public Meeting to gain further input on
Purpose and Need — March 30, 2017

e Take our survey and pass it along!

* Next TAG meeting will begin to look at
Alternatives to consider throughout the
corridor — Summer 2017

BREAKOUT SESSION

A Planning and Environm / Linkages (PEL) Study

Y PUBLIC OUTREACH

How Else Can You Participate?

« Take our survey at
www.envisioni70.com

« Does your organization have an
email list that would be
interested in the Envision I-70
PEL. Can you send them the
www.envisioni70.com link and
ask them to take the survey?

« Ask us to provide you with a
paragraph(s) for your newsletter.

THANK YOU!
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COMMENTS

03 02 2017 SAG

ENVISION

) MoDOT Advisory Group
Meeting Analysis Date: March 2, 2017

SAG Full Group

Please indicate your response to each statement .
by checking the appropriate box. Average from.l Not Favorable;
2 Neutral; 3 Favorable
1. The location of the meeting worked for me. 2.63
2. My time was well-spent. 3.00
3. The topic was relevant to me and/or my organization. 3.00
4. The right people for this discussion were in the room. 2.88
5. The pace of the meeting kept my attention. 3.00
6. | will participate in similar events by this group in the future. 3.00

Please add any comments on the reverse side. Thank you for helping us improve.
* “Purpose statement — stronger emphasis on economic development, freight, and managed lane

options.”
* For question 4, an individual’s rating was a 2 and the comment was: “GRG.”
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08 23 2017 SAG Meeting

MEETING INVITE/ANNOUNCEMENT

08 23 2017 SAG

ENVISION

17@

MoDOT invites you to
join the conversation

UPDATE ON THE 1-70 PLANNING AND
ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES STUDY

Wednesday, August 23, 2017
1:30 pm - 3:30 pm

Maryland Heights Municipal Court
11911 Dorsett Rd.
Maryland Heights, MO 63043

AUG v
23 Augulst 2017 1-70 Senior Advisory er Meetin
Ho. by Laura Ellen, MoDOT

TG
(o9 o 7S
9 Location .
11911 PR |-70 SAG Meeting
Y 11911 Dorsett e
Maryland y
Heights
8
et ‘Google

Map data ©2018 Google
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MEETING MINUTES

08 23 2017 SAG

2017 08 SAG meeting minutes were presented in combination and are located with the
TAG 2017 08 meeting minutes.

SIGN-IN SHEETS

08 23 2017 SAG

ENVISION

Senior Advisory Group
7 O August 23, 2017
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EXHIBITS

08 23 2017 SAG

ENVISION

I7@

PLANNING FOR THE b/ﬂ ®
®
FUTURE = .-
® ®
> J

170 PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES (I-70 PEL) STUDY
Senior Advisory Group Meeting

AUGUST 23, 2017

WHERE ARE WE?

@Public Engagement
@Purpose and Need/Goals
@Broad Range of Alternatives

@What’s Next?

ENVISION

17@

WELCOME
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ENVISION

Website 17@

www.Envision|70.com

170 N

Digital

ENVISION

I7@

lm-a.wﬂ-

Facebook

stratigic pan o (he future.of the -0 cormidor. Spend 0 minstes taking.

Bl 70 corridor, as part of the 1-70 Planning and

o  East-West Gateway Council of Governments
3 @

Envision |-70 with the Missauri Depariment of Transport
Your point of view is important to MoDOT as ts plans the

PEL) Study. You are encouraged to attend a public meeti
o 7 p.m., Thursday, March 30, 2017, at the Normandy Gg
an 7700 Natural Bridge Road, in Normandy, Mo., 63121,
interactive survey is also available to you, and can be fou
www.Envisioni70.com.

Envision I-70 - Planning
Future

Welcome 1o the project website for
Neocs Assessmant and Stralegies
8 Study, which will be developed as a
Environmantal Linkages [PEL) Stuch

ENVISION

Press 17@

MoDOT surveying drivers to determine
uture of 1-70

Interstate 70 study to provide vision for 40-mile corridor

INTERSTATE

Ri hat for
Fetate 70 in the St. Louis area?

Public Meeting

ENVISION

@ 13 people
attended

@ Project boards
on display

@ Computer
stations set up to
take survey

@ MoDOT, EWG

promoted on

' MoDOT - St. Louls on event

Join the comwsation 13 envision of inlerstate 70! MeDCT, Mistr and
Eam i " e
deeicn Actand this.
mesting and shas yeur visian for 170,

ENVISIONIO70

YOUR
OPINION COUNTS!

15 Public Meeting on |70 Planning 8 E._.
() ™5 P My Goumimart O, ¥

Fr—

Facebook
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Public Official, Resource Agency Briefings

Public Officials: Two locations
Resource Agencies: Jefferson City

ENVISION

MetroQuest Survey

ENVISION

@ Ninety-day open window

@ Analysis underway

How Can We
Improve Interstate 70?

@ Findings confirm the
needs identified by the
team

TELL US WHAT YOU THINK!
Go to www.envision70.com
to take 2 quick survey

@ Flyers at public libraries

ENVISION

MetroQuest Survey Data I7@
@ 2,601 submitted S
surveys e i - < 1473
32,525 data S S A
points received '““‘ oA, T )

@ 10,022 markers
dropped
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ENVISION

MetroQuest Survey Data I7@
@ Project team is

reviewing L - .

substantive o

comments s gl s 249
@ Comments have by e . g

been used to
determine broad
range of alternatives

@ Comments reviewed
to date have
verified existing
conditions

«



ENVISION

Who Participated?

PURPOSE AND NEED/GO

135

ENVISION

Next Steps

@ One more round of advisory group
meetings near conclusion of project

@ MetroQuest report to be finalized and
delivered; published to website

@ Website updated as needed

@ Public meeting, officials and resource
agency briefings

@ Key Influencer Interviews

ENVISION

Purpose and Need/Goalls I7@
Purpose

The purpose of this study is to investigate and identify
the transportation problems on the I-70 corridor and to
recommend transportation improvements, solutions,
and strategies that would: increase safety on the
corridor, manage existing and future traffic
congestion, provide efficient access for existing and
future development along the corridor, improve
efficiency and reliability of freight movement, expand
multimodal mobility and connectivity, enhance
aesthetics, and preserve the environment.




ENVISION

Purpose and Need/Goals I7@

Needs/Goals

The needs and goals identified were derived from
the visions that MoDOT, the TCIG, and
stakeholders have for the future of the corridor,
data obtained from the Corridor Assessment
Report, and comments received from the public,
key influencers, stakeholders, and advisory
groups.

@ Corridor-Wide
@ St. Charles County
@ St. Louis County

ENVISION

Purpose and Need 170
Corridor-Wide Needs/Goals

@ Improve connections across I-70 to @ Improve connectivity of the on-
maintain community cohesion on street network to the greenway
either side of the highway, including network along and across I-70
active transportation
accommodations

o

Anticipate evolution and
application of new/smart
@ Enhance aesthetics all along the technologies

corridor

o

Improve the condition of the
infrastructure for sustainability of
the corridor

@ Maintain and increase access to
current and future employment

centers along the corridor @ Increase safety throughout the
@ Improve operational characteristics corridor

to and from interchanges

)

Limit impacts to manmade and
natural environmental attributes in

[>)

Upgrade freight vehicle access

the corridor
@ St. Louis City ® Faneporstion avel aptions i the
roadway network
Purpose and Need I7@ Purpose and Need I7@

St. Charles County Needs/Goals

@ Improve alternative modes of
transportation to local hospitals

@ Improve functionality of parallel road
system

@ Manage transportation network that serves
future development and redevelopment
areas

@ Increase accessibility to public
transportation

St. Louis County Needs/Goals

@ Improve access to St. Louis Lambert
International Airport for passengers,
employees, and freight/cargo

@ Improve active transportation options to
public transit

@ Provide connection to potential MetroLink
expansion
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ENVISION

Purpose and Need
St. Louis City Needs/Goalls

@ Improve functionality of the reversible
lanes

@ Increase transportation options to
households without access to vehicles

@ Accommodate freight access to river ports
@ Provide full access interchanges

@ Provide connection to potential MetroLink
expansion

ENVISION

Broad Range of Alternatives 17@

@ Project team has developed a broad range
of over 75 alternatives throughout the corridor

@ Interchange, outer roads, and mainline
improvements and reconfigurations are
included

@ Improvements will accommodate bike,
pedestrian, and transit movements and
access

BROAD RANGE OF ALTERNATIVES

WHAT’S NEXT?2
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ENVISION

I7@




ENVISION

What’s Next?

@ Project team will evaluate the alternatives
based on the Purpose and Need and
Goals of the Project

@Level 1 and Level 2 screening process will
determine which alternatives will be
carried forward

@ Project team will begin to prepare the PEL
Report and Questionnaire

ENVISION

What’s Next?

@ Present final PEL recommendations
— Advisory Group Meetings (November 2017)
— Public Meeting (November/December 2017)

— Public Officials Briefing (in conjunction with Public
Meeting)

@ PEL Report and Questionnaire ( December
2017)

THANK YOU!

ENVISION

I7@

Questions?
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COMMENTS

08 23 2017 SAG

ENVISION

PS MoDOT Advisory Group
Meeting Analysis Date: August 23, 2017

Senior Advisory Group

El/egrs\:(:IE?r:githeey:puprrgepsrri)e?tgst?otz each statement Average from 1 Not Favorable;
2 Neutral; 3 Favorable

1. The location of the meeting worked for me. 3

2. My time was well-spent. 3

3. The topic was relevant to me and/or my organization. 3

4. The right people for this discussion were in the room. 2.83

5. The pace of the meeting kept my attention. 3

6. | will participate in similar events by this group in the future. 3

Please add any comments on the reverse side. Thank you for helping us improve.

Happy to see attention to Hanley!

Right people were in the room except city?

Trucking
« DNJ
0 Matt Freix — North St. Louis, (314) 932-1090, mfreix@godnj.com
¢ Midwest Systems
o Steve Williamson — North St. Louis, steve.williamson@mwsystems.com
» Affton Trucking
o Terry Travis — North St. Louis, terry@afftontrucking.com
P&G Manufacturing
¢ Herb Hall — North St. Louis, hall.h.2@pg.com
NFS Railroad
« Eli Falls — North St. Louis, eli.falls@nscorp.com (very busy person!)
Barge Industry
¢ Rick Barbee, SCF Marine — Services St. Louis City Munc River Port Terminal,
rbarbee@ckor.com
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This document contains the work products of the March 2017 meetings of the

Technical Advisory and Senior 'y Group for the ing and
issouri of

Transportation. Project is managed by Jacobs, with public engagement support by
StratCommRx.

P

1. TAG Meeting Minutes

1-70 PEL Study Client: ~ MoDOT
Subject: Technical Advisory Group (TAG)
Meeting
Meeting Date/  March 1,2017 Project:  [-70 PEL Study
Time: 10:00 am
Meeting Overland Park Community Center ~ Project  MoDOT: J613038
Location: Number  Jacobs:
: C1X32800
Meeting Participants
TAG Members 170 PEL Team Members
Burt Bensek, City of St.
Bramer, St Charles County Transportation Dept Laura Ellen
Kittrel Braselman, City of Narthwoods Wesley Stephen
Louis Clayta, City of Lake St. Louis Richard Moore:
Joe Ebert, st Airport
Elmestad, City of St. Peters EWG
Jemry Hulber, St. Charles City Marcie Meystrik
Hurlbert, St. Charles Couaty Paul Hubbman
Rodney Jarrett, City of
Derek Koestel, City of Lake St. Louis Consultant Team
Douglas Lee, City of W Tracey Laber (Jacobs)
David Leezer, City of St. Charles Jo Emerick (AECOM)
LG. Loos, City of Maryland Kelly Femana (5
(cKeehan, City of O'Fallon ‘Lasher Todd (StatCommRs)
Julie Powess, City of St. Peters Mackenzie Norton (StratCommRx)
Jen Samson, St Louis County MaryAua Taylor Crate (Added Dimension)
Brad Temme, City of St. Charles
‘Andy Tuerck, MoDOT
Matt Unrein, City of Fe
'Deanna Veaker, City of St. Louis
Stefanie Voss, St. Loais County Dept of Highways
David Woods, City of O Fallon
Summary of Meeting

1. Welcome and Introductions

a. Tracey Lober, Jacobs Project Manager, i
m Corridor

ntroduced presenters,

subcontractors.

Group, and project

201760 TAG/SAG g ey

2. Project Refresh

. Project was placed on hold in October of 2014; new Notice to
Proceed issued in December of 2016.

b. Team is currently updating Corridor Condition Assessment report.

. This is the I-70 Planning and Environmental Linkage Study. This
study will take a broad look at the corridor needs, including
community, environmental and economic goals and inform the
review process. A goal Is to identify strategies for sections of
independent utility for future study to create logical phases of work
to be advanced for further environmental study.

d. Impacts on 170 PEL: Create a visioning process for this corridor.
What will the future of I-70 look like in 20 years? Freight?
Commuters? Transit riders? Primary economic and land use
opportunities along the corridor? Primary and secondary users?

e Early public involvement is part of a PEL study. It streamlines
project development and doesn't inhibit any existing corridor

projects.

f. Outcome will be to determi id les, identify
infrastructure investments and services what would implement
strategles, establish section so f independent utility that could
progress into the NEPA process, and prioritize and move forward
sections as funding becomes available.

3. Schedule
a. Review of project schedule from Jan - Nov 2017.
b. First public meeting set for March 30, 2017. Second and final public
meeting anticipated in November 2017.

a Area of the study is roughly 40 miles from the I-64 exchange in
Wentzville to just past the express lanes in St. Louls City.

b. Project engagement includes three technical advisory groups -
meeting today as a group, a senior advisory group - meeting
tomorrow, public officials briefing and public meeting - both on
March 30, 2017. Our website went live this morning and indudes a
digital survey. Social media content from our partners will be key to
driving the public to our website, survey, and meetings.

Review of TAG members from all three subsections (St. Charles
County, St. Louls County and St. Louis City).

Prior studies will be reviewed and will feed into the various
alternatives considered by the project team.

o

~

5. Purpose of today’s meeting
2. What we need from you is help identifying other important
that should b develop the draft Purpose
and Need Statement.

PrTT——
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b. APurpose and Need Statement drives the study process and informs
how we measure and apply outcomes. It informs what options are
reasonable, prudent, and practical.

6. Purpose and Need Statement: In 2014, a draft Purpose and Need Statement

was prepared. It reads as 'ollaws

a Purpose f the proposed

improvements in dse I 70 wrrldor are to increase safety, manage
existing and future traffic congestion, provide efficient access for
existing and future development along the corridor, enhance
aesthetics, and expand multimodal mobility and connectivity.
Needs Statement: The needs for the 1-70 corridor vary from end to
end, but overall there are many that apply to the corridor as a whole.
. During the 2014 TAG and SAG meetings, a series of
recommendations were heard for all three segments of the project
area.
Specific needs from each of the three segments were also noted.
Added since the 2014 process, was to create access to the NGA site.

2

o

&

7. Breakout Sessions

a. Guests were invited to review large scale maps of the corridor and
discuss and notes d on sticky
notes and placed on the map strategically. Others made notes
directly on the maps.
The same maps will be used to share with the Senior Advisory Group
meeting tomorrow.

L.

8. Options for participation

a. Website - Envisioni70.com
b. Future meetings; two more Technical Advisory Group meedngs, the
first of which will be meetings with

then a final meeting as a group.

Public meetings: March 30, 2017 and again in November 2017
d. Social media - copy will be drafted and delivered to you to
customize

Newsletter copy can be provided to you

L

9. Questions and Answers
a. Timeline is to present to East-West Gateway in October 2017 and
complete the project by the end of 2017
b. Website URL confirmation
¢ Outreach plan for St. Louis City residents was discussed

10. Adjourn
#ie

290703 TG Mot Sy

2. SAG Meeting Minutes

Subject: 1-70 PEL Study Client:  MoDOT
Senior Advisory Group (SAG)
Meeting

Meeting Date/ ~ March 2,2017 Project: 170 PEL Study

Time: 10:00 am

Meeting Hazelwood Civic Center East Project MoDOT: 613038

Location: Number Jacobs:
: C1X32800

Meeting Participants. 170 PEL Team Members

Ray! Launa Ellen

Pat Renming, St. Louis Canvention and Visitars Center Wesley Stephen

‘Elmestad, St. Charles

Jobm Greife, St. Charles County

‘Tom Curran, St. Louis County Marcie Meystrik

Dale Ruthsatz, St. Louis

Pat Kelly, Municipal Leagne of Metro St. Lonis Consultant Team

Scott Tate, Greater St. Charles Tracey Lober (Jacobs)

St. Louis Lambert Airpart Jo Emerick

Mary Laniie, St. Louis Regional Freightway Ferrara (StratCommiRx)

Jerry Blair, East-West Gateway Council of Governments Heather Lasher Todd (StratCommRx)
Mackenzie Norten (StratCommRx)
MaryAnn Taylor Crate (Added Dimension)

Summary of Meeting

1. Welcome and Introductions
a. Tracey Lober, latobs Pm]ecl Manager, introduced presenters,
T , and project
An-mlm th

2. Project Refresh
a. Project was placed on hold in October of 2014; new Notice to
Proceed issued in December of 2016.
b. Team is currently updating Corridor Condition Assessment report.
c. This is the I-70 Planning and Environmental Linkage Study. This
study will take a broad look at the corridor needs, including
and Is and inform the

7 0 TAG/S4G Mt Sy

review process. A goal is to identify strategies for sections of
independent utility for future study to create logical phases of work
to be advanced for further environmental study.
d. Impacts on 1-70 PEL: Create a visioning process for this corridor.
What will the future of 1-70 look like in 20 years? Freight?
Commuters? Transit riders? Primary economic and land use
opportunities along the corridor? Primary and secondary users?
Early public involvement is part of a PEL study. It sn-eam]lnas
project and doesn’t inhibit
projects.
Outcome will be to determine system-wide strategies, identify
infrastructure investments and services what would implement
strategies, establish section so f independent utility that could
progress into the NEPA process, and prioritize and move forward
sections as funding becomes available.

®

3. Schedule
a. Review of project schedule from Jan - Nov 2017.
b. First public meeting set for March 30, 2017. Second and final public
meeting anticipated in November 2017.

4. e
a. Area of the study is roughly 40 miles from the I-64 exchange in
Wentzville to just past the express lanes in St. Louis City.
b. Project engagement includes three technical advisory groups - that
met on March 1, 2017 as a group, a senior advisory group - that met
on March 2, 2017, public officlals briefing, and public meeting - both
on March 30, 2017. Our website went live on March 1, 2017 and
includes a digital survey. Social media content from our partners will
be key to driving the public to our website, survey, and meetings.
Review of TAG members from all three subsections (St. Charles
County, St. Louis County and St. Louls
Prior studies will be reviewed and will feed into the various
alternatives considered by the project team.

5. Purposa of today’s meeting
What we need from you is hdp Idemlfying olher Impomnt

that sho the draft Purpose
and Need smemenL
A Purpose and Need Statement drives the study process and informs
how we measure and apply outcomes. It informs what options are
reasonable, prudent, and practical.

o

a

4

6. Purpose and Need Statement: In 2014, a draft Purpose and Need Statement
was prepared. It reads as follows:

0T 00 TAG/546 Mt Sy

a Purpose The pi f the proposed
improvements in the I-70 corridor are to increase safety, manage
existing and future traffic congestion, provide efficient access for
existing and future development along the corridor, enhance
aesthetics, and expand multimodal mobility and connectivity.

b. Needs Statement: The needs for the 1-70 corridor vary from end to
end, but overall there are many that apply to the corridor as a whole.

. During the 2014 TAG and SAG meetings, a series of
recommendations were heard for all three segments of the project
area.

d. Specific needs from each of the three segments were also noted.
Added since the 2014 process, was to create access to the NGA site.

7. Breakout Sessions
a. Guests were invited to review large scale maps of the corrldnr and
discuss and notes p! on sticky
notes and placed on the map mugully. Others made notes
directly on the maps.
b. The same maps were used by both the TAG and SAG members.

8. Options for participation
a. Website - Envisioni70.com
b. Future meetings; two more Technical Advisory Group meetings, the
first of which will be independent meetings with each county, and
then a final meeting as a group. Additional Senior Advisory Group

meetings

Public meetings: March 30, 2017 and again in November 2017

d. Social media - copy will be drafted and delivered to you to
customize

Newsletter copy will be provided to you

L

9. Questions and Answers
a. Timeline is to present to East-West Gateway in October 2017 and
complete the project by the end of 2017
b. Can we have in the Purpose Yes. Mary
Lamie stated preferred language is: “improve efficiency and
reliability of freight movement.”
. Are we looking at lane management and other options to pouring
concrete? Yes
Website URL was clarified - both Envision70.com and
Envisloni70.com will work. Preferred URL for publishing and
promoting is Envisioni70.com
e. Itwas recommended we add trucking industry representatives to
TAG
How will comments left on maps be used? They will be condensed
and added to meeting minutes’ document.

o

o
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It was asked if fiber optic cable can be added to any improvements.

It was suggested we add the URL for the survey onto the variable

message boards on the highway.

How long will it take to complete the MetroQuest survey? Less than

10 minutes.

Can the team provide copy and a link with artwork that can be used

on our websites? Yes.

How are major employers being contacted? Several of them will be

included in our interviews with Key Influencers.

How does the team differentiate between strategies and

alternatives? Strategles are high level and may Include interchanges

grouped together to create segments of independent utility (SIUs).
will look at how well work and to see how

they could be

ed.
m. What are the number of miles in each of the counties? St. Charles

£ P

r

County includes 20 miles; St. Louis County includes 13 miles; St.
Louis City includes 7 miles.

Are there any talking points or details on website about why we are
talking about I-70? Not at this time, that question seems to point to
the bs team i )

diti

J
‘Wil the findings of the condition assessment be shared with the
public? We can include in our information for the public meeting.
It was noted that freight data can provide context into why people
should care about this highway.

It was suggested that additional context be added that this 40-mile
corridor is part of an entire transcontinental system.

How will newsletter copy be distributed to us? Watch your email.

10.Adjourn

3. Corridor Maps and Comments

Map 1 - Wentazville

H: Consideration of outer

access and use of the ramps St Charles County, as well as 17010 Veterans Memorlal
? 64/ Parkway
Interchange. Highway 2
Additional Note: Hwy N

access to businesses Improvements could take
between Rte. A and 1: PM Peak WB: 64 major wraffc off 164170

0/64/612 congeston @ 6470 Interchange.

2017 93 TAG/SAG Mesting Semmary

Map 2 - O’Fallon

Map 3 - St. Charles

A: Bryan Rd.: Plans to have 0: Evaluation of 70 bridge : Concemed that It might
St. Charles are looking at
HW/fiooding similar to what ‘one-way outer roads (in
bus rapid 15.
CoEls the need.
County. H: (10f 2) Need for
£: Hwy 79: Major reconnection of North Outer
C: OFallon:
. roads — an
north
1-70; from TR Hughes to Drive. This need Identified in
Woodiawn.
.
" poer
& 170, 1:(20f2) W
.
Route 79 interchange. w170, support adjacent residential
o Consideringan areas north and south of 70
expansion of one way In the area. This connect
outer roads to the west ‘would reduce trips (local) on
‘within city limits. 70.
P78 A Mot Sy

A: How can we divert trips ‘Truman. Major job and eastinto St. Charles. Maybe
two-way north outer road.
Orive Interchange to Spencer
Rd:: x
370 pr on outer roads, would we
nge better
Impact traffic patterns? 70. for freight only lanes, HOT
lanes, or other managed
npact lanes (BRT)?
Increase use of the S8 Rte how to promote
37010 €8 1-70 ramp? vacant an
c 010 congestion. Cave Spring has.
South of Spencer. Improved the outer roads. been identified as a major
'370/Salt River Road/70 need/congestion lssue along
County.
traveled roads that cross 70
o: L: Maintain two-way access.
development, similar and bike routes, parks, ‘o Country Club from/to
Premier 370, schools, Zumbehl.
of 370, from Spencer and Jobs, etc.
Truman M: Congestion at Zumbehl
way Peters
3t70 and 370 from St. Peters segn ¥
from
form Spencer Road to
P09 A A Mot Sy
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O: Hawks Nest access to -
70/outer roads.

P: Prepare for new

Additional Note: Aesthetic

additional access to
businesses (one-way outer

corridor, esp. connected

Springs. Revitalize businesses

Map 4 - Missouri River

H: St Louis Co. Dorsett
‘overlay w/ ped crossing at
Zumbeh, Trall 270 Westto
Clty of St Charles and Dorsett Shopping Center.
8 Interchange aesthetic MoDOT.
Improvements. 1: Dorsett Great Streets
3 Project.
c and st. Louls Co on mits of
Improvements.
G: St Louls Co proposted STP
70 corridor. Creve Coeur Ml Rd.
P78 A Mot Sy

Map 5 - Airport

potential for new Cypress. are interested In pedestrian
Interchange between St. ‘connections across 70 in
Lots of /270. as"the”
70, K: Increase pedestrian access
8: Improved access from - from Pear Tree to Terminal
1
runway. along upcoming LIB.
L: 170 relocation south not
c Iikely.
‘west/east.
NW comer of airport. confusing. M: Very difficult to merge:
‘onto 170 from right. Cross.
0:The N. 2 lanes of
bound 70. Combine alrport Rock Road exi - not 10 170 North - especially
‘and W. 70 ramp access? Intultive. | second this ‘during rush hours.
comment!
E:Entry to -0 WBat
American really necessary of
P79 A Mg Sy

Map 6 - Jennings

Map 7 - St. Louis City

commerciak-vehicle friendly.
MoDOT fat
In the past.
5300 Bermuda has been through city. Enhance
seeking sale of his vacant sesthetics. M: Dangerous curve getting
house to MoDOT for this off at Jennings Station Rd.

‘State-UMSL-private atLillan Ave.
B: Commercial vehicles deveoper RFP for

North N: Eliminate
‘bound from northbound Hanley-1-70 property to be Bircher/Riverview structure -
‘extend Riverview to

‘access primarily north. Goodfellow on north side of

I: Need free-standing GRG St. 1-70. Realign |70 through

trucks

station. 0: Shreve big truck access.
D: The 242 (Lucas Hunt) west

x faclity
‘extremely short. Hopefully perimeter fence needs
this on-ramp can be upgrading. MoDOT vehice
extended. and equipment noise

disturbs residents on
£: Tight footprint under Contour Drive. Also rain

i
[under Goodfellow] from MoDOT onto rear yards
Drive.

lanes? idge.
direction In years. redistribute lanes per
capaclty.
Broadway is scheduled to be. o design for bike access, as
‘modified ‘well MRT is here too. P: Improved access from
downtown core to 44-70
West.
Sow forth
crossings. Q: Critical to upgrade freight
2bridges
0: Grand at e
@ RR backs up traffic to 70. Interchanges, ellminating rail
:
(e Grand). Also mproving
F:N. Florrisant bad design. oni70. Connect neighborhoods &
bike/ped access.
ots of Hopefully throug the 170 barrler.
water opening:
the “Reversible Lanes.” They
Grand/?70 trying to get to ‘some time. The reversible
Y ng a 180.
hours.
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4. C icati Deli March 2017

March 9, 2017

To: Community Partners and MoDOT Stakeholders:

Please help MoDOT share news about the new I-70 project and help gather
feedback on this interactive survey tool. Below please find:

1) Draft copy for your newsletter — which includes details on the project
scope and parameters.

2) Low-resolution graphic files you can use online; cutlines are also provided.
High resolutions files are available by contacting Kelly Ferrara,
StratCommRx. Her email is Kelly@StratCommRx.com

3) Draft social media content for Facebook and Twitter.

We will also be posting on the MoDOT social media channels and encourage you

to share these posts as well. Thank you for doing your part for helping us create
a report informed by the community.

Laura Ellen
Missouri Department of Transportation

29070 TAG/ NG et ey

1) Draft copy for your newsletter

(Note to editor: Please feel free o customize this information to fit your available space,
but we do ask that you include the link to the website.)

(Note to designer: Please use the artwork and cutiine opfion included, should space

permit. We also recommend the option of a Call Out box highlighting the public meeting
information presented here.)

Envision I-70: Join the Conversation!

ENVISION I'7°

YOUR
OPINION COUNTS!

How viill Interstate 70 (1-70), and the area
around i, look in the future? What changes
would be welcome and what should be

What
should be included? Now you have an
opportunity to share your ideas about this
critical part of our region.

The Missouri Department of Transportation
(MoDOT) is taking a high-leve! look at what
1-70 is today, and envisioning what it can be
in the future. A new study, managed by
MoDOT, in close coordination with East-

‘West Gateway Council of Govermments and

MoDOT | o collect thout
Metro, will ok at the arca of the INterStale e 120 e vea fos dosio sanvcy

beginning just west of the 1-70/1-64
i in and cont
through the Stan Musial Veterans Memorial Bridge complex to the end of the
express lanes in downtown St. Louis City.

today. Link is available at Envisioni70.com.

The area includes a vibrant mix of residential, commercial, and industrial land
uses. Whether you use |70 for your daily commute, to transport goods across
the country, to reach school, or to travel to and from the many activities St. Louis
has to offer, MoDOT wants to hear from you!

MoDOT Hosts Public Meeting | TO provide your input, visit
March 30, 2017, 5 - 7pm www.envisioni70.com, where you can take a
Normandy Government Office | brief survey, share your ideas for the I-70
corridor, and learn more about this study.

rtroo
7700 Natural Bridge Road Please feel free to share this link with
Normandy, MO 63121 colleagues, neighbors, friends, and others

who use |-70 for business or personal travel.

You can also share feedback and leamn more at an upcoming public meeting
MoDOT will hold related to the 1-70 study on Thursday, March 30, 2017, from 5 —
7 pm. The meeting will be in the Normandy Government Office Courtroom

located at 7700 Natural Bridge Road in Normandy, MO, 63121.

2) Low-resolution graphic files you can use online; cutlines are also
provided. High resolutions files are available by contacting Kelly

Ferrara, StratCommRx. Her email is Kelly@StratCommRx.com.

ENVISIONI‘7O

YOUR
OPINION COUNTS!

www.Envisioni70.com

Cutline: MoDOT is eager to collect your thoughts on 1-70. Please use their digital
survey today. Link is available at Envisioni70.com.

19

e 70 "
FUTURE -

00

Cutline: MoDOT’s newest project is a study of I-70. Please visit their website;
take the online survey. www.Envisioni70.com.

3) Draft social media content for Facebook and Twitter

Draft language for MoDOT partners and community advocates to consider using
on their social media pages. The above graphics can also be used, along with
links to the project website. www.EnvisioniZ0com.

Facebook
A. Use before public meeting on 3/30

Envision I-70 with MoDOT! They want to hear your point of view about your vision
for the I-70 corridor, as part of the I-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages (I
PEL) Study. Attend a public meeting on Thursday, March 30, 2017, from 5 - 7 pm, at
the Normandy Government Office on 7700 Natural Bridge Road, in Normandy, MO,
63121. Their online interactive survey Is also avallable to you, and can be found
here: www.Envisloni70.com.

B. Use after 3/30

Join the conversation to envision the future of 170! MoDOT, Metro and the East-
West Gateway Council of Governments have Initiated a study to develop a strategic

20
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plan for the future of the 1-70 corridor. The I-70 Planning and Environmental
Linkages (I-PEL) Study will provide a broad framework and implementation

strategies to meet th needs of this critical

regional transportation link.Share your point of view by taking this interactive
survey and submitting comments to help formulate a vision for the I-70 corridor.
‘www.Envisioni70.com

Twitter
A. Use before public meeting on 3/30 (127 characters  link to public
meeting page of website)

MoDOT will host a public meeting on 3/30. Take their online, Intelndwesllvey
and leam about an I-70 Study. More online here h Qpﬂbimgmh!]

B. Use after 3/30 (124 characters)
MoDOT recently unveiled an interactive survey tool to help study 170 in the St.
Louis region. Please share your feedback at www,Envisioni70.com.

21
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ADVISORY GROUP MEETINGS SUMMARY

08 2017

ENVISION

Table of Contents

1) St. Louis City TAG Meeting Minutes
2) st. Charles County TAG Meeting Minutes
3) St. Louis County TAG Meeting Minutes
4) SAG Meeting Minutes

5) Improvement Maps and Comments

This the work August 2017 the
Technical Advisory Groups and Senior Advisory Group for the I-70 Planning and
Linkages Study conducted by the
Project s Jacobs, with public

StratCommRx.

1. St. Louis City TAG Meeting Minutes

1-70 PEL Study MoDOT
Subject: Technical Advisory Group (TAG)
Meeting
Meeting Date/  August 17,2017 Project: 170 PEL Study
Time: 9:30am
Meeting East-West Gateway Council of Project  MoDOT: J613038
Location: Governments Number  Jacobs: C1X32800
Meeting Participants
‘TAG Members 170 PEL Team Members
Len Efthim, City of St. Louis Traffic Division MoDOT
Nick Nichols, St. Louis Port Authority Laura Ellen
Doa Roe, St. Louis Planning & Urban Design Wesley Stepben
Jan Titus, Lambert -St. Louss Interational Airport Richard
Jay Watson, St. Louis Development Andrew Gates
Michelle Fomeris
EWG
Marcie Meystrk
Paul Hubboan
Jessica Mefford Miller
Team
Kyle Baumann (Jacobs)
MaryAmn Taylor Crate (Added Dimension)
Kelly Ferrara (StratCommRx)
Andrew Frey (Jacobs)
Kyle Levenhagen, (AECOM)
JC. Muray,
Tracey Lober (Jacobs)
Heather Lasher Todd (StratCommRx)
Summary of Meeting

1. Welcome and Introductions

2. Public Engagement
a. Website: www.Envisionl70.com
b. Digital

1. Presence reinforced with MoDOT and EWG Facebook posts to
push survey participation, and media coverage of survey and
public meetings.

¢ Meetings
L. Public meeting

1. 13 people attended
2. Project boards on display
3. Computer stations set up to take survey
4. MoDOT, EWG promoted on Facebook

IL. Two public official briefings

llL. Resource agency briefing held in Jefferson City

v,

photos, etc.
‘website along with contact sheet to email MoDOT.
d. MetroQuest survey
1. Ninety-day open window
1L Promoted through online outreach, soclal media posts,
traditional media outreach, and newsletter articles for
municipalities and other partners to publish. Provided ability
to complete survey at public meetings, and put fliers In public
libraries. Made sure it was mobile-friendly, as well.
iil. Allowed people to zoom in to an Intersection or generally
leave a comment.
iv. Survey data
2,601 submitted surveys
32,525 data points received
10,022 markers dropped
Project team s reviewing substantive comments—
comments have been used to determine broad
range of alternatives and have verified existing
conditions
V. MetroQuest survey yielded significant response, and much of
what we heard confirmed our assumptions going into this
study.
e. Nextsteps
1. Finalizing analysis of survey data to be published to website,
holding remainder of TAG/SAG meetings, and conducting key
influencer Interviews.

;W

3. Purposeand Need
a. Purpose Statement: The purpose of this study Is to investigate and
identify the transp probl the and to
recommend transportation improvements, solutions, and strategies
that would: increase safety on the corridor, manage existing and
future provide effici for and
dor, i and
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reliability of freight movement, expand multimodal mobility and
h: sthy and the

Needs Statement: The needs identified were derived from the
visions that MoDOT, the TCIG, and stakeholders have for the future
of the corridor, data obtained from the Corridor Assessment Report,
and comments received from the public, key influencers,
stakeholders, and advisory groups. They were then broken down as
follows:
L. Corridor-Wide
ii. St.Charles County
il St Louls County
. St Louls City
¢ Corridor-wide needs/goals
i. Impi to maintain
cohesion on either side of the highway, including active
transportation accommodations
ii. Enhance aesthetics al along the corridor
Maintain and increase access to current and future
‘employment centers along the corridor
toand from

=

p
Upgrade freight vehicle access
Increase transit and active transportation travel options in
the roadway network

s=F

il

p tothe
greenway network along and across 1-70
A lution and of

p:
technologles

ix. Improve the condition of the for

of the corridor

X Increase safety throughout the corridor

X L to de and natural
attributes In the corridor

d. St Louis City needs/goals

i Imps f
i In options to
to vehicles
iii. Accommodate freight access to river ports
iv. Provide full access interchanges
v. Provide connection to potential MetroLink expansion

4. Broad Range of Alternatives
a. Project team has developed a broad range of over 75 alternatives
throughout the corridor
b. Interchange, outer roads, and mainline improvements and
reconfigurations are included

¢ Improvements will accommodate bike, pedestrian, and transit
movements and access

5. What's Next?
a. Project team will evaluate the alternatives based on the Purpose and
leed

N
b. Level 1and Level 2 screening processes will determine which
alternatives will be carried forward
Project team will begin to prepare the PEL Report and Questionnaire
Present final PEL recommendations
i. Advisory Group Meetings (November 2017)

ii. Public Meeting (November/December 2017)

iii. Public Officials Briefing (in conjunction with Public Meeting)
e PEL Report and Questionnaire (December 2017)

B0

6. Questions and Answers
a. Can you tell us more about what was In the dropdown menu for
safel

[xy,'rmd( traffic, Speeding, Frequent accidents, Bike/pedestrian,

backups, Poor sight distance
Have you begun to look at next steps?

i Yes. Level one would be broad range, optimizing system, take
care of congestion - does an alternative meet criteria to help
with issues, sustain corridor, help with physical
characteristics of corridor, etc. Level two will look at meeting
criteria such improving bike/pedestrian, etc.

Have you grouped the feedback into categories?
i Yes.
1. How do you ensure those will fit together across the corridor?
1. We're still working on that as we go.
iii. Will the study prioritize those alternatives in order of when
they should be done?
1. Itshould.
d. Has there been an increased presence of State Troopers on 1-70?
i Yes, deliberate change putin place to keep local police in

14

o

®

and
Did you get distinct feedback about congestion in areas with
reversible lanes?

i Yes, there Ng Narrow,
especially the inside shoulder and specifically on reversible
lanes.

fi. Want to be sure we're looking at difference in express lanes
and sur lanes.

Many Cityare al

residential areas. Who is responsible for maintenance as they are
‘worn down more rapid|

I. Should look at best practices across the country.

7. Adjourn
#ow

2. St. Charles County TAG Meeting Minutes

1-70 PEL Study Client:  MoDOT
Subject: Technical Advisory Group (TAG)

Meeting
Meeting Date/  August 17, 2017 Project:  1-70 PEL Study
Time: 1:30 pm
Meeting George Gould Building, Project  MoDOT: 613038
Location: Wapelhorst Park Number  Jacobs: C1X32800

Meeting Participants
TAG Members 170 PEL Team Members
Burt Benesek, City of St. Peters MoDOT
Amanda Brauer, St County Roads & Traffic Laura Ellen
Louis Clayton, City of Lake Saint Louis Richard Moore:

‘Elmestad, St.
Jobn Greifzu, St. County EWG
Jerry Hurlbert, St. Clarles City Marcie Meystrik
Mike Hurlbert, St.
Derek Koestel, City of Lake Saint Louis Team
Douglas Lee, City of Wentzville Kyle Baumann (Jacobs)
David Leezer, City of St MaryAnn Taylor Crate (Added Dimension)
Jeff Paskiewicz, City of O'Fallon Kelly Fermara.
Amanda Rich, City of St. Peters Andrew Frey (Jacobs)
‘Susan Spiegel, City of Kyle Levenhagen,

ig Tajkowski, St Charles County Highways Dept. ‘Tracey Lober (Jacobs)
Brad Temme, City of St. Charles JC Muray (:

Heather Lasher Todd (StratCommRx)

Summary of Meeting

1-5 Presentation content from prior meeting was identical

6. Questions and Answers
a. The Project Team noted that the one-way outer roads alternative,
developed by St. Charles County, the City of O'Fallon, and the City of St.

Peters, are being asone of the 1 inthe
study.
b. Want to b d are well

represented In purpose/need and full report.
Will you make a presentation to EWG in October?
L. Yes, but EWG will not need to approve.
Will you show the needs for each individual county at the public meeting?
L. As the generality could cause some people to think this
recommends bringing Metro to St. Charles Co,, we will provide
‘more information.
. We could create boards with County-specific recommendations.
Do you think that would be helpful?
Ve < como chink bould be
kept separate, while others believe that they should be
included on corridor-wide poster.

[

L3

7. Adjourn
#e

148




3. St. Louis County TAG Meeting Minutes

1-70 PEL Study Client: MoDOT
Subject: Technical Advisory Group (TAG)
Meeting
Meeting Date/  August 23, 2017 Project: 170 PEL Study
Time: 10:00 am
Meeting Maryland Heights Municipal Court ~ Project ~ MoDOT: J613038
Location: Number  Jacobs: C1X32800
Meeting Participants
TAG Members 170 PEL Team Members
Chris Hars, City of Ferguson MeDOT
Jobm Hicks, St. Louis County Loura Ellen
LG. Loos, City of Maryland Heights ‘Wesley Stephen
Jan Titus, Lambert -St. Louis International Airport
EWG
Marcie Meystrik
Team
Kyle Baumann, )
‘MaryAnn Taylor Crate (Added Dimension)
Kelly Ferrara (StratCommRx)
Andrew Frey (Tacobs)
K M)
Trscey Lober (cobs)
‘Heather Lasher Todd (StratCommRx)
Summary of Meeting
1-5 i prior meeting

1. Questions and Answers
a. No questions were asked at this meeting.

2. Adjourn
i

4. SAG Meeting Minutes

Subject: 1-70 PEL Study Clientt  MoDOT
Senior Advisory Group (SAG)
Meeting
Meeting Date/  August 23,2017 Project:  1-70 PEL Study
Time: 1:30 pm
Meeting Maryland Heights Municipal Court Project  MoDOT: J613038
Location: Number  Jacobs: C1X32800
Meeting Participants 1-70 PEL Team Members.
SAG Members ‘MoDOT
Laura Ellen
Jason Archer, St. Lous Economic Development Parmership Richard Moore
Jemry Lisa Kuntz
‘Amanda Brauer, St. Charles County Roads & Traffic
Tom Curan, St. Louis County
Gary Elmestad, St. Charles Marcie Meysik
‘Pat Kelly, Municipal League of Metro St. Louis ‘Paul Hubbman
Mary Lame, St Louis Regional
John McCarthy, ISL
Greg Smith, St. Louis Regional Chamber Kyle Baumann|
Berty Van Uum, UMSL MaryAmn Taylor Crate (Added Dimension)
Fermara
Andrew Frey (Jacobs)
Kyle Levenhagen M)
x'hx!ylan’ (Jacobs)
‘Heather Lasher Todd (StratCommRx)

Summary of Meeting
1- 5 Presentation content from prior meeting was identical

6. Questions and Answers
a. The goals should apply to all. This is about ities, not just roads,
and we should see that on the maps. Look at the technology of the future
and consider that before putting things down on the maps. Roundabouts
are terrible for active transport.
i. Future traffic modeling was used, and it is hard to show
ity i and future ies on the
‘maps. This type of information will be included in the final
report and is i as one of the corridor
b. What activities are underway to reach others in St. Louis City who did

not fill out the online survey?
i. Outreach efforts were made, within the scope, to reach as
many people as possible to solicit comments on this study. Will
share list of stakeholder interviewees.

7. Adjourn
i

5. Improvement Maps and Comments

St. Charles
Map 1

70 or 61 Into this
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Map 2

limited left turn capacity.

Map 3

O Not sure this works.
O Consider building for 2 lanes westbound on 70
o 70

Map 4

Map 6

Map 5

Map 7
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St. Louis County
Map 10

Map 12

Map 13
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O Key Influencers: Patheon Biologies, ABB down by KWY

Map 17

Map 19

Map 20

St. Louis City
Map 21

Map 23
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Map 24

O Not sure of need for duals or roundabouts

Map 25

Map 26

Map 27

i
>
w
3
(@]
>
X
X
m

Map 28

Map 30
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Map 33

St. Charles
Map 35

Desire north outer road from Rte A to west
Roundabout is a good Idea for westbound pm travel
Separation [between roundabout and 1-70]? Consider 3 RAB's?

Includes DD as shown on SCC maps.
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Map 38

Wity
7 S

O Like concept of new slip
O Ltslip ramp? Signal?
o

O Has been modeled. CBB

o
SIg! O Weave btw outer road and DOI
Map 39

o 1

PRt
O MoDOT Project constr. 2019 - buying ROW now

ramp to $8 79/Salt Lick
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signal). Connect 79 to MRMD with VMP (good)
turn from WB VMP to Salt Lick (not good)

Map 44

‘well. Doesn't improve outer road connectivity.
Map 45

road.

156




Map 50

outarrosd Map 51

St. Louis County Outer Roads
Map 55
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Map 60

Map 63
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Map 67

Map 68

Map 70

Map 69

St. Louis City Outer Roads
Map 71
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Map 72

O Overall Disgrams to Indicate Strategles

o Access toport
o Cormidor thru-traffic
* Highlight ph

* Show other corridor environmental Issues
© Lookat things other than ust the roadway & LOS.

Map 73

Map 75

Map 77
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‘thumbs up'
access NRCC (N. Riverfront)

Map 80

Map 81

o
O Congestion w/ lights from N. Bound traffic

lights” situation?
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STAKEHOLDER PREVIEW BRIEFING

06 04 2018

ENVISION

I 70 Meeting Agenda
®

Subject: I-70 PEL Study
Stakeholder Preview Briefing
St. Charles County | St. Louis City; St. Louis Lambert

St. Louis County Airport

Meeting Dates/Times: June 4, 2018 June 5, 2018 at June 13, 2018
10am 10am; 1pm 1pm

Meeting Locations: MoDOT TMC, EWG Boardroom MoDOT District HQ,
Room 207 Room 325

1. Welcome, introductions
2. Meeting Overview
a. Project Schedule
b. Important Dates:
i. June 19: Executive committee presentation at East-West Gateway
ii. June 21: Technical Advisory Groups meet together, Maryland Heights
iii. June 27: Board presentation at East-West Gateway
iv. July 18 and July 19: Joint meeting of Technical and Senior Advisory
Groups from 1-3pm; public officials meeting from 4-5pm; public meeting
from 5:30-7pm. You may choose one of the two dates; one meeting at
O’Fallon City Hall; one meeting at TBD.
3. Project Update
a. 10-Month Look-back
b. Earlier Approach: Detail Over Vision
c. Revised Approach: Vision Over Detail
d. PEL Report
4. Public Involvement Update
a. Key Influencer and MetroQuest reports are complete and published on
the Envision70.org website
e. Additional Key Influencer calls will be made in June
5. Questions/Answers
6. Adjourn
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PEL UPDATE PRESENTATION — ST. CHARLES COUNTY

06 2018

ENVISION

I7@

PLANNING FOR THE

FUTURE

1-70 PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES (I-70 PEL) STUDY
I-70 PEL Update

JUNE 2018

]

(2]

@

S
T —e,

©®
o

WELCOME

Agenda

@ Meeting Overview

@ Public Involvement Update
@Project Update

@Timeline

@ Questions

ENVISION

I-70 PEL Study - Status

@ What’s Happened?
— Competed key influencer interviews
— Obtained FHWA approval of P&N
— Identified study segments
— Established vision statement
— Identified needs and goals for each segment

— Developed conceptual strategies (corridor-wide
and segment level)

— Prioritized conceptual strategies

ENVISION

I-70 PEL Study — Outreach I7@

@ Key Influencer Interviews

— 50 stakeholders were identified and contacted in
fall 2017

— From those contacts, 16 interviews were
scheduled and completed

— More interviews will be conducted in the next
few weeks
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ENVISION

[-70 PEL — Key Steps I7@

Tstabinh o Octermne deneity &
Vision & Purpose Speciic Gouls ,

ENVISION

[-70 PEL - Study Vision I7@

Vision Statement

The vision for the I-70 Corridor between Wentzville and the Mississippi River is for a safe,
well-maintained, interstate facility offering reliable mobility for all users into the distant
future.

& By year 2045, the corridor will afford multi-modal transportation options, foster
vibrant communities, lessen the highway’s impact on neighborhoods that pre-
date the interstate, and be a catalyst for i ie

& The corridor will be made efficient through enhanced public transportation; and
modernized and made smart to accommodate an array of new and emerging
technologies, including connected vehicles (CV) and autonomous vehicles (AV).

& Communities along the coridor wil thereby be effectively connected to the
much larger intra- and interstate roadway.

n

At the regional level, commerce will be bolstered by efficient access to
businesses, employment centers, and freight hubs, such as the St. Louis Lambert

[-70 PEL Study - Segments I7@

- International Airport.
In conjunction with in the corridor, and
private ventures will partner to that the I-70
transportation system and improve the economic vitality of the corridor.
ENVISION ENVISION

Corridor Segments

[-70 PEL Study - Goals I7@

& Corridor-Wide Goals

— Reduce potential for crashes, including crashes involving bicycles and
pedestrians

- Maintain/preserve physical condition of infrastructure

Ensure mainline and interchanges operate at current MoDOT LOS

standard

Improve efficiency of access to freight hubs

— Minimize/eliminate impediments to freight movement along the corridor

Allow improved accessibility to public transportation

Improve active transportation to major destinations and the local network

— Minimize impacts to the natural environment

— Minimize impacts to the built environment

— Minimize constructability issues, including disruption to utilities and the
traveling public
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ENVISION

I-70 PEL Study - Goals I7@

@ Segment 1
- Reduce congestion on parallel road system

@ Segment 2
- Reduce congestion on parallel road system
interstate

- areas
@ Segment3

- interstate senving areas
@ Segment4

- Improve configurations to address high crash locations

- Improve access to Lambert Airport for passengers, employees, and freight/cargo

- interstate areas

@ Segment5
—  Improve configurations to address high crash locations
~ Optimize the function of the existing reversible lanes area
- Increase transportation options for households without access to vehicles
- Improve travel times between the City of St. Louis and suburban employment centers for
households without access to vehicles

I-70 PEL Study - Strategies

SGvNT

S
o 230 o

TRANSIORTATION NELD
-

TRANSPORTATION GOMS
(g s g /e

ENVISION

I7@

(Lot ——
Smca e

I-70 PEL - Ratings

@ Goals @ Impacts
- Good @ - Low .

- Fair® — Medium @

— Poor O — High O

I-70 PEL Study - Prioritization
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ENVISION

WHAT’S NEXT? I-70 PEL Study - What’s Next? 17@

ENVISION

I'7° @ Identify improvement options in each

w segment for Level 2 evaluation

@ Develop recommendations for corridor-
wide strategies and segment-level
improvement options

@ Compile evaluation criteria for
consideration of future projects advancing
into NEPA

70 PELStudy ~What's Next? 175

@ Advisory Group Meetings
— June 21 - Project update to all TAG members

— July 18-19 - Final TAG/SAG meetings

@ PEL Report e Rz svSE S
i—

— Preparation ongoing

— Final report by end of July 2018
— FHWA questionnaire by end July 2018
@ Public Meetings - July 18-19

— St. Louis County and St. Charles County locations

S _
THANK YOU!

ENVISION

I7@

Questions?
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PEL UPDATE PRESENTATION - ST. LOUIS CITY

06 2018

ENVISION

I7@

v . ®
PLANNING FOR THE B
b —

FUTURE

1-70 PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES (70 PEL) STUDY

I-70 PEL Update

JUNE 2018

)
[2)

©®
o

WELCOME

Agenda
@ Meeting Overview

@Public Involvement Update
@Project Update

@Timeline

@ Questions

ENVISION

I-70 PEL Study - Status

@ What’s Happened?
— Competed key influencer interviews
— Obtained FHWA approval of P&N
— Identified study segments
— Established vision statement
— Identified needs and goals for each segment

— Developed conceptual strategies (corridor-wide
and segment level)

— Prioritized conceptual strategies

envision|70.com

ENVISION

I-70 PEL Study - Outreach I7@

@ Key Influencer Interviews

— 50 stakeholders were identified and contacted in
fall 2017

— From those contacts, 16 interviews were
scheduled and completed

— More interviews will be conducted in the next
few weeks

envisionl70.com
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ENVISION

[-70 PEL — Key Steps I7@

ENVISION

[-70 PEL - Study Vision I7@

Vision Statement

The vision for the I1-70 Corridor between Wentzville and the Mississippi River is for a safe,
wel-maintained, interstate facility offering reliable mobility for all users into the distant
future.

& By year 2045, the coridor wil afford multi-modal transportation options, foster
vibrant communities, lessen the highway's impact on neighborhoods that pre-
date the interstate, and be a catalyst for ic itie

the Peods Vision & Purpose Soccit Gost
TR, [ [eyere— " o~ [e— & The corridor will be made efficient through enhanced public transportation; and
S — i e — —— ‘modernized and made smart to accommodate an array of new and emerging
ImITD EmEmr s ST s technologies, including connected vehicles (CV) and autonomous vehicles (AV).
o > oo il e ST e & Communities along the corridor will thereby be effectively connected to the
e | Aema— Pt T ] —_ RIS much larger intra- and interstate roadway.
m—_— s R m & At the regional level, commerce will be bolstered by efficient access to
..::.‘:.__.:'-': ra—— - businesses, employment centers, and freight hubs, such as the St. Louis Lambert
Sy 2 International Airport.
In with in the corridor, and
private ventures will partner to i that the I-70
transportation system and improve the economic vitality of the corridor.
envisionl70.com envisionl70.com
|-70 PEL Study - S 170 -70 PEL Study - Goal 170

Conidor Segments

envisionl70.com

& Corridor-Wide Goals

Reduce potential for crashes, including crashes involving bicycles and
pedestrians

Maintain/preserve physical condition of infrastructure

— Ensure mainline and interchanges operate at current MoDOT LOS
standard

— Improve efficiency of access to freight hubs

Minimize/eliminate impediments to freight movement along the corridor
Allow improved accessibility to public transportation

Improve active transportation to major destinations and the local network
— Minimize impacts to the natural environment

Minimize impacts to the built environment

— Minimize constructability issues, including disruption to utilities and the
traveling public

envisionl70.com
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I-70 PEL Study - Goals

@ Segmentl
—  Reduce congestion on parallel road system

@ Segment2
- Reduce congestion on parallel road system
interstate

ENVISION

@ Segment3

areas

interstate serving

@ Segment4
~ Improve configurations to address high crash locations
- Improve access to Lambert Airport for passengers, employees, and freight/cargo

areas

- interstate serving

@ Segment5
- Improve configurations to address high crash locations
~ Optimize the function of the existing reversible lanes area
-~ Increase transportation options for households without access to vehicles
~ Improve travel times between the City of St. Louis and suburban employment centers for
households without access to vehicles

envisionl70.com

areas

I-70 PEL — Ratings

@ Goals
- Good @
— Fair®

— Poor O

envisionl70.com

@ Impacts
- Low .
— Medium @

—nigh O

ENVISION

I-70 PEL Study - Prioritization

ENVISION

I7@
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ENVISION

[-70 PEL Study - What’s Next? 17@

@ Identify improvement options in each
segment for Level 2 evaluation

@ Develop recommendations for corridor-
wide strategies and segment-level
improvement options

@ Compile evaluation criteria for
consideration of future projects advancing
into NEPA

envisioni70.com

ENVISION

[-70 PEL Study - What’s Next? 17@

@ Advisory Group Meetings
— June 21 - Project update to all TAG members
— July 18-19 - Final TAG/SAG meetings
@ EWG Board Meeting — June 27
@ PEL Report
— Final report by end of July 2018
— FHWA questionnaire by end July 2018
@ Public Meetings — July 18-19
— St. Louis County and St. Charles County locations
— Preceded by pubic officials briefings

envisioni70.com

TIMELINE

IDENTHY/EVALUATE IMPROVEMENTS

2 AN

THANK YOU!

ENVISION

I7@

Questions?
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PEL UPDATE PRESENTATION — ST. LOUIS COUNTY

06 2018

ENVISION

17@

PLANNING FOR THE

FUTURE

1-70 PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES (-70 PEL) STUDY

I-70 PEL Update

JUNE 2018

Z]

(2]
@

St
T —e,

©®
o

WELCOME

Agenda
@ Meeting Overview

@Public Involvement Update
@Project Update

@Timeline

@ Questions

ENVISION

[-70 PEL Study - Status

@ What’s Happened?
— Competed key influencer interviews
— Obtained FHWA approval of P&N
— Identified study segments
— Established vision statement
— Identified needs and goals for each segment

— Developed conceptual strategies (corridor-wide
and segment level)

— Prioritized conceptual strategies

envisionl70.com

ENVISION

[-70 PEL Study — Outreach I7@

@ Key Influencer Interviews

— 50 stakeholders were identified and contacted in
fall 2017

— From those contacts, 16 interviews were
scheduled and completed

— More interviews will be conducted in the next
few weeks

envisionl70.com

171



ENVISION

[-70 PEL - Key Steps I7@

ENVISION

[-70 PEL - Study Vision I7@

Vision Statement

The vision for the I-70 Corridor between Wentzville and the Mississippi River is for a safe,
well-maintained, interstate facility offering reliable mobility for all users into the distant
future.

& By year 2045, the corridor wil afford multi-modal transportation options, foster
vibrant communities, lessen the highway’s impact on neighborhoods that pre-
date the interstate, and be a catalyst for

&  The corridor will be made efficient through enhanced public transportation; and
modernized and made smart to accommodate an aray of new and emerging
technologies, including connected vehicles (CV) and autonomous vehicles (AV).

@ Communities along the conidor wil thereby be effectively connected to the
much larger intra- and interstate roadway.

@ At the regional level, commerce will be bolstered by efficient access to
businesses, employment centers, and freight hubs, such as the St. Louis Lambert
International Airport.

In ion with ion i in the corridor, and
private ventures will partner to that the I-70
transportation system and improve the economic vitality of the corridor.
envisioni70.com envisionl70.com
ENVISION ENVISION

[-70 PEL Study - Segments

Conidor Segments

I7@

envisionl70.com

[-70 PEL Study - Goals I7@

& Corridor-Wide Goals

Reduce potential for crashes, including crashes involving bicycles and
pedestrians

Maintain/preserve physical condition of infrastructure

Ensure mainline and interchanges operate at current MoDOT LOS
standard

— Improve efficiency of access to freight hubs

Minimize/eliminate impediments to freight movement along the corridor
Allow improved accessibility to public transportation

— Improve active transportation to major destinations and the local network
— Minimize impacts to the natural environment

Minimize impacts to the built environment

— Minimize constructability issues, including disruption to utilities and the
traveling public

envisionl70.com
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ENVISION

I-70 PEL Study - Goalls I7@

@ Segment1l
- Reduce congestion on parallel road system

@ Segment2
- Reduce congestion on parallel road system
- interstate areas

@ Segment3

interstate areas
@ Segment4
- Improve configurations to address high crash locations
~ Improve access to Lambert Airport for passengers, employees, and freight/cargo
- interstate

areas

@ Segment5
~ Improve configurations to address high crash locations
- Optimize the function of the existing reversible lanes area
~ Increase transportation options for households without access to vehicles
Improve travel times between the City of St. Louis and suburban employment centers for
households without access to vehicles

envisionl70.com

I-70 PEL — Ratings

@ Goals
— Good @
— Fair @

— Poor O

envisionl70.com

@ Impacts
— Low .
- Medium @

~High O

ENVISION

ENVISION

I7@

I-70 PEL Study - Prioritization
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ENVISION

[-70 PEL Study - What’s Next? I7@

@ Identify improvement options in each
segment for Level 2 evaluation

@ Develop recommendations for corridor-
wide strategies and segment-level
improvement options

@ Compile evaluation criteria for
consideration of future projects advancing
into NEPA

envisionl70.com

NVISION

-70 PEL Study - What’s Next? i7@

@ Advisory Group Meetings
— June 21 - Project update to all TAG members
— July 18-19 - Final TAG/SAG meetings
@ EWG Board Meeting — June 27
@ PEL Report
— Final report by end of July 2018
— FHWA questionnaire by end July 2018
@ Public Meetings — July 18-19
— St. Louis County and St. Charles County locations
— Preceded by pubic officials briefings

envision|70.com

TIMELINE

IDENTHY/EVALUATE IMPRO!
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ENVISION

I7@

Questions?




PREVIEW TAG BRIEFINGS

06 2018

ENVISION

17@

Table of Contents

L

St. Charles County Preview Meeting Minutes

~

. St. Louis County Preview Meeting Minutes

»

St. Louis City Preview Meeting Minutes

»

St. Louis Lambert International Airport Preview Meeting Minutes

»

Handouts

of the June

1ps and Senior Advisory Group for the I-70

the Technical

Transportation. Project is managed by Jacobs, with public engagement support by
StratCommRx.

1. St. Charles County Preivew Meeting Minutes

1-70 PEL Study Client: MoDOT
Subject: St. Charles County Preview Meeting
umln; Date/  June4,2018 Project:  1-70 PEL Study
10am
Meeting East-West Gateway Council of Project  MoDOT: J613038
Location: Governments Number  Jacobs: C1X32800
Meeting Participants
Group Members 170 PEL Team Members
John Greifza, St. Charles County MoDOT
Nick Galla, City of St Charles Tom Blair
Dan Mann, City of St. Charles Wesley Stephen
Jeff Paskiewicz, City of O Fallon Bl Schaell
Steve Sticklan, City of O'Falloa Andy Tuerck
Amanda Braver, St. Charles County Shaun Tooley
St

e Focs- iy of Labe 1 Lo EWG
Bunt Benesek, City of St. Peters
Amanda Rich, City of St Peters Paul Hubbman

T

‘Tracey Lober (Jacobs)
Kelly Fernna (StatConmRx)
Summary of Meeting

1. Welcome and Introductions
A. Purpose of meetingis a briefing to provide an update on the project to
date. Survey data, advisory group input, public meeting comments
yielded that the study should focus more on planning
and the ability to d ignment with the

project vision.
B. Essentially a redirection - new focus is on the vision and goals needed
for the corridor to meet the NEPA processes as things move forward
2. Project Update
A Upcoming mestings:
i. July 18-19 - Final TAG/SAG meetings
EWG Board Meeting on June 27
iii. Public meetings:

1. July 18— UMSL JC Penney Building, Room 202
2 Ty 19— O'Fallen Gy Eall
by SAG/TAG and public offi
B. Thgmx:dmnﬁeddmmgkzymﬂummnrw&

ials” briefings

‘matter and consistency is king
Safety looks like many things on 1-70
Studies to review
Problem spots
Opportunities

E_s.«._:._E::..

and suggestions
3. PEL Key Steps
Step 1 - Understand the Needs
Step 2~ Establish the purpose — How do we get to 20457
Step C — Determine specific goals
Step D — Identify and Prioritize Strategies
Step 5 — Explore and evaluate Solutions
Step 6~ Develop
4. Vision for the Corridor
A. This statement is part of the Purpose and Need Statement available on the

ELCLLTS

5. Comidor Segments
A. Emphasis was on similarities by considering land use, traffic fimction, etc.
B. Mapmwdndasahndmmldgﬁndaﬂisegmmsldmhﬁaibym

4 mmmmAmmmufmmum bt simply

: Conld futare NEPA segments overlap the segments defined in
this study? Yes

i, Q: Will this study define SIUs? No. This is not an attempt to do
that. It was incorrectly communicated that STUs were a part of this

project

ifi. We won’t be ranking conceptual strategies against each area.

iv. Q: How did these segments develop? Originally looking at
segments by county boundaries and that made less sense. We
hoped to take a more strategic 3pproach to review how to define

v Dm:msmnlopn: ‘Where are there natural breaks that differ from
those identified in the PEL. Route K or Bryan Road discussed in
St. Charles County related to where the segments might be a better
‘break-point. In St. Peters, traffic and land use point to 370 as the
‘break point. From 370 to 94, there is similar land use. Traffic and

175




land use are di past 370.Traffic data from the
existing conditions report were used to drive the report and does
not yet recommend individual projects. Does Z to K make a better
‘break? Is 370 a better break? Analysis is based on what we see
‘happening in each segment, such as uniqueness of land use. Since
these aren’t SIUs, would the number of segments matter? Should
we modify? The strategies between 1 and 2 don’t vary all that
‘much. Feedback and input is ideally around the strategies — are we
capturing the right mix of strategies around these segments.

6. Goals

A. Comridor-wide goals identified and then specific goals for each segment.
Several things typically found in the asset management plan of MoDOT
are not included

i Discussion: Segment 1 - “reduce congestion on parallel road
" Th ion issues on the hij itself. Need
to study where there are actually outer roads. The second bullet on
Segment 2 could also apply to Segment 1. Can we add this to
Segment 1 and address the 61/64 interchange with 70 needs to be
added? This interchange is no longer adequate. Inchude a statement
to improve access to the industrial land and General Motors plant

this area.

i Anyammtprojecumwmmmnmmmﬂecmdmtm
visionary study. A list of all projects studied previously are noted
and are included in the “No Build” option. (Includes both funded
and unfunded options.)

i, Each rating will have a value assigned to them. The top (10 or so)

ledge

lsmud)mdmgnnaedsmuﬂmu inform reader on what NEPA
is suggested, and include high-level costs. The next stage
wﬂlbe(odoNEPAﬁ:rtbosemawhﬂ:pm}ecﬁmxym
forward.

iv. Additional benefits of this report are to create a vision, a purpo:
and need, which has already been wvvedbyFHWA.lﬂlgm
project sponsors a lot of flexibility.
Note: Control access - is interpreted as limiting driveway
nmpmmdnndﬁnghns Sv.Cbnﬂu

<

Landlocked. To the west, interchange spacing is more 1-mile splits.
Our traffic is ing to north-south roads. How can we get
traffic to use collector roads? How do we get cars off K onto
Sonderen? St Charles’ goal is to have better utilization of both
‘major and minor collectors. Perpendicular roads may need more
attention — the strategy could be about improving access to the
interstate system from the outer roads.

7. What is next?
A Identify improvement options in each segment for Level 2 evaluation.
Develop recommendations for corridor-wide strategies.
B. Advuoxy roup Meetings
e Technical Advisory Groups meet together, Maryland Heights
i July 18 and July 19: Joint meeting of Technical and Senior
Advisory Groups from 1-3pm; public officials meeting from 4-
Spm; public meeting from 5:30-7pm. You may choose one of the

il Edit: shide 9: Should Segment 2 have a strategy to also address the
access to freight i ? How 370 interacts with 70 could be
impactful to the study. Can we add a strategy that speaks to
mnumgmummmmmmmmghmww

and/or provide a contimuous outer road system between Mid Rivers
and 79, specifically and throughout the county.

iv. Snggstn‘lﬂﬂtegymgo:.l ‘How can we get local traffic off the

=

Edltshde9 Segment 1 Redistribute traffic across
local roads. Team needs to start with the goal and reword to match
needs.

vi Suggestion: redevelopment goal could be added to the K-Bryan
segment, and add to Segment 1.

Vi Suggestion: Are we improving mobility or reducing congestion?
Consider rewording to improve mobility.

ion: How does the PEL the regional growth
of St. Charles County — can there be a goal to accommodate
population or consider population growth? Is this a goal for the
segments in this county?

ix. Comment: Certain points in time, cars are stacked on the interstate,
level of service reports should inform the PEL and account for
growth. MoDOT defines “acceptable level of service™.

8. Public Involvement Update
a. Key Influencer and MetroQuest reports are complete and published on
the Envision70.org website
9. Actwnltuns
A. Add East-West Gaf ‘presentation dates to this deck
B. Add slide about why do a PEL? You should be able to more quickly
determine if a project meets identified needs. Consider handouts of the
‘matrix as an example, 11x17.
C. Send preview team the segment strategies to provide input, the matrix for
the five
Send preview team the criteria for full circle, half circle, empty circle —
subjective or objective.
For information, include information on what the study means, and that
the FHWA and EWG do not technically approve this document.

g

m oo
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2. St. Louis County Preview Meeting Minutes

170 PEL Study Client: MoDOT
Subject: St. Louls County Preview Meeting
Meeting Date/  June S, 2018/10am Project:  I-70 PEL Study
Time:
Meeting East-West Gateway Council of Project  MoDOT: J613038
Location: Governments Number Jacobs: C1X32800
Meeting Participants
"TAG Members
Larry Welty, St. Louis County DOT EWG
‘Marcie Meystrik
170 PEL Team Members Paul Hubbman
MaDOT Consultant Team
‘Wesley Stephen ‘Tracey Lober (Jacobs)
‘Bethany Williams Heather Lasher Todd (StratCommRx)
[Eddie Watkins
Summary of Meeting

> the prior was the same. C I
with discussion points are noted below.

Questions and Answers
A Why only 16 key influencer interviews?
i Reached out to 50, 16 were willing to devote time to in-depth
Interview, looking to do more in western part of corridor.
B. Evaluation matrixes set priorities prior to NEPA work - very broad but
influence the process.
C. What are some improvement options - examples?
i Reconfigure an interchange - improve congestion, hopefully
Improve safety
il.  For example, in Segment 5, some bridges don’t meet standards.
Razing bridges Is one strategy, NEPA will offer more insight.
Iil.  For City segment, constructability is key. This will be contained in
report and available for future NEPA studies.
iv.  Helps set long-range planning priorities
D. Are your priorities corridor-wide or by segment?
i Both. Corridor-wide are also included in each segment.

i Some are long-range goals, such as light rail in St. Charles County -
would be if region determines this is a priority, but not currently a
priority.
‘What are the strategies for Segment 37
L i P

m

implement TSM measures, better accommodate freight, transit

connection to larger bike/pedestrian network.
Anything that is part of larger MoDOT plan are not incduded here.
Matrix gives sponsor a sense of what may be involved for various strategies.
You will receive d we will accept prior to TAG
meeti
Are you finished with white paper on express lanes?

i Will not be part of report, but a separate technical memorandum -
looking at what happens if eliminate completely - - more right-of-
way, but have to change each bridge. Or, do we add more
technology? Or do we extend it?

J. Add Adam Spector and Justin Carney from St. Louis County to TAG list

zom
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3. St. Louis City Preview Meeting Minutes

1-70 PEL Study Client: MoDOT
Subject: St. Lous City Preview Meeting
Meeting Date/  June S, 2018/1pm Project:  1-70 PEL Study
Time:
Meeting East-West Gateway Council of Project  MoDOT: 613038
Location: Governments Number Jacobs: C1X32800
Meeting Participants
TAG Members EWG
Don Roe, City of . Louis, Plamning Marcie Meystiik
Len Efthim, City of St. Lowss, Traffic Paul Hubbuan
Jemry Blair
170 PEL Team Members Jim Wild
MoDOT
Wesley Stephen ‘Lober )
Heather Lasher Todd (StratConmiRx)
Summary of Meeting

Content from the prior presentation was the same. Comments and questions along
with discussion points are noted below.

Questions and Answers
A. What does multi-

modal mean in this

case?

i Notreallyalight
rall strategy on I-
70.

il.  Will be a separate

ENVISION Mooting:
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4. St. Louis Lambert International Airport Preview Meeting Minutes

170 PEL Study MoDOT
Subject: Technical Advisory Group (TAG)
Meeting
Project: 1-70 PEL Study

Meeting Date/  June 13,2018/10am
Time:

Meeting MoDOT District Office Project  MoDOT: J613038
Location: Number Jacobs: C1X32800
Meeting Participants.
TAG Members EWG
Jesry Beckman, St. Louis Lambert Ine’] Airport ‘Marcie Meystrik
Jan Titus, St Lowis Lambert Int’] Airport ‘Shaun Tooley
1-70 PEL Team Members
‘Tracey Lober (Jacobs)
MoDOT Kelly Ferrara
‘Wesley Stephen
Summary of Meeting
c pr th C
with discussion points are noted below.
Questions and Answers
A Does your ind 3707
L Yes. is on our team. You'l

in our matrix of consideration options and goals.
B. You probably have familiarity with our EMAC project with MoDOT with

signaling...
L Yes,and Is there master planning in place? Airport will issue RFP this
year.

c o as fair: we
see thatas higher priority; why rated as fair? The whole I-70 interchange is a
fusk 1dbe

Cypress.

L Good Inputand we'll review the documentation of our discussion. Marcie
Meystrik added that “conflict polnts” might be related to crashes.
Alrport’s goal is a nice smooth entrance. Concern from south is that
Woodson Terrace needs access to MetroLink at airport. Bridge for

h EG.: the Brown
Road overpass could not be built d
the airport.
D. Did you rate in a way that high ones move forward?
i No,simplyth to whether or gn s
E. Discussion of access. 1958 and
for bike/pedestrian.
i Shaun Tooley added 7,500 employees may need a place to park bikes.
F.

Wayfinding is good; freightway Is good.
i Metro

changes to impi
could be included in the airport’s masterplan.
G. What does the red column mean?

i Impacts to the natural environment or built environment. Anything

igh impacts.
H. Parallel roads - are the outer roads near airport used for through-traffic?
L Occasionally.
L. Do you have access to the HR Green study from St. Ann?
I Yes. The Cypress Study. Looked at movement and needs.
vith

It qi the team meet ‘about
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Table of Contents

1) St. Charles County Meeting Minutes
2) St. Louis County Meeting Minutes

3) Handouts

This document contains the work products of the July 2018 meetings for members of
the Technical Advisory Groups and Senior Advisory Group for the I-70 Planning and
Environmental Linkages Study conducted by the Missouri Department of

Transportation. Project is managed by Jacobs, with public engagement support by
StratCommRx.
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1. St. Charles County Meeting Minutes

1-70 PEL Study Joint

Subject: Technical Advisory Group (TAG)/
Senior Advisory Group (SAG)
Meeting

Meeting Date/  July 18,2018

Time: 1pm

Meeting O’Fallon City Hall

Location:

Client: MoDOT

Project:  1-70 PEL Study
Project MoDOT: ]613038
Number Jacobs: C1X32800

Meeting Participants

Advisory Group Members

Steve Bender, City of O’Fallon

Terry Epps, City of Pine Lawn

Mike Hurlbert, St. Charles County

Pat Kelly, Municipal League of Metro St. Louis
Derek Koestel, City of Lake St. Louis

Douglas Lee, City of Wentzville

L.G. Loos, City of Maryland Heights

Susan Spiegel, City of Wentzville

Brad Temme, City of St. Charles

1-70 PEL Team Members

MoDOT

Tom Blair

Matt Burcham
Wesley Stephen
Shaun Tooley
Andy Tuerck
Eddie Watkins

EWG
Marcie Meystrik
Paul Hubbman

Consultant Team

Tracey Lober (Jacobs)

Kelly Ferrara (StratCommRXx)

Heather Lasher Todd (StratCommRXx)
Olivia Lackey (StratCommRXx)

Kennedy Moore (StratCommRXx)

MaryAnn Taylor Crate (Added Dimension)

Summary of Meeting

1. Welcome and Introductions
A. Collaboration of MoDOT, EW Gateway, METRO - regional effort

B.

through the TCIG.

High-level corridor study, PEL, not legally binding, attempt to set vision.
What will this corridor look like in 2045 and preceding years? Want to
make sure addressing all the needs of citizens, and this study has been

successful in doing that.
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C. Still accepting comments and tweaks. Will not be seeking/do not need
approval of Federal Highway Administration. PEL attempts to bridge
NEPA and strategy planning to expedite study process.

D. At the end of this we are required to submit a PEL questionnaire to show
we followed PEL process and has been done to NEPA satisfaction to
jump-start future NEPA processes.

E. These are not project-specific concepts, but this study has done the vetting
to say these are feasible alternatives that could be implemented in this
corridor. Local entities can review this and use to pursue your own future
NEPA processes.

F. Shelf-life of five years, so look to move forward with your NEPA process
in that window.

2. PEL Refresher
A. TAG meeting in June — summary of what was discussed
i. PEL process — needs, goals, strategies, prioritization matrixes
ii. Vision statement for project, takes us into 2045
iii. Goals — corridor-wide and at segment level (5 segments to ease
reviewing and strategizing concepts)
iv. Six key steps in PEL process to develop full report

3. Public Involvement Update
a. Three technical advisory groups and SAG for full corridor
b. Efforts include:
i. Public meeting
ii. MetroQuest tool, pushed digitally, libraries, copy for newsletters,
media coverage; more than 2,600 people completed survey to share
feedback — about 40,000 individual pieces of data, able to
extrapolate who were “super-users” of corridor (more than
Txlweek)
iii. Kept people informed through ongoing TAG/SAG/TCIG meetings,
ongoing media relations, continuously updating website
iv. Key influencer interviews — major employers, elected
representatives, community leaders, regional/neighborhood
organizations, educational institutions
4. PEL Study
A. Five segments: Allow for flexibility in future NEPA analyses
B. Prioritization of strategies — For each strategy listed, team looked at how
each would logically be applied in each segment; matrices for each
segment and grouped in two categories — transportation goals and
environmental/community goals
C. Cost not considered, but are provided
D. Each strategy rated good, fair, or poor based on how well each strategy
met the goals
E. High-priority do best job, overall, for addressing needs and goals within
that segment of corridor
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F. Transit upgrades, addressing weave sections, and TSM were
recommended in all segments

5. Corridor-wide strategies: Should be done across the corridor, rather than in

individual segments. Transportation Demand Management, intelligent

transportation systems, new and emerging technologies (automated vehicles,
connected vehicles)

Segment 1 High-Priority Strategies

Segment 2 High-Priority Strategies

Segment 3 High-Priority Strategies

Segment 4 High-Priority Strategies

0. Segment 5 High-Priority Strategies

A. s the plan to straighten S curves? Yes — no details as to how implemented
at specific intersections, more the high-level need to address. The specific
details would be worked out in the NEPA process.

11. Process in final report for MoDOT to use in evaluating future projects, such as
“Does proposed action address one or more goals/strategies identified in
segment”?

12. Reversible lanes: MoDOT has asked us to do a technical memorandum on what
can be done with them; will show history, existing conditions, stakeholder
outreach, etc.

13. Final report will be posted on project website; will send an email to everyone
involved in study so you can download it

14. Questions:

A. Timeframe? Wrapping-up now, internal review, sending to MoDOT for
concurrent review by TCIG and FHWA.

B. Copy of slides? Handouts, on website, can also send file. Also, all maps
will be on website.

C. After approved, what happens? The concepts will make their way into the
long-range plan, currently being updated by EWG, and there will be
projects from the segments. Individual project sponsors can then say they
would like to undertake a NEPA process for each project and initiate that
NEPA work. This will guide you. These strategies are intentionally not in
conflict with the others — complement the plan for the full corridor.
MoDOT will run projects through these weighted questions.

D. If project doesn’t score well, then what? You may want to rethink your
NEPA concept. This encourages further, more detailed NEPA analyses.
This sets the foundation for you to do that.

E. Concept of DDI to replace roundabout that will reach congestion in 10
years. NEPA is new to me (Susan). Should we work on NEPA? Yes,
pursue under NEPA. This sets vision — to allow proper planning of
corridor over the next decades.

F. Document has shelf life of 5 years — will you revisit at that time? Yes,
strategies will have reasonable range of costs, but question is will region
have capacity to fund those ranges in reasonable amount of time? Have to
decide what priorities are — many competing needs.

15. Tracey Lober to send public meeting slides to Susan Spiegel

BoOoo N
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2. St. Louis County Meeting Minutes

1-70 PEL Study

Subject: Technical Advisory Group (TAG)/
Senior Advisory Group (SAG)
Meeting

Meeting Date/  July 19, 2018

Time: 1pm

Meeting UMSL JC Penney Building

Location:

Client: MoDOT

Project:  1-70 PEL Study

Project MoDOT: J613038
Number Jacobs: C1X32800

Meeting Participants
TAG Members

Jerry Beckman, St. Louis Lambert International Airport
Tom Curran, St. Louis County

Gary Elmstead, St. Charles County

John McCarthy, University Square

Don Roe, City of St. Louis

Adam Spector, St. Louis County

Jan Titus, St. Louis Lambert International Airport
Betty VVan Uum, University of Missouri — St. Louis
Deanna Venker, City of St. Louis

Doug Zaiz, City of Woodson Terrace

1-70 PEL Team Members

MoDOT
Wesley Stephen
Shaun Tooley

EWG
Marcie Meystrik
Jerry Blair

Consultant Team

MaryAnn Taylor Crate (Added Dimension)
Kelly Ferrara (StratCommRXx)

Tracey Lober (Jacobs)

Olivia Lackey (StratCommRx)

Kennedy Moore (StratCommRx)

Summary of Meeting

Content from the prior presentation was the same. Comments and questions along

with discussion points are noted below.

Questions and Answers

A. Were the 0.5% projections taken into consideration as far as population?
So, we are projecting the entire region and not the area?
a. We use the regional model, provided by EWG, to project regional

growth

B. Inreference to the parallel roads how wide in the corridor was the study

looking at?
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a. The study of the corridor is only half a mile wide. There were some
places along the corridor that we extended the study area along a
major arterial.
C. Idon’tsee anything about economic development in this study?

a. One of the goals was to provide or improve interstate connections
serving current/future development/redevelopment areas. This goal is
also on the prioritization matrix board.

H#t#

185



ADVISORY GROUP MEETINGS SLIDES

07 2018
9/7/18
Doson
ENVISION 1-70 PEL Study ]
I7Q@
= /\/ June 2018 TAG Meeting Recap
@ PEL Process
PLANNING FOR THE @ Vision Statement
F u T U R E = @ Goals - Corridor-Wide and Segment Level
P ;5 @ Six Key Steps in PEL Process
o °© /’ @ Prioritization Matrices
170 PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES (170 PEL) STUDY
Senior/Technical Advisory Group Meeting
i 2ot envision|70.com
ooson ooson
I-70 PEL Study I7@ 1-70 PEL Study I7@

Corridor Segments

envisionI70.com

Prioritization of Strategies

envisionl70.com
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9/7/18

DISIoN

I-70 PEL Study 17@

Corridor-Wide Strategies
@ Transportation Demand Management (TDM)
@ Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS)

@ New and emerging technologies (autonomous
vehicles/connected vehicles)

envisioni70.com

DVISION

1-70 PEL Study I7@

High-Priority Strategies

Segment 1: Hwy Z to Hwy K

@ Upgrade infrastructure to better accommodate
freight (including implementation of MoDOT and
Freightway priority projects)

@ Add and/or improve bike/ped facilities crossing I-70;
Improve bike/ped connections to the larger
bike/ped network

@ Improve local/parallel road system

envisionI70.com

DISION

I-70 PEL Study 17@
High-Priority Strategies

Segment 2: Hwy K to Hwy 94
@ Improve local/parallel road system

@ Upgrade infrastructure to better accommodate
freight (including implementation of MoDOT and
Freightway priority projects)

@ Add and/or improve bike/ped facilities crossing I-70;
Improve bike/ped connections to the larger
bike/ped network

@ Reduce/eliminate conflict points at interchanges
@ Improve operations of interchanges

envisioni70.com

DVISION

I1-70 PEL Study 17@

High-Priority Strategies

Segment 3: Hwy 94 to |-270
@ Improve local/parallel road system

@ Upgrade infrastructure to better accommodate
freight (including implementation of MoDOT and
Freightway priority projects)

@ Add and/or improve bike/ped facilities crossing I-70;
Improve bike/ped connections to the larger
bike/ped network

@ Reduce/eliminate conflict points at interchanges
@ Improve operations of interchanges

envisionI70.com
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9/7/18

DISIoN

I-70 PEL Study I7@

High-Priority Strategies

Segment 4: 1-270 to Florissant Road

@ Add and/or improve bike/ped facilities crossing I-70;
Improve bike/ped connections to the larger bike/ped
network

@ Reduce/eliminate conflict points at interchanges

@ Bring facility to current standards (address substandard
curves, narrow shoulders, etc.)

@ Upgrade infrastructure to better accommodate freight
(including implementation of MoDOT and Freightway
priority projects)

Consolidate and improve access points at airport and
throughout segment

[>]

envision|70.com

DvIsIoN

1-70 PEL Study I7@

High-Priority Strategies

Segment 5: Florissant Rd to End of Express Lanes

[~} quracje infrastructure to better accommodate freight
(incl ud(ln)g implementation of MoDOT and Freightway priority
projects)

Add and/or improve bike/ﬁ;ed facilities crossing I-70; Improve
bike/ped connections to the larger bike/ped network

Reduce/eliminate conflict points at interchanges

Improve operations of interchanges/provide full access
interchanges

Bring facility to current standards (address substandard curves,
narrow shoulders, etc.)

Improve local/parallel road system

e 0 o0 0

envisionI70.com

DISION

I-70 PEL Study I7@
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envisionI70.com

DivIsIoN

I1-70 PEL Study 17@

Evaluation Criteria for Future Project Proposals

@ Does the proposed action address one or more of the
goals identified for the segment?

@ Does the proposed action address one or more of the
recommended strategies identified for the segment?

@ Do the design elements of the proposed action meet
the needs of the buses and large commercial vehicles?

@ How does the proposed action allow for existing and
planed transit infrastructure and operations in the
project area?

@ How does the proposed action allow for existing and
planned transit infrastructure and operations in the
project area?

envision|70.com
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9/7/18

DISIoN

I-70 PEL Study 17@

Evaluation Criteria for Future Project Proposals (continued)

@ How does the proposed action encourage active
transportation and facilitate planned bicycle and
pedestrian facilities in the project area?

@ How does the proposed action incorporate design
measures and ITS elements to meet the needs of
CVs/AVs as outlined in this Study?

[>]

For actions involving capacity expansion on mainline I-
70, how does the proposed action include or allow for
recommended TDM measures outlined in this Study?

envisioni70.com

DVISION

1-70 PEL Study I7@

Evaluation Criteria for Future Project Proposals (continued)

@ For actions involving interstate interchanges, accesses,
or improvements to connecting or parallel routes, how
does the proposed action provide efficient access to
existing and planned businesses, employment centers,
and freight hubs in the project vicinity?

@ For actions in or adjacent to neighborhoods that pre-
date the interstate, how does the proposed action
lessen the highway’s impact on adjacent
neighborhoods?

@ For actions in the vicinity of Lambert Airport, how does
the proposed action improve access to the airport for
passengers, employees, and freight/cargo?

envisionI70.com

DISION

I-70 PEL Study 17@

What About the Reversible Lanes?

Technical Memorandum
@ History of the reversible lanes
@ I-70 travel patterns/existing conditions
@ Stakeholder outreach
@ Proposed conditions
— Pros and cons
— Range of costs

envisioni70.com

DVISION

I1-70 PEL Study 17@

@ Final PEL Report

— Complete summary of all components of this Study
+ Planning Context
« Study Vision and Purpose and Need
+ Agency Coordination and Public Involvement
« Strategy Identification, Development, and Evaluation
+ Study Recommendations
« Anticipated NEPA Process and Considerations

— FHWA PEL Questionnaire

— Letter of Acceptance from FHWA

envisionI70.com
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THANK YOU!

ENVISION

I7@

Questions?
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METROQUEST SUMMARY

07 27 2018

7/27/18

ENVISION

I7@

PLANNING FOR THE

FUTURE .

170 PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES (-

Public Input: MetroQuest Survey Report

SUMMER 2017

70 PEL) STUDY

vision

Background I

perfect for engaging with the citzens of the greater
St.Lous area n regards to improving 170, and for
i d analyzing

MetroQuest s an online engagement to,
desgned to educate and collect useful input flom

This tool offers a wide range of screen templates to
ensure the colection of a variety of data, and
allows s users to pick and choose the options that
best suit their project. Templates are customized by
project to allow the pubic to rank prioites, respond
to questions, rate images or scenarios, select their
preferences for any subject with accompanying
visuals, place markers on maps and leave
‘comments, and much more. Once the tempiates
ave selected, each screen can be customized
according to the needs of the study whie retaining
its easy.to-use format. Allresponses are accessbie
via an onine dashboard where public input can be
monitored, evaluated, analyzed, and reported.

Methodology

Gathering data with MetroQuest online survey tool

an We
Improve Interstate 707

G 10 www.amvionN).com

take 3 quick rvey

vision

The PEL consulting tear iniially met to discuss what was
knowabie from the public and how o best request that
information via MetioQuest. Content was refined, images
selected, and submitted to MoDOT for approval.

The MetroQuest 70 toollaunched in February 2017 and
ran for a consecutive 90 days, ending on May 24, 2017.
Outreach efforts included: traditional media (press
release), social media, the project website, newsietter

with stakeholders, flers see image) at local public
braries, and a public meeting.

The folowing report detais the content of the tool, the.
data and findings and key comments from our public.

A demonstration of the ste can be seen by visting,
hitps://170r-demo. metioquest.com.

Welcome Screen - Visitors and Participants

Q

eARTIC)p
) 44,

=

From more than 4,200 total vistors we
received more than 2600 completed
surveys. We know from empirical
feedback that the ste generated
some buzz that had people going
back and opening the survey again.
‘which may account for the
difference in numbers.

Atotal of 2601 individual participants
was considered a success by the
project team.
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SCREEN 1: WELCOME

Envision 1-70

ENVISION

SCREEN 2: YOUR PRIORITIES

* Your Priorities

ORTIES

YOUR PRIC:
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Screen 2 Instructions

@ Participants were asked to prioritize 5 of 8 possible
needs/opportunities

Your Priotes
-

+ Mo e fums by 920575 e
i P o . o
T

+ Cocx o s 15l e st

+ ¥ e 202 e s it
et wace twm

4 Yo may g s deve
e

Your Priorities

DEFINITIONS.
the region.

Congestion: | want focus P
on ransp

lost

|
and injures sustained on the region’s roads.

o
and utiizing express lands for existing roadways.

Rail and Bus Transit [

within the region
and efficiency of

Accessibily: | team to focus
accessng al the places you want to go.

accessfor

Access: Isupport
the coridor.
Economic Development: | want the study team o focus on transportation projects that support the
development and attraction of new jobs and businesses within the region, which would in tum support

community vitalty.
the movement of

Iwant the on wansp
freight thioughout the region.

Your Priorities - How often each was ranked .E

Traveter Satety Highway Improvements Rl mnd Bus Tranet

Accessiaty

Congestion, traveler safety and highway improvements not only received the most rankings,
they had the highest average ranking. Notable: Economic Development and Accessibiity
were ranked by more than half the responders, just at a lower level of importance

Your Priorities - Distributions

Filter #1: Populasity. The vertical
bar chart shows the top five
rankings from participants,

Top § Rankings Bar Chart

Filler #2: Rankings. The orange
line shows the average rankings
as people sorted thelr top five:
choices.

SCREEN 3: TRANSPORTATION MAP

Transportation Map

195

Transportation Map - Instructions |

@ Participants were asked to drop markers on map to
show where improvements need to be made




7/27/18

Doision

Transportation Map Markers — Bike 17@

.
i N 249
Ve
4 ° Nl s o
_V' o M e s e

ision

I7@

Marker Data and Comments - Bike

@ When the Bike marker was chosen, participants
were asked, “What would you like to see here?”

@ A dropdown menu appeared, and participant
could choose to add a marker without tagging it,
or tag it with one of the following choices:

@ Choices given with number of responses:
Add Bike Lane: 38
Add Bike Trail: 39
Improve Bike Lane or Trail: 2

@ 249 total markers / 102 comments

Summary of Key Comments - Bike . oA
y Y slke Transportation Map - Congestion 17@
& Need more sgnage/wayfnding along & Bike access from
the regional tiai St Chares to Riverport
@ Bikelane(s) to pet across MisouriRiver @ Better access points for bikes to safely ) = z
cross over/under the interstate
@ More ways to tiavel between st. Charles -
and st Lous County on bike - 2894
@ Connect Katy Trail to Earth City Levee, —— -
UMSL (s to Page extenson) o
- ®- s - °
@ B crossings at Cave Springs, Zumbeh!
@ Improve bike crossings e
- ie. crossing I-70 on Lindbergh (3 oty r——
=
.
s o
v T
nevision ) - —
Marker Data and Comments - Congestion 170 Simman/oliXeviGemmentsigGongestion i

@ When the Congestion marker was chosen,
participants were asked, “What type of
congestion?”

@ A dropdown menu appeared, and participant
could choose to add a marker without tagging it,
or tag it with one of the following choices:

@ Choices given with number of responses:

Truck Traffic: 51
Event Traffic: 37

East morning rush: 278
‘West morning rush: 39
East evening rush: 73
West evening rush: 538
@ 2,894 total markers / 966 comments

& AddHOV lanes & Problematic entrance
and exit ramps from 270 |
@ increase number of lanes
- From 370 to 1% Capitol ~ Extend right lane to St. Charles Rock
Road
- From Highway Z to Wentzvile
@ Improve 64/70 interchange
- Through Wentavill to Warrenton
~ More lanes
- Between Zumbehl and Cave
Springs & Entrance/ext ramps
~ Highway K and Bryan Rd - Longer entrance from Cave Springs
& Widen/fix " cuve raiiroad underpass - Additional exitlanes getting off 70
& Churchst.should notgo from 3lanes &  Additional exits
down'to2
~ North/South Pointe Rd
& More signs for exit only lanes

- Woodson Rd.
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onsion oosion
Transportation Map - Freight Movement 17@ Marker Data, Comments - Freight and Movement 17@
P " - @ When the Freight and Movement marker was
. chosen, participants were asked, “What would you
. like to see here?”
1 )
310 @ A dropdown menu appeared, and participant
could choose to add a marker without tagging it,
- ohs X or tag it with one of the following choices:
@ Choices given with number of responses:
Delays in Movement: 18
. Need Alternative Route: 39
| Improve Access: 33
Intermodal Connections: 20
@ 310 total markers / 112 comments
Summary of Key Comments - Freight Movement . Transportation Map — Help Me Get There 'I"y“’o"
Freight Movement — Help b

@ Dedicated lanes for trucks/other heavy

vehicles between the city imit and St.

Charles County . 3 " z
& Widen the ramp from SB 61 to E8 70 H
@ Remove left lane exits and entrances * @ | ren o B ‘. 291
@ Reduce sharpness of ramps ° ..

- ie.NBI-170t0 EW 170 ramp ° -
@ Create expresslanes for semis -

oosion o —

Marker Data, Comments — Help Me Get There

I7@

@ When the Help Me Get There marker was chosen,
participants were given the opportunity to make a
comment in addition to placing a marker

@ 291 total markers / 161 comments

Summary of Key Comments — Help Me Get There

n

@ Improve airport access straighten out 170 at

Wentvile

n

Improve signage for downtown exits

@ Extend ramp to and from Wentzville
@ Need pedestian access fom Parkway

airport/Metrolink to the other side of 70

Make 170 three lanes unti Foristel

@ Tucker from 1-70 West
@ Better transportation to Florissant Valley

Community College
@ Confusing interchanges

- US61, Pitman Ave., Pearce Bivd., |-
70

- Broadway, Cole, I-70
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psion oosion
Transportation Map - Public Transit 17@ Marker Data and Comments - Public Transit 17@
- - WR—— " - @ When the Public Transit marker was chosen, participants
s were asked, “What would you like to see here?”
S - 657 @ A dropdown menu appeared, and participant could
:. - choose to add a marker without tagging it, or tag it with
° Y v one of the following choices:
R & [ERer— @ Choices given with number of responses:
s o Add Bus Stop: 7
Add Bus Service: 38
N Enhance Bus Service: 13
Add Rail Service: 187
Enhance Rail Service: 15
@ 657 total markers / 287 comments
J— ENVISION
Summary of Key Comments - Public Transit . Transportation Map — Safety Issues 170
@ Better public transit fiom N Hanley toSt. @ Express rail for those
Charles county commuting to the city.

every day

n

Public transit from 1% Capitol or Fifth
Street into the Hanley Metro station

0

Extend MetroLink to Wentzville and Lake
st. Louis

n

Extend MetioLink to St. Charles
- stop at DePaul hospital

~ Stop at Maryland Heights

n

Connect rail to STL International Airport
red ine

n

Rail going south along Lindbergh

¢ 1473

oosion

Marker Data and Comments — Safety Issues 17@

@ When the Safety Issues marker was chosen,
participants were asked, “What type of safety
issue?”

@ A dropdown menu appeared, and participant
could choose to add a marker without tagging it,
or tag it with one of the following choices:

@ Choices given with number of responses:

Truck Traffic: 44

Speeding: 78

Frequent Accidents: 184

Bike/Pedestrian Conflict: 9
@ 1,473 total markers / 729 comments

Ramp Backups: 121
Poor Sight Distance: 75

Summary of Key Comments — Safety Issues

@ signage to identify lanes moving from & sw79
170 t0 1270 should be directly over the L2
lane needed for finding the desired exit - Nolight at N8 exit ramp for SR79

~ Bind spot for left tums due 1o EB 70

@ *s" curve under the raifoad overpass:
5 blocking visibilty to SB SR79 traffic

t00 narrow, straighten ou

@ Lengthen on/off ramps @ Widen 170 past Wentzvile Parkway
e & On/offramps getting onto 1-70 from NB
8 Mid-Rivers Mal GtelSRiE Maryland Heights/Earth City expressway
S AtgessEE LEl R & 170 narrowing to two lanes ater Bioadway
- Dificult to maneuver & Longer merge lane b/w Natural
Bidge/Cypiess and the current Lindbergh
& 170and 170 exit

- Dangerousto exitE70andenteron & More signage to indicate the right lane
N 170 on fast lanes heading W8 is exit only onto 40/61

n

- East 70 drivers need to be wamed Wentville Parkway
of merging traffic in right lane from
170 - Exitonlylane from 70W.

- Add another lane on ramp from
Wentaville Pkwy to I-70E
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SCREEN 4: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

7/27/18

Community Development Map - Instructions

@ Participants were asked to drop markers on map to
show where they would like to see changes or
improvements to the community along I-70

Community Development Map Markers —
Community Needs

e —— P
e f e ey s Vwn P
o oot 1 120 gt SRR
e e
st Owesmgmbm—.
-
oy
R — T Z
R, .. owenats :
3 yad » Cox e o g £ 70wt
aage ponely e
u
= o~ CID = o=
omsion omsion

Marker Data and Comments - Community Needs  [-7@

@ When the Community Needs marker was chosen, a
dropdown menu appeared with a number of
choices

@ Participant could choose to add a marker without
tagging it, or tag it with one of the following
choices:

@ Choices given with number of responses:
Connections to Services: 65
Connections to Businesses/Jobs: 49
Connections to Neighborhoods: 48
Connections to Shopping/Dining: 79

@ 566 total markers / 154 comments

Summary of Key Comments —
Community Needs

@ Programs to sustain local communities
instead of emphasizing support for
outside people coming in

n

Create overpasses in
Wentzville to connect south and north
sides and alleviate congestion on
Parkway overpass

n

Expand Metrolink

n

Update Highway K interchange

n

Bus service to connect St. Charles to St.
Louis

n

Build bridge at North/South Pointe Prairie

n

Make exits to service roads between
Zumbehl and Mid Rivers for easier
access to businesses

n

Create local access roads alongside the
expressway

vision

Community Development Map Markers —
Development Opportunity
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Marker Data and Comments — vIsion
Development Opportunity. 17@

@ When the Development Opportunity marker was
chosen, a dropdown menu appeared with a number of
choices

@ Participant could choose to add a marker without
tagging it, or tag it with one of the following choices:

@ Choices given with number of responses:
Current Development Site: 53
Future Development Site: 122
Redevelopment Site: 170
Underutilized Site: 182
Other (Please specify): 27

@ 1,056 total markers / 349 comments

Summary of Key Comments —
Development Opportunity

@ Payattention to & Easeraccesstothe
underserved/underutiized communities ‘akport and sunounding
along 170 community/businesses
& Neighborhoods bordering interstate B e e R T R D)
from airport to downtown are struggling
@ Develop retail at Hanley MetroLink O T TR EElies
station
& Build more sit-down restaurants along
@ Better access to outer roads for business comidor between downtown and airport
and future development
& Develop on south side of 170 b/w TR
@ Open space near Hwy DD/Winghaven Hughes and Hwy K
off 170
& second and/or expanded overpass to

alleviate congestion from Pierce
overpass

Community Development Map Markers — ision Marker Data and Comments — vIsIon
Improvements y Improvements Y
2 i @ When the Improvements marker was chosen, a
dropdown menu appeared with a number of
choices
@ Participant could choose to add a marker without
tagging it, or tag it with one of the following
choices:
@ Choices given with number of responses:
Fix Pavement: 129
Fix Interchange: 391
Remove Hill: 23
Decrease Curve: 138
F: @ 1,555 total markers / 489 comments
Summary of Key Comments — Community Development Map Markers — vIsIon
Improvements Pedestrian L
& Improve I-70 to 1270 interchange @ Exitramp flom Spencer s
Rd. to I-70E = » -
& Improve 70 and 94 interchange, more 2
effective signage @ Exitramp on Pointe Praifie
.
& Fxst der raifoad & Additional lanes from Wentavile ° -
ix “S” curve under raiload overpass Additonal lanes fiom Wentavl to o S 465
@ Redo paving between I-70E Salisbury exit L
to 1-70 exit at 11* and Destrehan /Add exit between Wentzville and Foristell °
o
& Improve Cave Springs interchange & Create more accident pull-offs

Improve 1-70/-270/5t. Charles Rock Rd
interchange

@ Improve Hwy 79 interchange
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Marker Data and Comments — vIsion

Pedestrian 170

@ When the Pedestrian marker was chosen, a dropdown
menu appeared with a number of choices

@ Participant could choose to add a marker without
tagging it, or tag it with one of the following choices:

@ Choices given with number of responses:
New Sidewalk: 34
Improve Sidewalk: 32
Add Walking Trail: 51
Improve Walking Trail: 9
Add Pedestrian Bridge: 115

@ 4665 total markers / 156 comments

Summary of Key Comments —
Pedestrian

n

Pedestrian connectuity from N. Hanley &
MetroLink station to the north

n

Pedestian biidge from Arch North River
Outlook to Eads Bridge Walkway e

n

Pedestian bridge across fiver

n

Better N/S access for pedestrians on Hwy
Kand M beneath 70 e

n

Connect Great Rivers Greenway and
Dardenne Greenway trall across 1-70 L}

n

Multi-use trail connecting O'Fallon,
Penrose Parks and Bellefontaine
Cemetery

n

n
o

Add vail/bridge from Earth City area to
Riverport

Add pedestrian bridge
between Lucas and Hunt and
Goodfellow

Pedestrian bridge from airport terminals
to parking lots, hotels, etc. on other side.
Pedestrian/bike lane on Blanchette
bridge

Pedestrian bridge/lane from Florissant Rd
to Bermuda Rd

sidewalk/bridge at 170 and Hwy K

Access to Bluffs area/Quail Ridge park
from 1-70 and Hwy 2

Community Development Map Markers — povision Marker Data and Comments — iSO
Protect Environment ¥ Protect Environment y
’ . . : @ When the Protect Environment marker was chosen,
. a dropdown menu appeared with a number of
N 506 choices
@ Participant could choose to add a marker without
Fhan - tagging it, or tag it with one of the following
choices:
-
@ Choices given with number of responses:
¥ Green Space: 106
Water Resources: 43
Historical Landmark: 13
Ecosystems: 76
= @ 506 total markers / 165 comments
Summary of Key Comments — SCREEN 5: THANK YOU (DEMOGRAPHICS)
Protect Environment
@ Protect the few green spaces that @ stop building in/polluting
curtently exist floodplain
@ Plant more trees along highway @ Lots of concerns about burning landfil
near the nuclear plant
@ Add plantings/foliage/fiowers along
highway - smel, in particular
& Plant trees in open space around 170
and 370 interchange
@ Fixrash from Lucas & Hunt flowing into

community pond via storm sewers
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Demographics: Who participated

vision

I7@

partcipation was
gathered from the
maorty of zip codes in
the region, as shown by
those opiing (o respond
0 this queston. Higher
numbers in some areas
may be influence by
comparative population
densty, by level of
encouragement and
shaiing of data by local
stakeholders and by
frequency of coridor
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RESOURCE AGENCY INTRODUCTION LETTER

06 12 2017
ENVISION
June 12,2017
Subject: 1-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages Study

Resource Agency Collaboration
St. Louis City, St. Louis County, St. Charles County, Missouri
MoDOT Job No. J613038

Introduction

The Missouri Department of Transportation (MoDOT), in cooperation with the
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), East-West Gateway Council of
Governments (EWGCOG), and Metro (Bi-State Development), is preparing a
Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study for a portion of I-70 beginning
just west of the I-70/1-64 interchange in Wentzville and continuing through the Stan
Musial Veterans Memorial Bridge complex to the end of the express lanes in
downtown St. Louis City. This study is referred to as the I-70 PEL and will
investigate and identify improvements to allow I-70 to continue to serve as a key
role within the area’s transportation system. This study traverses through St. Louis
City, St. Louis County, and St. Charles County.

The 1-70 PEL Study began in 2014, but was put on hiatus due to the state funding
situation. In December 2016, the project was restarted and is now at the stage of
engaging the resource agencies. This letter, meeting invitation, and additional
background information is intended to initiate the resource agency collaboration
process.

PEL Process

Planning and Environment Linkages (PEL) represents a collaborative and integrated
approach to transportation decision-making that 1) considers environmental,
community, and economic goals early in the transportation planning process, and 2)
uses the information, analysis, and products developed during planning to inform
the environmental review process. PEL promotes greater communication within
and among transportation and resource agencies, leading to improved decision-
making and project development. An important goal of the study will be to identify
strategies for Sections of Independent Utility that are consistent with the long-term
corridor vision and could progress into the NEPA process.

Resource Agency Collaboration Process

The goal of this process is to provide regulatory agencies, which may have an
interest in the project, with the data they need to stay informed. This process has
identified specific points during the course of the study where the project team will
provide data packages for review. The anticipated points of contact are: 1) when
the Draft Purpose and Need is produced, and 2) when the Draft PEL report has been
completed. This process is intended to:
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o Identify issues of concern, and
e Allow for a process to address unresolved issues.

This package is intended as the first collaboration point, focusing on the project’s
Draft Purpose and Need.

Project Purpose and Need

The term “purpose and need” refers to the transportation-related problems that a
study is intended to address. The generation and evaluation of alternatives is
conducted to develop the most appropriate solution to the identified problems.
Ultimately, the identification of alternatives will be based, in part, on how well each
satisfies the study’s purpose and need.

The attached Draft Purpose and Need Outline broadens the general needs into
specific elements/problems for the entire corridor and for each individual county.
These elements will serve as the basis for the development of evaluation criteria for
the I-70 PEL Study and will be described in more detail within the final PEL Report.
The evaluation criteria will be used in developing and evaluating alternatives.

Attached Materials
Included in this package are the following documents:

e Project Fact Sheet that discusses the project generally
e Draft Purpose and Need Outline
e Study Area maps showing the half-mile wide, 45-mile long corridor

Resource Agency Meeting Invitation

We plan to hold a Resource Agency Meeting on June 28, 2017 to review with you the
attachments provided and gather any input that would be of significance while
identifying and evaluating the alternatives. We hope that you are able to attend and
provide input. If you cannot attend, please feel free to provide comments to the
email listed below.

Thank You

We appreciate your consideration of this matter. We look forward to working with
you on this important project. This project is on a fast-track for completion in 2017.
If you have any questions or comment, we will make them our top priority.

Please feel free to contact me at 314.275.1542 or by email at Laura Ellen@modot.mo.gov
with any questions or comments.

Sincerely,

O aang.- AN

Laura Ellen, P.E.
Project Manager
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06 28 2017 Resource Agency Meeting

MEETING INVITE/ANNOUNCEMENT

06 28 2017 Resource Agency Meeting

Resource Agency Meeting

ENVISION

17@

Please join the Federal Highway Administration, the Missouri
Department of Transportation, East-West Gateway Council of
Governments and Metro (Bi-State Development) for a briefing on the
1-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study.

Date: Wednesday, June, 28, 2017

Time: 10:30am - Noon

Place: 601 West Main St., Conference Room ISD1, Jefferson City,
MO 65101

Option: A WebEx link will be forwarded to those who RSVP yes and
cannot attend in person. 5 X
Note: Please see the
details page of this invite
to download a letter

and supporting documents
related to this study.
Study Area: St. Louis

City and County, and
St. Charles County.

MoDOT
>

: ®/\J i
FUTURE -

Welcome 10 the project webase fo the 70 Regional
Heeds hssesimert aed Sratepes Deveiopmer.

be deveioped o5 Poaving 80d A ® %
“Resource Agency Meeting ©® S ./
o ° /
o Location .
P Resource Agency Meeting

10:30 AM - 12:00 PM Wednesday, June 28, 2017

601 West Main Street, Room ISD1

Jefferson City, MO 65101 (map
_- Google
Map data ©2018
. Attachments L)

Q :Z:;ft:;::::iﬂcn Letter June 2017
/¥ :Cn‘ Zit:u Sheet June 2017
N s matiome
S et
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EXHIBITS

06 28 2017 Resource Agency Meeting

ENVISION

17Q -

PROJECT: 1-70 Regional Needs Assessment and Strategies Development
A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

SUBJECT: Resource Agency Coordination Meeting

DATE/TIME: June 28, 2017
10:30am — 12:00pm

LOCATION: MoDOT Central Office

105 W. Capitol Avenue
Jefferson City, MO 65102

1. Welcome and Introductions
2. Opening Remarks

3. What is a PEL?

4, Meeting Purpose

5. Project Overview and Background

6. Corridor Conditions

7. Purpose and Need

8. Citizen Participation and Coordination

9. Schedule
10. Next Steps

11. Open Discussion
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ENVISION
2 ey £ <

1./ u Meeting Minutes

Subject: [-70 PEL Study Client: MoDOT
Resource Agency Meeting
Meeting Date/ June 28, 2017 Project: [-70 PEL Study
Time: 10:30 am
Meeting MoDOT Headquarters, Jefferson City, Project MoDOT: 613038
Location: MO Number: Jacobs:  C1X32800

Meeting Participants

Resource Agency Representatives I-70 PEL Team Members
Brad MoDOT

Raegan Ball, Federal Highway Administration Laura Ellen

Mark Bechtel, Federal Transit Administration — via webinar Richard Moore

Renee Cook, USDA — via webinar

James Heard, US Department of Housing and Urban Development EWG

Jennifer Hoggatt, EPA Paul Hubbman

Alan Leary, Missouri Department of Natural Resources — via webinar

Karen Herrington, U.S. Department of the Interior, U.S. Fish and Consultant Team

Wildlife Service Tracey Lober (Jacobs)

Scott Tener, Federal Aviation Administration, St. Louis Lambert Kelly Ferrara (StratCommRXx)
International Airport — via webinar Heather Lasher Todd (StratCommRx)

2017 06 28 Resource Agency Meeting Minutes FINAL.docx



ENVISION
I.7O Meeting Minutes
(Continued)

Page 2 of 5

Summary of Meeting

1. Welcome and Introductions

a. Tracey Lober, Jacobs Project Manager, introduced presenters, Transportation Corridor
Improvement Group, and project subcontractors.

2. Presentation

a. Thisis the I-70 Planning and Environmental Linkage Study. This study will take a broad
look at the corridor needs, including community, environmental and economic goals
and inform the review process. A goal is to identify strategies for sections of
independent utility for future study to create logical phases of work to be advanced
for further environmental study.

b. Impacts on I-70 PEL: Create a visioning process for this corridor. What will the future
of I-70 look like in 20 years? Freight? Commuters? Transit riders? Primary economic
and land use opportunities along the corridor? Primary and secondary users?

c. Early public involvement is part of a PEL study. It streamlines project development and
doesn’t inhibit any existing corridor projects.

d. Outcome will be to determine system-wide strategies, identify infrastructure
investments and services what would implement strategies, establish sections of
independent utility that could progress into the NEPA process, and prioritize and
move forward sections as funding becomes available.

3. Schedule
a. Review of project schedule from Jan 2017 — Jan 2018.
4. Public Outreach

a. Area of the study is roughly 40 miles from the 1-64 exchange in Wentzville to just past
the express lanes in St. Louis City.

b. Project engagement includes three technical advisory groups and a senior advisory
group. Our website went live on March 30, 2018 and included a digital survey. Social
media content from our partners will be key to driving the public to our website,
survey, and meetings.

c. The MetroQuest |-70 tool launched in February 2017 and ran for a consecutive 90
days, ending on May 24, 2017. Outreach efforts included: traditional media (press
release), social media, the project website, newsletter content shared with
stakeholders, social content shared with stakeholders, fliers at local public libraries,
and a public meeting.
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i. Over 2,600 surveys were submitted that included over 32,000 data points and
over 10,000 markers dropped on maps of the corridor.

5. Purpose and Need Statement: In 2014, a draft Purpose and Need Statement was prepared. It
reads as follows:

a. Purpose Statement: The purpose of this study is to investigate and identify the
transportation problems on the I-70 corridor and to recommend transportation
improvements, solutions, and strategies that would: increase safety on the corridor,
manage existing and future traffic congestion, provide efficient access for existing and
future development along the corridor, improve efficiency and reliability of freight
movement, expand multimodal mobility and connectivity, enhance aesthetics, and
preserve the environment.

b. Review of needs corridor-wide and by County.

c. Working with the TAG and SAG to refine the corridor needs and goals.
6. What's Next

a. Developing Purpose and Need

b. Identifying broad range of alternatives

c. Evaluating alternatives

d. Advisory group meetings
7. Questions and Answers

a. How long was the survey open? Open for 90 days. Allowed us to push through social
media, news media, newsletters in municipalities, etc.

b. How are you able to review and assess the data? Because this is PEL, it is topline.
Question for MoDOT is how much should we drill down? Not everything is relevant.
Able to highlight actionable highlights. Blending qualitative and quantitative
information. We are finding what is not usable data — difference between what data
can tell us vs. what it should tell us. What do we need to know? Looking for substantive
comments to inform the PEL purpose and need and alternatives to consider.

c. How deep is the dive on safety issues? |E: Large trucks, lane width, lighting, etc. Crash
and accident data from MoDOT. Existing conditions report going on website soon. Using
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crash data for now to see if areas more prominent to accidents; from there will look at
truck traffic, lighting, etc. From MetroQuest, on the drop-down menu, once someone
dropped a safety marker they could choose from a list or add their own. Truck traffic,
speeding, ramp backups, poor sight distances, etc.

d. Did anything come up relative to further development, places to stop that are easy for
travelers to easily get off and back on to the road? Had a MetroQuest marker called
“Help me get here”. Wanting to know where people wanted additional support — but
received limited data on that. Also have “development opportunity” marker to select
areas that are or could be developed or redeveloped. Also have a consultant —
Development Strategies — who look at identifying access to job centers, transit, etc. We
see that issues are at interchanges — more congestion at interchanges rather than
corridor. Want to make sure people can access things at those intersections.

e. Canyou tell if comments were geared more toward safety and development or was
there a strong interest in environmental issues, historic preservation, etc? More heavily
weighted to development and safety. Had some people come to public meeting to
speak about historic buildings in City. The number of people who participated in
conversations about those issues was a subset of the overall — much smaller. Almost 4
to 1 on people commenting on safety vs. bike access.

f. Statistical gap with only 14 people responding in North City and much more as you go
west. Our scope doesn't include a deeper dive on that, but doing interviews with
stakeholders as well. The data points we have cover the corridor.

g. Did you identify a plan of action for low-income communities? Fliers at libraries,
outreach to public officials

h. Did you identify a play for reaching out to freight? Member of SAG and also included in
interviews.

i. Want to know what type of roadway the public wants to see in the future. What are
people looking for through the study/how are we going to make it look to attract
businesses and people? The next phase of engagement: TAG meetings separately by
area, SAG meeting, one-on-one stakeholder interviews to help us understand what
we’ve learned — influencers — on system-level solutions.

j. There is a lot of data out there that will help you get to plans to address the needs you
find. Integrate that into your planning process early.
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Looking through list of draft needs. Some — increase safety across corridor —are hard to
measure. First step is to have data on where crashes happen. Need to analyze that data
and find out what is causing them, then use that for your need going forward. Richard
Moore: Later NEPA documents will refine — this is high-level because it is PEL. Brad:
Hopefully much of this can be rolled into NEPA document. Paul: For a 40-mile-wide
corridor safety is a fine concern because it varies by location.

PEL effectiveness is in laying the foundation for future NEPA work. Others are working
on other planning in this corridor. We will receive their plans and try to work together.
Continuous outer roads are a concern across the corridor; have them holding on one-
way outer roads to make sure everything works together.

How do you make sure what is happening now won’t impact the future of this? Richard:
District trying to integrate other studies and needs.

Note importance of increasing accessibility of public transit. Balance with needs of
freight, considering this corridor.

What is target date for completion? Final report early in 2018.
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PLANNING FOR THE ,\J@@ © ®
FUTURE ~ +" 7

o o /
1-70 PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES (I-70 PEL) STUDY
Resource Agency Scoping Meeting

JUNE 28, 2017

WELCOME

ENVISION

PEL Study I7@

@ The PEL study is being managed by
MoDOT in close coordination with
East-West Gateway Council of
Governments and Metro, and is
drawing on past regional
transportation plans

@ The study boundaries are from just
west of the |-70/1-64 interchange in
Wentzville through the New
Mississippi River Bridge complex to
the end of the express lanes in
downtown St. Louis City

@ The area under review is densely
developed with a mix of residential,
commercial, and industrial land uses

208




ENVISION
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Planning and Environmental Linkages
(PEL) Study

What is it?

A transportation planning study that takes a
broad look at transportation, as well as
economic, social, and environmental issues to
determine the needs along a corridor

ENVISION

PEL Study
What is the 1-70 PEL?

@ A transportation study that will provide a
visioning framework for I-70

@ Will the future of I-70 be a commuter
corridor? Freight? Short trips?

@ Who will be using I-70 in 20 years?

ENVISION

PEL Study 17@
Benefits of a PEL?

@ Early public involvement
@ Improved decision-making
@ Streamlining project development

@ Does not prohibit existing project in corridor
from moving forward
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PEL Study
Outcome of a PEL?

@ Determine system-wide strategies

@ |dentify infrastructure investments and
services that would implement strategies

@ Establish sections of independent utility that
could progress into the NEPA process

@ Prioritize and move forward sections as
funding becomes available

SCHEDULE

L&

2017 2018

PUBLIC OUTREACH
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Public Outreach 17@

@ Advisory Groups (Senior and Technical)
@ Public Officials Briefings

@ Public Meetings

@ Website

@ Social Media

@ Digital Survey

ENVISION

Public Outreach 17@

www.Envisionl70.com

e 70
o/~

ENVISION

Public Outreach

MetroQuest Survey

e Dl

Bl woicon
Rl future

&l ENVISION ¢
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MetroQuest Survey Data I7@

@ 2,601 submitted
surveys O

@ 32,525 data
points received “

@ 10,022 markers
dropped

ENVISION

MetroQuest Survey Data I7@

@ Project Team is
reviewing CESERIIIITG A e oy bo st g ey
substantive
comments

@ Comments will be
used to determine
broad range of
alternatives

@ Comments
reviewed to date
have verified
existing conditions

ENVISION
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@ Drives the study process and outcomes

@ Well-defined, well-established, and well-
justified

@ Determines which strategies are reasonable,
prudent, and practicable

ENVISION

Purpose and Need 17@

Purpose

The purpose of this study is to investigate and identify
the transportation problems on the I-70 corridor and to
recommend transportation improvements, solutions,
and strategies that would: increase safety on the
corridor, manage existing and future traffic
congestion, provide efficient access for existing and
future development along the corridor, improve
efficiency and reliability of freight movement, expand
multimodal mobility and connectivity, enhance
aesthetics, and preserve the environment.

ENVISION

Purpose and Need I7@

Needs

The needs identified were derived from the visions
that MoDOT, the TCIG, and stakeholders have for
the future of the corridor, data obtained from the
Corridor Assessment Report, and comments
received from the public, key influencers,
stakeholders, and advisory groups.

@ Corridor-Wide

@ St. Charles County
@ St. Louis County

@ St. Louis City
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Corridor-Wide Needs

@ Improve connections across @ Improve connectivity of the
|-70 to maintain community on-street network to the
cohesion on either side of the greenway network along and
highway, including active across 1-70
transportation
accommodations @ Anticipate evolution and

@ Enhance aesthetics all along application of new/smart
the corridor technologies

@ Maintain and increase

access to current and future @ Improve the condition of the

employment centers along infrastructure for sustainability
the corridor of the corridor

@ Improve
chgrgc?e(;l’s]fcr?%gg?‘nld from e \ncreasg safety throughout
interchanges the corridor

@ Upgrade freight vehicle @ Limitimpacts to manmade
access and natural environmental

@ Increase transit and active attributes in the corridor

transportation travel options
in the roadway network

ENVISION

Purpose and Need I7@
St. Charles County Needs

@ Improve alternative modes of
transportation to local hospitals

@ Improve functionality of parallel road
system

@ Manage transportation network that serves
future development and redevelopment
areas

@ Increase accessibility to public
transportation

ENVISION

Purpose and Need I7@

St. Louis County Needs

@ Improve access to St. Louis Lambert
International Airport for passengers and
freight/cargo

@ Improve active transportation options to
public transit

@ Provide connection to potential MetroLink
expansion
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Purpose and Need

St. Louis City Needs

@ Improve functionality of the reversible
lanes

@ Increase transportation options to
households without access to vehicles

@ Accommodate freight access to river ports
@ Provide full access interchanges

@ Provide connection to potential MetroLink
expansion

WHAT’S NEXT?

ENVISION

I7@

ENVISION

What’s Next? 17@

@ Project team is developing the Purpose
and Need further to detail each need

@ Identify broad range of alternatives based
on:

— Results from existing conditions
— Input from public and stakeholders
— Input from survey

@ Evaluation of alternatives
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What’s Next?

@ Advisory Group Meetings (late summer 2017)
— Inform and verify development of alternatives

@ PEL Report Update Status (fall 2017)
— Advisory Groups
— Resource Agencies

— Public Officials and Public

THANK YOU!

ENVISION

I7@

Questions?
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1-70 PEL Study
Purpose and Need Outline

Purpose

The purpose of this study is to investigate and identify the transportation problems on
the I-70 corridor and to recommend transportation improvements, solutions, and
strategies that would: increase safety on the corridor, manage existing and future
traffic congestion, provide efficient access for existing and future development along
the corridor, improve efficiency and reliability of freight movement, expand multimodal
mobility and connectivity, enhance aesthetics, and preserve the environment.

Needs

The needs identified below were derived from the visions that MoDOT, the TCIG,
and stakeholders have for the future of the corridor, data obtained from the
Corridor Assessment Report, and comments received from the public, key
influencers, stakeholders, and advisory groups.

The needs for the I-70 corridor vary throughout its 40-mile length. However, in
general, many needs are common or applicable to the corridor as a whole. The
needs for the corridor are identified below:

Corridor-Wide

e Improve connections across I-70 to maintain community cohesion on
either side of the highway, including active transportation
accommodations
Enhance aesthetics all along the corridor

e Maintain and increase access to current and future employment
centers along the corridor

e Improve operational characteristics to and from interchanges
Upgrade freight vehicle access

e Increase transit and active transportation travel options in the
roadway network

e Improve connectivity of the on-street network to the greenway
network along and across I-70
Anticipate evolution and application of new/smart technologies

e Improve the condition of the infrastructure for sustainability of the
corridor

e Increase safety throughout the corridor

e Limit impacts to manmade and natural environmental attributes in
the corridor
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More geographically specific needs are identified in each of the three counties that
the I-70 PEL Study traverses. These needs are identified below:

St. Charles County
e Improve alternative modes of transportation to local hospitals

e Improve functionality of parallel road system

e Manage transportation network that serves future development and
redevelopment areas

e Increase accessibility to public transportation

St. Louis County

e Improve access to St. Louis Lambert International Airport for
passengers and freight/cargo

e Improve active transportation options to public transit

e Provide connection to potential MetroLink expansion

St. Louis City
e Improve functionality of the reversible lanes
e Increase transportation options to households without access to
vehicles
Accommodate freight access to river ports
e Provide full access interchanges
Provide connection to potential MetroLink expansion

HH##
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EXHIBITS (continued)

06 28 2017 Resource Agency Meeting
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MEETING NOTES

07 26 2018

ENVISION

I.7O Meeting Minutes

Subject: 1-70 PEL Study Client: MoDOT
Resource Agency Meeting
Meeting Date/ July 26, 2018 Project: 1-70 PEL Study
Time: 2:00 pm
Meeting Webinar via Zoom Project MoDOT: J613038
Location: Number:  Jacobs:
C1X32800

Meeting Participants
Resource Agency Representatives Consultant Team

Tracey Lober (Jacobs)
Raegan Ball, Federal Highway Administration Kelly Ferrara (StratCommRx)
Cecilia Tapia, Environmental Protection Agency Kennedy Moore (StratCommRx)
Joe Summerlin, Environmental Protection Agency

MoDOT

East-West Gateway
Marcie Meystrik

Richard Moore
Andy Tuerck

Summary of Webinar Meeting

1.

Welcome
a. This meeting is to update resource agencies on what is happening with the study
as it concludes within the next month.
PEL Refresher
a. Study allows flexibility for projects moving forward.
b. Robust engagement with the public for stakeholders.
Public Outreach
a. How can we get the people who have information to the people who need it?
b. Public utilized the Metro Quest Surveys.
c. Two public meetings with public official briefings before.
i. First meeting had sticky notes placed on maps similar to Metro Quest.
ii. Second meeting facilitated discussion around the study.
Corridor-Wide Goals
a. Goals we felt were needed for the entire corridor.
i. Safety is a high priority goal.

Corridor Segments
a. Forty-mile corridor from Wentzville to Downtown St. Louis.
i. Five segments based on shared traits within the corridor.
Prioritization of Strategies
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a. Goalsin green are to improve transportation system.
b. Goals in red are to minimize natural impacts in specific areas.
7. Corridor-Wide Strategies
a. Applied to the entire corridor instead of specific segments.
b. MoDOT input what they want their ITS to look like in the future.
8. Review of segment maps and specific strategies within each segment.
9. Evaluation Criteria for Future Project Proposals
a. Criteria used with East West Gateway and MoDOT to lead future project
proposals.
i. Transit, bike, pedestrian, automatic technology, capacity expansion, and
access to interchanges.
ii. Access to the highway is kept and even added back to communities.
10. What About the Reversible Lanes?
a. Technical Memorandum in in the works and will include stakeholder interviews.
11. Final PEL Report
a. Final report is under internal review currently.
i. Will be sent to MoDOT, FHWA.
b. In the report there will be recommendations on what needs to be done to move
future projects forward.
c. The final report will contain the PEL Questionnaire that will assure FHWA that
the PEL process was followed correctly. The report will be send to the TCIG and
FHWA for concurrent review.
d. Once all documents are complete, they will be uploaded to the project website.
All stakeholders involved in the study will be notified when the report is available.
12. Questions and Comments
a. Why are they referred to as segments? Is that terminology that NEPA or FHWA
wants? Will there be an EA/EIS across the corridor?
i. The team chose the word segments instead of sections because they
were similar in the way that they function and to also avoid using
“sections”, as in sections of independent utility, a common NEPA
phrase. Segmenting, in this study, is designed to allow for a variety of
projects that can move forward independently within each segment.
b. The MetroQuest survey was a great idea.
i. We were pleased with the response we received and the amount of
data collected.
c. Raegan Ball stated that she would work in collaboration with Richard Moore on
any additional needs.
d. Final posting of documents will be on Envision70.com
e. A recording of this webinar can be requested by contacting Kelly Ferrara:
Kelly@StratCommRx.com or 314-221-2251.
13. Adjourn
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02 14 2018 Key Influencer Meeting

MINUTES
02 14 2018 Key Influencer Meeting

ENVISION

I.70 Meeting Minutes

Subject: 1-70 PEL Study Client: MoDOT
NGA/MoDOT
Key Influencer Meeting
Meeting Date/ February 14, 2018 Project: 1-70 PEL Study
Time: 2:45 pm
Meeting MoDOT Project MoDOT: 1613038
Location: Number:  Jacobs: C1X32800

Meeting Participants

NGA MoDOT

Julia Collins Laura Ellen

Tom Bukowski Wesley Stephen

Darren Guttmann Michelle Forneris
Tom Blair

1-70 PEL Team Members Bill Schnell

EWG Consultant Team

Marcie Meystrik Tracey Lober (Jacobs)

Kelly Ferrara (StratCommRXx)
Grace Mason (StratCommRx)

Summary of Meeting

1. Project Background

a. Michelle provided a briefing on the I-64 Interchange at Jefferson: New documents
were shared with Federal Highway yesterday (02/13/2018). Next step is to receive
conceptual approval. MoDOT is gathering funding. The City of St. Louis is working on
the local street portion for Clark and 22™ streets. City will be applying to EWG for local
funding for these streets. MoDOT is considering construction in 2020 and 2021. City
street elements are not fully funded. MoDOT work is not dependent on the streets
project to move forward.

b. Wesley provided a background on the I-70 PEL. Differing segments from urban to
rural, what vision best defines the corridor. Trucks, multi-modal needs, and impacts
are all being studied. Land use issues were raised initially, yet were reassessed outside
of the Tier 1 study guide. The PEL seemed to match our needs and doesn’t prevent
regional partners from doing work consistent with our identified vision. Project
launched in Spring 2014, was stalled due to funding, and reinitiated in late 2016.
Concepts that would consider all modes of the corridor well into the future are the
goals of this study.

c. Tracey introduced the project details and referenced the handouts she provided.
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d. Kelly provided background on engagement work, such as MetroQuest survey, advisory

groups, public meetings, and key influencer interviews.

Michelle to provide Project Connect traffic numbers to Tracey. Demonstrates where
workforce moves in/out of the future NGA campus. Darren provided traffic study
conducted by NGA.

2. Key Influencer Interview

a.

Kelly conducted the Key Influencer interview questions with the three members of
NGA staff. (Q and A from that interview is below.)

3. Next Steps

a.

Wesley responded to a question about next steps and where the project will likely go.
He referenced the commitments to funding, the fiscally-constrained mindset
currently, and the reality of fiscal constraints. The Regional Planning Commission will
need to consider this document for future projects. MoDOT has a priority for 1-270 for
$700 million. Specific areas on I-70 will likely merge as a priority. Immediate first step
is to conduct required NEPA studies, either by MODOT or the planning partners, to
develop specific projects.

June 2019 is the timeframe for the release of next update of the regional long-range
plan. This document shows what is planned, what is fiscally included, and where there
may be future projects. Equally important is tracking the President’s new budget and
infrastructure plan. Any change to the current formula for funding will be seen by local
communities —and potentially create more disparity. Funding, including cost-share,
can result in a reorganization of the prioritized projects included in the regional plan.
Michelle encouraged the NGA staff to continue to stay connected with Russell,
particularly if there are cost-sharing opportunities available. Michelle offered a list of
the upcoming projects to the NGA team.

4. NGA Comments

a.

Transportation remains a topic of interest for the NGA workforce and there are
opportunities for us to communicate with them via email and perhaps town hall
meetings. Julia added that a future town hall could be dedicated to transportation.
NGA design-build RFP will go out for informal review in March. Contract to be
awarded in March 2019. Construction timeframe is likely to be 2024-2025. Total
square footage is 765,000 and the estimated cost is $820 million, at a firm-fixed price
contract. Army Corps of Engineers will select best value offer. Moving about 3,150
employees to the new site. About 500-600 employees will remain at a location in
Arnold, built around 2000. The new NGA site does allow for future expansion as well
as possible future defense partners to move in with them.
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Supplemental Key Influencer Interview

An additional interview was conducted after the initial bout of key influencer interviews with
the following members of NGA: Julia Collins — Public Affairs/Transition and Engagement, Darren
Guttmann — Chief of Design, and Tom Bukowski — Deputy Director.

Question 1
What is working well on I-70 today?
¢ The updates to the Earth City Expressway west to the T.R. Hughes are much improved.
The lanes coming in across Blanchette have resulted in lanes to exit at 94. New exit
lanes reduce congestion, allowing faster traffic. Flows better during evening rush than I-
64.
e It's a busy roadway. It’s fine, other than challenges with ice.

Question 2
What do you think are the greatest challenges facing the corridor today?

* Need to look at the depressed section to 270: there’s fewer lanes, narrow exits and
entrances leaving older part of the urban/city environment. Trucks create competitive
nature on some nights. It no longer seems that the express lanes heading west are
being operated.

0 Michelle added that express lanes are always headed east and that is because
traffic studies consistently show that more traffic exists eastbound at all times.

e 1-64 is the worst due to Barnes Jewish traffic. They need to do something similar there
like they did in St. Charles County: add more lanes to get on and off.

* Adding longer lanes and extending exit ramps could be a differentiator. Our workforce
might benefit from access to I-70 going west from Cass. Not sure how that works now.
Coming from I-55-S through the depressed section — the exit to get to the new NGA
campus will be a challenge. We’re looking to possibly move drivers to Jefferson. SLDC is
looking to manage the lights on Jefferson, and working on moving that traffic. The Stan
Musial Bridge helps Illinois residents. East of the river, where 1-64 and I-70 diverge,
there is only one lane that moves traffic to that bridge. Once Popular Street Bridge
construction is complete, some of that Stan Musial and MLK traffic will balance.

e Westbound evening traffic presumed to get on at Parnell. Not a lot of stacking distance
exists. Need to consider how they updated county roadways to add and expand lanes.
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Question 3
What key challenges do you believe the corridor will face in the next 10 to 20
years?

e Autonomous vehicles. Need to consider both personal drivers and autonomous vehicles
on the same roadway, and anticipate further expansion of traffic and the number of
vehicles on the roads. As a major east-west corridor for the United States, you should
anticipate increased volume. Autonomous vehicles may be more pronounced. St.
Charles continues to fight it, but it needs to consider expanding MetroLink to that part
of the region. NGA’s campus could pull directly from MetroLink.

Question 4

The PEL will look at ways to improve safety, convenience, access, and aesthetics
along and across I-70. What improvements do you feel are needed to enhance
connections along the corridor: to job markets, future development areas,
surrounding neighborhoods? Think about walking, biking, transit, as well as
driving. Also, consider the varying abilities of people of all ages.

e Most commuters experience the highway from their car. Is there anything that would
compel me to shift to a different type of transportation (i.e. car to light rail)?
Improvements to the I-64 signage about the services and industries available by exit are
useful. The overpasses on I-64 are also well-signed. This is less convenient on I-70 to
know where you are. The active messaging systems are useful. Sharing information
along the corridor is great. Need Bluetooth connectivity to get information into vehicles
on an ongoing basis. Not a high need for aesthetics on bridges or streetlights unless the
community wants it, yet the existing systems by cities are notable (i.e. Chesterfield
painting everything black). This draws a stark difference between the cities that can and
cannot afford it. This is a very hot topic: how some communities have money for
ornamental fixtures whereas other cities don’t have those discretionary dollars.

Question 5
What places are safety improvements most critical?

* Anywhere in downtown (segment 5 on map). People don’t want to break down in
certain areas due to personal safety concerns. Also, we have concerns about stacking
distances, narrow lanes, visibility due to curves, and enforcement of double-striped
lanes to get to the express lanes.
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Question 6
We have identified several studies and planned developments within the
corridor. Are you aware of any local content that may be relevant to this study?

» Darren provided a binder for Michelle (traffic study), and the NGA employee base could
be surveyed.

Question 7

What factors do you think contribute to a business’s success if it is located
adjacent to I-70? Think about things like the type of business, access, size,
signage, and other factors.

* Road improvements. |-64 interchange improvements to Jefferson and Cass will be very
helpful. A link-up to Salisbury is needed. Project Connect had some planning for
Jefferson in regards to the timing of the lights and traffic calming.

0 Michelle added that some signal work is planned by the City.

» Jefferson South to Market and Chouteau is being studied by MoDOT with the goal of
having three lanes in each direction after reducing the center median. This will release
some bottleneck issues. Natural Bridge and Parnell is part City and part MoDOT, and is
under discussion for revisions.

Question 8
In your experience, does this corridor currently support and integrate existing
development opportunities?

e |can't tell that there are overarching development plans in place along the corridor; it
seems to be by community. Existing industrial areas are certainly run down. Anything
that could be done to improve that would be good for the City’s image. When you go by
ABB, there is a sea of asphalt, and there’s a lot of nothing where the former
ammunition plant was. Older brick buildings are an ongoing concern. It’s harder for
place-making when the highway was built into an existing infrastructure.

Question 9
For the short term, what should be the highest transportation priorities of 1-70?
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* Focus further toward the City. Lots of traffic exiting the City every night, and having
fewer lanes creates a bottleneck. The extra lanes at the Poplar Street Bridge manage
cars differently. Issues from downtown to the Lucas and Hunt area. The airport area has
problems, too. From |-170 to the exit, it creates confusion for drivers who miss the
dedicated airport lane.

Question 10
What is your ideal vision for the 1-70 corridor for 2030? What should the highest
priorities be to make that come to life?

e Completing the safety improvements discussed above, including the entrance and exist
ramps in the City proper. Improve patterns of travel from the city out to the county.
Add access points, even if it comes off the center of the highway and not the exit lanes.

Question 11

Have you heard of any specific groups or needs around access to the I-70
transportation system?

* Some employees use MetroLink and RideShare. Some (very few) ride bikes from Soulard
and Benton Park.

Question 12

Is the current function of the corridor compatible to your/your community’s
needs? What about the needs of others? (i.e. through travelers, commuters,
trucking community)

e Access points for our workforce, a large portion of which resides in South County, is the
priority. Not a huge issue at this point, but the new location will dictate and change
some of that over time. Some will win and some will lose. 25-30% of workforce comes
from lllinois.

Hi#
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Themes

Belowisa the
participants in process. Descripti ‘where nee
and direct quotes are used to help engage the voices of those who shared their insights.

1. Create a Transportation Ecosystem

Y
interviewed. It was defined ol
multi-n of

byst. . Bk ¥ requested, as
were pedestrian points of access. Participants requested that planners look at muiti-modal and
intermodal transportation usages. How can freight move more

seamlessly? Grain movement by barge has increased in recent II-7|1 is .y
years and barge, as well as truck, traffic will continue to Instrumentalin
keeping our terminal
growth. How can igh y pr
h attention t pe
— o local market.”

commuter traffic as intrastate and interstate traffic?
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2. Technology Is the Future and the Future Is Here

t0 be shown

‘the plan for i igni of
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i prepar i i ! d ‘Would a hig i i
in i it - GMv. traffic and impact the number of vehicles on the highway by promoting car sharing?
Chrysler. It will . Google v. Apple. ing in ot
plar ? the e il v
“Ten to twenty years challenge for bandwidth. The technology that supports those cars will longer reverse, yet aren’t clear on why that is s0. One person stated she uses them
from i i or Ve iy
wvehicles d iated i antennas, reverse. Y i il 5,
technology will be a ‘support this future state. What can we learn from the Smart City. ivi
huge challenge.” ‘concept that is being launched in Columbus (OH), and how can we f. On/Off, it y i the
Pl ) s . gy peariehae
v of by
3. Connectivity is Key travelers part of or g
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thei 3 pla f i
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“There's the ‘Broken i s coidor. e
Window Theory’ of There is more attention to aesthetics the farther you get from the I3 i
y Arch. to k. Existing TOD studies
that says that the ing? Certainly,
predominance of broken | chaljenge, P 7. Problem Spots
c . 2 i i a “Eastbound
leads to negative behavior ing t easi inesses like A the street very well. the Goodfellow exitis
. - . HQ2, or in and out of b. The North County Transfer Center* needs challenging. If you're going
their community doesi't | e, were aised. Compiiments were gven to Express Seripts on i i v
" their campus environment. cross the highway. exit at Goodfellow, it’s
*Interviewee stated North County Transfer confusing. You're forced into a
5. Safety Looks Like Many Things on I-70 B Te i -you could
a. Visibility: The lack of the number Transit Center think you're on the highway
concern. (3 i
b. Lane i i i portion of 70, the i G i exit lane.
Ianes narrow and are seen as unsafe. navigate. from here to know how to
¢ Lighting: Rak imes, lighti B a , ilgati navigate this.
iself i i rush hour.
s s
e. Eastbound itis confusi H
o " List of Key Influencers
f. Joff ramp areas. They g goa
system isn't of behavior. this During On the
need going forward? their by asked.
8 North Y g the does
access to the north and south sides of the highway. First Last Position Organization
h. Thes™ Charles, west of .
t0 confusing access points and congestion. Rebecca | Zoll President North County, Inc.
i Othe tic
T s o[y | S| s o st
L brodusyorto 20 West R Patti Poulsen CHSP Supervisor_| United Parcel Service (UPS)
Missy Kelley s Downtown STL Inc.
8. Opportunities and Suggestions . . —
Tots of planniog Tom Irwin Executive Director | Civic Progress
team. In no particular order: Kim Cella Executive Director | Citizens for Modern Transit (CMT)
a. tal car center o the airport. VP Eoncei
b. What can we see along I-70 that can be modeled after Cortex? Jim Alexander . St Louis Regional Chamber
¢ The region
bridges. David Steinbach Executive V.P Northpark, Jones Lang LaSalle
d. The next phase of the project should consider the street-level impact to Field Office Federal Reserve Housing Research
ond James | Heard b A
o ‘when people need work, pay bills, or pick up ki i s Keehmeye e D1 0”5 eyond ?tm" 5 Z L
priority when ne togetto pay. or pick up kids. We shou - PresidentiCEQ -
sure to peopl
highway. A the Susan Trautman Executive Director | Great Rivers Greenway
highway rather than disrupting it. -
e Th th f Karios Ramirez Z‘E";""‘"" Hispanic Chamber of Commerce
development spot. residentand
f. or ways for Anna Crosslin iy Intenational Institute of St. Louis
Considera svtoms— Senior Director
N eSOl ihont Michael | Harrold State Government | Express Scripts.
that the current system may not actually get people to employment opportunities. g::m, Vice
h. How can we put big data to work? “Think of MoDOT as a pathway to the ai N ot B
" oo
L Saeki MoDOT and others Jason Neun Trucking Manager | Midwest Systems (Halls Street Trucking)
ok be datenged o th - m— —— smmu:‘.&-mmmmm
Michael D. | Shonrock Ph.D. | President Lindenwood University
Paul McKee CEO Northside Regeneration Project
Jerry Leigh 1 | Earth City Busi alion! vee
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First Last Position Organization
Public Information -

JohnJ. | Hotz b Missouri Highway Patrol
Boeing Strategic

Terence Missile & Defense | Boeing
Systems

Nick Nichols a""‘“"" St. Louis Port Association

tanager

John Clark President Laclede’s Landing

Eric Moraczewski | Executive Director | CityArchRiver 2015 Foundation

Mark Fenton Board St. Charles Ambulance District
Economic

Dan Lang Development City of Wentzville
Director

Erica Henderson Director St Louis Promise Zone

Tom President Missouri Truckers Association

Kelvin Adams. i

Rick Barbee President

Michael | McMillan President

e W Public Information

Adolphus_| Pruitt President

Betsey | Soloman Executive Director

T ‘Accessibilty

Mary . Specialist
Director of

Carlie Lee Community Missouri School for the Blind
Relafions

. u VP Of Global Regions Bank, Asian-American Chamber
Trade Finance | of Commerce

Matt Freix Regional VP DNJ

Steve Wiliamson Owner
Vice President,

Terry Travis by ‘Salos | Affton Trucking

Kevin Maher, Jr. General Manager | St. Charles Hyundai

John Bommarito President Bommarito Automotive Group
Vice President of

Todd Antoine Planning & Great Rivers Greenway
Projects
Assistant
Executive Director

Jessica | Mefiord-Miller | of Planning and | Bi-State Development/Metro
System

First Last Position Organization
Esther Shin. President Urban Strategies
Victoria | Reeves Nolonger with | {)pan League

Coordintor,

Safety. and . .
Jason Ahten Mer hip Missouri Truckers Association
Pamela | Boyd Alderwoman Ward 27. City of Saint Louis

Collins - . _

John s nad | Aderman Ward 21, City of Saint Louis
Jefirey Boyd Alderman Ward 22, City of Saint Louis
Brandon | Bosiey Alderman Ward 3, City of Saint Louis

Detailed Responses to Questions

Question 1
What is working well on I-70 today?

« Connectivity. irly easy

problem, itsalot

more congested in spots.

* Noopinion.

* CMT focuses on how to get people off 70 and onto transit. We hear anecdotally of
congestion on 1-70.

There isn't significant traffic. Traffic flows well outside of rush hour.

1 work near the city/county border. When | need to use 70 to get downtown or west, the
2 i Ato

Eastof 170,

inner bett to get to the central corridor is good. Anything east of 70, I'm not a fan of. The

best part of 70 s between 170 and St. Charles.

ity today.

1t does a pretty good job of moving traffic. We have relatively low congestion despite

some perceptions of congestion.
+ Onmydrivein, express lane. y west - Bryan
Road or Hwy K i i [ y in, butit's

ough ‘express lane i i
Overall signage is good (gas stations, etc.) and needs can be found easily. 1 ke that itis
i ", ©

ighway system overall,
businesses - 64, 44 and 70 offer choices.

toward Tucker i ] nd

1 saw traffic

improve.

we Charles, downtowr
‘with 8 sites. The corridor is important for transportation to/from our system, very
portant.

* Iseasy 70, | per y

the moment for

170, The MRB exchange is good.

I'm not a regular traveler of the system.

1 don't know.
Question 2
What do you think are the greatest challenges facing the corridor today?
. and forit,
and Bu
Ao, y
interstate, and need to have proper just off
interstates.
issues, too, W oo
ttainment.
and
additio , etc. could of the
ough for both the Some of
closer be wellas alack
of projects or improvements.
suburbs and inner city
‘weaving amps. with a bullt
trying bl
in the City,
* Volume of Thi
our barges. whichis
the road. In past years, gr v rket. Part
ofthe P 70

has also contributed to this.

*  Better access to transit, and Y

region.
corridor? The key CMT focuses on is how to connect people to transit along the 170
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corridor. It' Whether it is highway better

options is what we would be pushing for.

narrow as you get close to the City as well, making 18-wheel trucks seem very close to
cars. he MLK bri 3

Also, L Y
event traffic.

dall

the places it touches. Categorically, the stretch looks nicer in St. Charles County
(highway and exit ramps) compared to St. Louis City and the inner ring suburbs. How
ighway note - p

Rd. heading short and hard to navigate.

As you get closer s

port. Con driver that

, curvy roads
v good and

t like Y , it Is even . 1-64 iver
orat their cars. It under-
resourced and economically disacantaged residents n the area. They have less welk
maintained cars. Also, it's hard to get on 70 east of 170, It would benk!w have
another inner belt. 70

that would help Y Y impor |-70a
of fr end of

v here. Itis a very, very
Interchange. The brdge, the east sde — it s  mess. Halfthe trucks that get caught there
can't make the tum, and it really boggles stuff up. Instead of the highway enhancing the

to build their ¥ 't get
to and from it? The corridor s the pathway into our city. mm:amzpumm is
important. Hanley and
ng very nice. That kind of Wegota
maintenance agreement with MoDOT to take care of that ourselves. There needs to be
more of that.

Balancing the needs of . 701 freight
corridor, rts d
there's tension there. That is the
. The highway You want to get on 170

and travel via auto but
private vehicles, bikes, as a pedestrian, or via wanst s large infrastructure, and such
large infrastructure can be divisive.

« Traffic, though I Opening
g Ip. Doubl
v y but adds to traffic.
Another double-edged sword but
also slower traffic.
.« Myfra -
where our offic ibility. The routes
& i maze, partly closed
roads. Having only a handful challenge. I' there are
ol but North County is
¥ Agate. With the City (i.e. &
Hunt or Union), y ly the lanes of traffic, and
navigating is tricky.
. thatit years, sol

Chaleﬂxas? Infrastructure.
terms of

inprovements. lve-uphmicmamiwmdon:maam,soltmmhmslm
of employment opportunities on the corridor. Basically, we just need to refresh the look

and feel. | don about who the

projects are ~nmuyn toyouby.* weshnuld blnw our horns more when there are good
time to 1am accustomed

tothe number of wds, With more

take 2 bigger beating.

. 70 Access on

or off the highway has lane mauem For example, eastbound and westbound at the
allenging. offat

Goodfellow, it's confusing. vo.m forced into a specific ane. Or you coukd think you're

on the highway in y have to be fr

navigate I've ever
seen. It's dangerous to cross Jennings Station Rd. If you end up in the left-hand lane, you
end up on the highway and you can't get out. | know there have likely been fatalities
there. The redesign of this exitis much more confusing. Lucas & Hunt is a similar
concern. Th if 3 go.1fyou
come off Lucas & Hunt highway ttyou
aren't from St. Louls, togeton peopl
‘will slow down and wind up causing pile-ups. w.yﬁmﬂn; cenbe lmpmwed

I never understood why this was changed. MoDOT did work on 70 and the highway was
Agail

) . be
confused. MoDO! ind likely
responded toa newer when they
change.

Bircher can ng: Bircher, s not
s k Traffic
coming off the highway ¥ Bircher or right
ng trees

y. West
as Lucas & Hunt. There is a very short span to merge into traffic, so if drivers don't let

you on, th you onto the

expanding along the highway into St. Charles County? It would be a good option o add
rail for commuters.

be things like signage, especially

signage (buses, trains, etc.). People with
be helpful. kbhﬂtmﬁrﬁywnewmﬁmummmlhﬂ-m Learning the
for users of
ped-ly in St. Charles,
n st  near Bakas and 270, there I large MetroBus staton. mm are MetroLink and
and pl:k vp.

« There are areas of traffic. That
thinking of vehicle traffic (cars). Why don't the reversible lanes actually reverse? This is
confusing persp Consider putting a

K One of the saddest
There
s no good way the highway to foot traffic or bike
traffic. Th for than A effort wa:
made it out near Heading to St.
o 70 splits i omi h .
from 270 to cross the bridge. | believe 70 works much better once you get across the
Missouri River Bridge. The North County Louis City
Question 3
What key challenges do you believe the corridor will face in the next 10 to
20 years?
. ding pair 1-70. There are
matter of resurfacing, the
p. a proper number of lanes in
and ramps that
impede traffic flow. 20

years, we may not need the capacity that we have today if we can use more

You need to make wise

decisions and vestments that are ot obsolete In 20 yers. Long range planning s 3
of this. MoDOT will need funding

As St. Charles grows, there will be more of a workforce downtown, a higher population

in St. Louis County, and more challenges.

Capacity for sure - in terms of new technology in autos and all the growth that's
happening. This growth may mean we don't need a highway or as many lanes, what

smart cars. we'll need to have in
the future with the new technology y about the
yet10- and associated
logy all our cities and Y
modes for freight, transit. It
to develop g tr
Asnurhbunmy to major probler

t expanded, specifically from

s’ Louis. Population
gmmh ‘means this will likely get worse.

Outside of
‘opportunity along the corridor is. You do have Boeing and the airport, but how do we

better integ nge. If you can get
high density then bec
mmunity i well When
n 70, they don't getoff 70, They start i St. Charles and go downtown or farther. Not
70 corridor. A
the the future.

There's a sea of unused parking. It sits adjacent to 70. Issues are access to highway,
access

of the station? All th y g
corridor successful.

g ging. 2 priority. You need to look
at working with other modes of transportation.

1. Roads What y

by then? Roads aren't
designed fo ffex d

traffic y

capital to take care of the infrastructure?

through? What kind of condition will they be in? With the deterioration of North St.
Lous, wil the highway just go through an abandoned part of our region? Or wil we

that area? A highway e

3. Howdo a afet
there'salot of outcry over polk

view? Right now,
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 Undlear. I 70, then I think P
on the 64 corridor ind
abit, then to accidents. bevery
beneficial. And people off the inner 64if they
willing to take 70 downtown.

Funding. There s just no funding in Missouri. It's a mess. I've worked hard to resolve
that but | don't see a quick fixin the near future. In our developments today, we are

for that in the next 10 years. More electric vehicles are coming. What does that mean to
the highway over the long term - charging stations? What does this mean for (N(ls? On

trucks do that? | don

eas and sdvencements.

We're stillin the early stages. | spent 5 years studying the Smart City concept, and
driverless vehicles are just a part of it. You cannot control a driverless vehicle unless
You can get 56 to the street. Today that is impossible. Technology is there to control
the cars but the bandwidth sn' lose enough to the street. The Ia!encynfme
system is the killer. W
a5 fast a possible. We'llt Google, Amazon, GM, Chrysler, and Ford ight ver who
has the best car. No matter the winner there, they all need the signal. If you don't
control the signal, you won't control the road. The NGA project is 7200 jobs, so
those people have to get to and from our site every day. How do we do that with
less real estate, congestion, and aggravation?

W streethights.
Whoever has the best tech nmmmmhlsgﬂm(ovﬁnm]m f you want I-

would attention People will throw
free stuff at you. As an example, the U.S. Government pmoula $40M grant from
Allen matched
0o the wban core. 77 cites applied, Inchuding St Louis. Kansas City and Columbus
grant. 80M
that ity to try and be the *firs” place to do that. f you take that forward-thinking,
you will be blown away by what will come your way. “Intellicity” is the term that my

job centers th , which
The on/off . at

Broadway, Grand) don't supp Broadway and Gr

are also two busy bus lines and we have 3 lot of back and forth between them. We have

the Broadway and Taylor Transit Center nearby and the Riverview Transit Center. Those

are all within the corridor. If igating

helpful. You need to be able

meet the street and that's not ideal, but it's what the mmnwnltv needs. People are

doing that now.

NGA and the elv d
70 traffic. vin to tolive in this
region. has the Hispanik These new
options and
butalso those
inlower With it will be:

An increase in the number of cars on the highway, which will cause more traffic.
Congestion will be a challenge. You have NGA coming online, and it is uncertain how
‘many people willive downtown or in the suburbs. Potentially, there could be an extra

. The age and
safety of the system will be a problem.

ology Uber the St. Louis
area. Light rail, trucks, and self-d 50 our
needs to be flexible logy. We have How we

distribute traffic will change, and | hope it does in the coming years.

c The s stretched, old, tired, and
needs to be updated. | recommend that we consider trucks and light rail to get things to,
from, and through the down . We've not really sothe
long term.
One thing | have

observed is that truck traffic clogs things up, as there's only so much space on the road.
Some states have dedicated lanes for sharing rides. Maybe we ought to think of ways to
move traffic along.

longer, especially if y

the Smart City that we're develnwnu\l to bring in new jobs. People love their cars, so the commte time will be
developing. | am shocked is wil even longer. Service roads along highway are very dimly lit and the pavement is cracked
financially self-sustaining. due to the heavy truck traffic in the City. Poor lighting can be a deterrent to people
using the system, as it 't as familiar with.
= ly We aren' rate that there will the area in general.
be major nges. | would love to say be more freight, c highway. If MoDOT could add
people,etc. 70 could offer for ameras, 0 the real 3 city
ith That is one of our hopefully Put
binest transit issues. lna'y within City of St. Louls, 170 is a barrier and exists between “Smile! You are i tolet y
17 1
(Alderman Bosley 70
to privacy + There could be better land use

Tssues, but Akderman Bosley eiterated that he woukd advocate for cameras.
Michell Fornert could help address s. Reacing of Koense plates i s concern,
y Mr. Stephen, and th the
MOoDOT leadership. Tracey Lober pulled up the Gateway Guide, noted that there are
be viewed by s

major street routes and transit routes. Look at ausm redevelopment, reinvestment,
and that can take

jobs, quality of life s crucial,
I the years, and |
addressed and tumed from a negative to a positive. But also looking in other areas

However, to ‘where we could have better land use, too. Encourage taking advantage of the huge
criminal incidents.) ade along
* The access to the airport 2 it Part of this, too, its nd residential
venues, and iy need of Y areas. be looked at. How do you make these
the public Also, to consider the blind and you're on bridge,
y king to how do you feel safe from moving vehicles?
PO , MetroLink, y people to various places. It also
to more points = No opinion.
. As made, | would ch these areas: = North County Transfer Center* 'd a way
1. Arethere ¥s to integ vg and biking paths ighway to cross the highway. There is no way for people to access this. There are good transit
2. Iffwhen that to the North facilties up there in the corridor, but the access i terrible. We had an event at North
(e.g. a shuttle ckly) y ty and people they felt they g in
3. How can we build and improve highways so they don’ their highway to jobs or even
neighborhoods? street. the , it's more of the
4. Improve maintenance of existing highway. pedestrian crossing, and but no
5. Balance the look of St. Ch: beinst. Louis ‘way to get people to them.
city.
We
‘whether bike, pedestrian,
: or transit. y from their homes ye
Question 4 b esbagurish e
The PEL will look at ways to improve safety, convenience, access, and nmmu‘e 70?
aesthetics along and across |-70. What improvements do you feel are ters are no longer
‘was designed. How can we improve access to airport, aaeng, North County, and North
needed to enhance connecﬂ?ns along the corr:dor to job markets, future Park? You aiso are talking about a very diverse income base along the north part of 1-70.
areas, Think about walking, How do we meet the needs of the population here in terms of integrating transit
biking, transit, as well as driving. Also, consider the varying abilities of choices? We need to consider
people of all ages. vehicle, etc. How healthcare,
and education?
th Jon,
«  Interchanges can be improved to be safer, like 270 and -70. In terms of connectivity, as
Metro, bike, what doe: probably. That could B this study. »
imp but the nsfer Center but y
. Not Transit Center
In terms of
Also, *  Downtown is the hub for jobs in St. Louis, so people naedmhave access into and
with 1-70 as backbone. around Also, you need long 70 in the
Y itan
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The notion of bike paths, , and Y i the

region isn't something we low- and moderate-i The
system there seems to be more about recreation than necessity. How do we consider
MetroBus and

vail? Those are things we need to keep pushing on. There won't be significantly less cars
s we reach the future, but there will be some reduction.

1f we can add St. Charles long the idor, that
‘would be good. Plus, having some kind of North-South Metro would enhance that.
Mobility is an issue, as is segregation in North County ind umn City. How do we get
people to job

d more pa'mls I, both today
and in the future. Also, we smwld really try to enforce some of the motor vehicle laws,
falsfied documents ok cas o
the road. Also,
That would d alleviate a lot of what i Bottom
line: ifthere's is a way for tiple
;.mun, soling 70 wil pecp events, it

fficient as it feeds into.

dwmwn, itwould neip alleviate nam:

For the physical world, on/ulhuzslskzy Someties MoDOT appears to worry mare
about through d the system and
ensuring easy on/oﬂamess lof highways. Aesthetics and ease are key. Embracing the
critical. The look of our system is
important. Potholes and weeds are very noticeable. MoDOT still has 2 while to go on

BY , you need to consider 1

Sereen on thelr car,and n that 300 yards and We
have more technology toour used. If

we can ighway with logy along
trick. Google knows how long it will take me to get home but doesn‘t factor in the
highway experience. How can technology manage the efficiency of our lives?

Technology is also a safety factor. The intermingling of the 56 nmwkwkh cameras, air
sensors, an joors
off. | think there are 8-10 different factors there, and MoDOT has 3 huge rote:o play if

tech corridor. y are things like energy, better
! lighting to reduce crime and accidents and relieve congestion, social impact issues
that reduces viits to the ER, improved ability to test air quality if there s an air

Basically, the key factors are safety, crime, ED visits, courts, prisons, public defender

systems, etc., all things prove quality their
You need to seek impact ic i
more time on thy 1t's not

bul also about what's best for the community.

Tknow s, yet for our state
tobe on the cutting edge, we will need to mmvgmrmmnew money sources.

design d
construct infrastructure in a way that it isn't such a barrier or so massive. This might
lanes, ycles

biking isn't now. There are outer roads that follow 70,
signage for there'
organization focusing on connecting tral from llnois o Missouri. How can we include
them in this? will
use them in ways MoDOT requests. If we had carpool lanes, | think you'll see people
DOT on. Just need MoDOT to
dictate these things. | don't see as many bus lines available s there used to be.

¥ atthe corridor waudiaﬂes,merelsipanolme
corridor that is very blighted. of the
coridor o be able to reach the amenitis inthe eastem part s  bigger challenge. The
blight off St Louis Avenue and what
You see from the freeway. | wouki ke to see more greenery. | know there are some

and would 70. lace-making of mnse
e possibility. Until
investment takes place,
inviting.
y 3 some

those further west) h nice job of beautifying the
areas. Those are impressions of community. When roads and bridges are in good shape,
signage is g0od, and there's nice landscaping, that shows that you are taking care of
your community. game a bit. No matter ¥ g
corridor, we need to be i being part of our
community - we need to make this system friendlier. As you access a place, each point

nd lower costs of crime. Its a social makes an impression of th Thisisa nicer
. This kind ain itsel and get community pride back.
electronic billboards, and MoDOT could access the imzmal car wlhmds Accessing big
datais another key. If I directly toa ‘The number of primary has
parking space from my home | have that applicaton. Think of MoDOT 253 pathway to i road system that well 3t all. We can do
through your better.
27 2
*  Whe dt for i driy i of As you's di idor, consider wher

their way. There is the perception spans are unsafe

| remember when there used to be a pedestrian bridge connecting Walnut Park
neighborhood with an industrial park. They tore it down several years ago. If we look at

the City,
Looking at thereisn'ta

economic development n our aeas. Mom and Pop run Mom and Pop stores.
Realistically, we need to nd tie in some

opportunities. Looking at next 10-15 years, what could happen? How can we do better
to bring transportation to our residents?

Bircher of my [/
Mohammad's] best blocks, and | would like to keep this area residential. A pedestrian

8 be useful if h:ppav\ with the vacant
i there. | often
have ntegrated around BIC and Cortex, and crested » demand for new ext system and
new off of Cortex?
70 the way we i ion? Can

MoDOT! where they're trying

y or Grand)? Peopl ast or will get torn down.
Dollar on ics.

i these i i i ity to

better and be better.

Collectively, we can do a lot. We just need to bring the right people to the table
together (those in hm;, economic development, etc.). MoDOT no longer bulldozes
pas . In 195& the Protection Act was
passed which saysthat before major ¥ be studied
negatively impa built community, th J
or the people. Over ts ities b dh

agencies.

busines, We [MoDOT] have gone beyond thinking mm how we move cars. Now s

about how we connect people. etro? How d
they need? Planning a

We're now a multi-modal agency.

The peopl ips, curb cuts, walkway
areas, and signage. These need to be maintained i they exist. Ifthey need to be
allowa

routes in mind as people need to access the highway.

way. Where could potential economic development occur? We know a lot of property
along 170 s not at ts highest and best use. As we look at the corridor, could we rethink
where entrance and exit ramps are in relation to outer roads, and consider how they're
feeding in? 1d be created at these

Aywhere snd

the corridor
places where you can say things like, "look at this neuhbomood over here, i pew(e

on the other ives. What bike paths could
Great Rivers Greenway put n place to hep with that? From a quaity of fe
ook at the corvidor and

consider, fmm ,likability, if you could get

Pl Y . would open up? Economic

Recreation? Ifi v enough, could people from all
over We need to look at these
employment.
Question 5

What places are safety improvements most critical?

Th Iiynmmsm the ‘the City/County r, and between

safety problems. The area \md!r 170 near Four

and zig-zags. Also, trying to get on freeway lmm Broadway isdifcut and needs help
wiith safety and aesthetics.
on interstate and those single lane entrance rampsat 170and 1270 need to be dual ane.
InSt.

of th be the norm, going down
totwo Ia»ts causes i:(ldeﬂ“ami congestion. Ingress and egress to express lanes in the
City can (= trying to enter express

Kones from the west 2 they are not marked well enough.

Improved lighting would be helpful for sure. No specific area comes to mind for this.
ramps are very. westbound ot ideal, and

about this with MoDOT to help people get to our trails. From 170 into downtown is an
older part of on/off ramps aren't what

typically
experience on a ighway these days, but there 't one that comes to mind to be
roved. longer? Could they

1 don't travel the corridor that often.
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way that
get there or 3 you g of that

V. a
direct path to their destination. If they 70, to

ind. There’s also ‘When

dmusmmiastlndmalu:mitmhmdhm that s the critcal danger. | know
there y g view, thatis
key.

‘The stretch from Union to 170 has lots of twists and turns and the exits aren't great in
getting off. | would
better and more efficient. West of 270, a lot of work has been done to relieve some of

ng o safety. C y beh . People

bills ete.If engage
the highway. It's hard
to get them to allocate time to a project like this.
Westbound, the 270.
ind the airport, and narrow, curving
jith things
dangerous. Maybe there needs to be an extra lane i that area. Eastbound, the curvy
roads and hill off 70toget to
Center. Need signs to say things like: "take ‘Blues’ exit here." Have several signage
op
those going to "Wash Ave,” ng,” "The Dome,"
Tucker.

No opinion.

As 3 woman, safety improvements right off the highway is most critical, especially the

Any time you
Technology
improve visibility.
think that if we know
students will il cross o th steet leve. Therefore, we need to make street crossings
The

There are a lot of tired buildings as you enter downtown -- maybe adding grass would

Make our y d bright. And, we need
signage for

70and Isee that 1 port, more

downtown. take a break.

[My staff's) overall concerns [about using I70] have to do -m. safety. Lanes seem
narrower than other highways and there are often big tru

1. Goodfellow, Jennings, and Lucas & Hunt interchanges and on/off ramps
2. Lighting
3. Wayfinding (fix confusing new signage)

Uighting is a
Mn(humevareapetsanwkh:dlsabllnvofmHmemalrganyullubcnsumet

i h ible. n
there are per

with a closed fist (Le. 1l b

Eliminate limitations.

70. Look at the pay

and where 70 goes south/west. alw:
cause backups during heavy traffic periods. | don't know how you fix all that, with two
The

major together, but if i
alotand f Also, a polic help. I'm area before 70 merges with 170 all the way through St. Ann and in front of airport and
Along past brid to
most of (particularly figure at The "U" off Totogetto
and if ‘space to get across if there is traffic.
ask people to pull over to the right (instead of the left), that would be helpful. We want
to remind people to always pullto the right with a disabled car - only use right side.
. Lous City b .
The viaduct ly here as well. | can't recall any
pothole problems, or maybe I'm forgetting.
7% 7%
Question 6 ng from. in that for economic
. to our community.
We have identified several studies and planned developments within the But our projed i
corridor. Are you aware of any local content that may be relevant to this substantive.
study?
y : 5 . "
= City of st. Louis has hired CB8, if Army Corps veview, At the end of the day, he!
s doing study on access to NGA West campus. Mmﬂmnlﬁ:ﬂlmmnn.m downtown. growing i
00T, feel safe? v
at IDOT, too, for anything related to bridges. workln St. G N time? St. Ch pised
. The & e oo themselves North City, y they
just north Bridge. St. Vincent lot of good jobs
Scripts downtown. Maybe people would be more apt to live in St. Charles If it didn't take so
there or possibly bridge. Mainly long to get downtown from St. Charles. People in Town and County, West cwnv
Ying how to get over to North m“"’""’»“—“' 64 b
Greenway. This isn't yet we hope Hanley. becuse of
Further out, there's the Greenway. trail on the lwsncruusmmnuwmmmunhmlnzomm7

Earth City levee side, and our plan shows going under 70 and continuing along the levee
on the left side. Its all underneath the bridge, and won't necessarily impact the
highway. Worked with City of St. Charles and St Louis County to improve the Katy Trail.
Lots o talk of doing some kind facility on 70 for

Bridge. Dardenne Greenway in Old Town St. Peters. Looking at how the greenway

st idge reek. St.
yet the system and trails rely on n»
We have
nmmmmhdhwmmh&wmmepﬁcwmnmsm
There was an . Any large:
but
there (ie. hotel with
The
i looking at. Also
study and the County Could some of thi be done
esign. Is what you'
Even though 't complete, they should be
considered. The v Some
of s there 2 way i
can 3 [
sure, fit?
. The STL 2015 study, as well.
Some o
¥ through our

27

Economic Impact Study : three NFP funders are doing a third-party analysis.

They're hoping to start Nov 2017 and finish Mar 2018. Two non-local national firms: one

working on y and the other

impact.

Already delivered.

The Hispanic Louis City, county, state,
Charles).

years and under, The Chamber ¥ p:

car seats? Vans? Safety campaigns?

constituents/membership i regards to ronsit?

development as well as those who are focused on the need for public
transportation. Whether white- collar or blue-collar concerns, both are
important to our community.

plans for the Near North ‘We've aligned those plans
with Project Connect, the City, GRG, and EWG. It is public and we can definitely share
those plans. There s a Ch website: is the URL. You
can find the Urban Strategles reports there.
No.I'mon a
though | don't know that I've seen anything.
79

237




Currently, | do not know of any, but if | find any studies | will email them to you. 1l look
ahighway system.

Lookat RFPs v Sa potential

the Enrique y Squ
for that. The desire is to have more development in North Park.

Question 7

What factors do you think contribute to a business’s success if it is located
adjacent to 1-70? Think about things like the type of business, access, size,
signage, and other factors.

Those are sllimportant, but st i safety. usinesses acfocent to ntersite wan

me safely - loc are
impacted. I.oolinlatsknau, not for their business but lormelnhets\zt!‘ itis important
10 have clearly and lack of
delays. Aesthetics make a difference. y Is an issue on

Accessibility, too. Having
access o linols would be key. A separate brdge over the iver fo drivers on 70.to get
to/from IL/Metro East area would be a good thing.

ful. Also,
workforce is stracive for thase using the 1-70 corridor. The interchange near the

y d 170 isn't very good. | would like to see that
improved corridors on either
side of alot

there and mobility between

Easy access, ability for signage- many cities/towns along the corridor have different
rules on signage height/size. At some exit! signs will say *food at Exit X," and that
visibility like having the
long a lot of 1-70, to
highway. C
m/off ‘movement and improves. (on(mbn

Alotof it is based on the type of business. The businesses change dramatically as you
get closer to the City. Many of them don't actually want to be seen from the freeway. |
don't think it is their mission to be inviting, and | don't think ﬂ\evalevervoonnecﬁedm

fe amenitie:
V- them to make their
restaurants, etc. nearby, so make sure there is access to thase. You move to. Charles, you see nicer, fancy, gasst mmlmaod lots of greenery. It
‘would be nice to es
ol ds fs. If they getting something aestheticaly plessing along the eo.rmr usslue-s mrbeaasﬂmﬂm A
 is important. ther ot of that right

on f goods, that.

easy accessis key. . either side terms for

- - toffrom One
- iy o helpful thing s to articulate to when traffic issues will arise (i.e. that from 7 -

sides of the river. W mile from 70. It's leased sty ":* . the

from the City of St. Iaurs,vmnwtshelpﬁnlInidﬂlngslg\uemlnaﬁsewslblltvfwwr ik traffic for I f thi

Easier We road system, and the time. Also, having a their
handle mulch processors. 170 employees would help, Safety,
ery keeping our he desired by the population.

* WAmazon or othes ol what t « For the people with disabilities it is about accessibility, the ability to get from the

corridor? What Louis in the first highway to the i wm

pla y loyer for

he I d . E afe yrking
that needs to y. We need to start pakonios ¥ sl

speaking about total transportation.

- Either your ge You need to be able to
ip your ly to your customers. y
with the tothe highway to get your
brand out there.
2a an
Question 8 signage areas, whether commuter lots or carpool lanes. It can be a strategic

In your experience, does this corridor currently support and integrate
existing development opportunities?

That is stronger in St. Charles County. There have been newer developments that have
‘worked there. In St. Louis City and County, there's not a ot of room, much of itis

already being used. Could
interstate would not get in the way ofdevelam\em and consider other constraints.
Those
positive way.

Yes and no. umn«naus but we are talking about 40 miles, In spots it does, yet isn't
Good parts of the

highway lend munsewa to development.
No opinion.

t needs work, It provides direct access to where it's going, but how do we connect
around the corridor and not just through it?

If there is a metric of aesthetics relative to trash and cleanliness, more affluent

abetter Itisn't necessarily MoDOT's job
o disn the g, bt t of the highway the
wish Y to if f
the Neilﬁ\ y. if Mid Rivers
Mall rive could be brought to Jennings Sation Rd. and others, that would be great.
Some of from local doll be more

balanced.

If Amazon comes, or we develop a soccer or fnn(hzll stadium or other event venue, we
need North City.
That's a big opportunity. | think we should nh'\ M sommi\lr\lm go there even though
nothing is planned yet.

Yes and no. Depends on where, Salisbury is a deterrent. We worked with Greg Horn on a
new off ramp for the bridge, which was an enhancement. It depends on where the
Thisis a key driver

Within St. Lous City, it does a mediocre job- I'd give it a C because of these barriers. |
think we could do more at North Park and North Hanley, for example. | think we could
o a better job in the City.
we aren't doing that.

I'm just thinking, where would we go? Expansion means Mdzvehnmem exlsls right
to the edge of the highway Ido

21

opportunity. Consider

Idonnhlnkm Particularly in light of the Michael Brown tragedy, when you talk about
regio there. When you
you don't see much
happening beyond the majorplayes oft. Louts Cy and S. Louks County.Reglonsllam
to strive for. g to Jennings? When you talk about
do you think about h
that isn't necessary being mnnmd to the larger stretch?

a detriment or an
incentive. | would love to hear people s.ylhanue have a great system and

tired. Somehow, we h: ke up and get less md it's
time to up our game a bit. It it.
« NGA id jobs and RFP for building
s year (2017), an idea soon. We're
currently treating it by looking at travel patterns around the existing NGA site and
applying that to the future site. ,
new jobs and oo capacity
this change?
. Yes.
« Notwell
Question 9
For the short term, what should be the highest transportation priorities of
1-70?
*  Safety fe can have. Also,
esthetic to other
(some too short) Signage and be made, which
goes back to safety. Also, the Kl
Outside of rush laws and more
unsafe road day. | often don't lice presence, and that alone can
keep speeds down to safer level.
*  Better lighting d be to maintain
lighting on idges. ,and an
has already been made.

£
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the way City). The
helpful 3lanes.

near itand

how to better Al
and better safety measures that impact crossing 70 to other areas.

Nothing jumps out,
ramps from Union to 170 and the airport, and if there are any modifications to make
those easler.

Safety, accessibiliy,

the Ctty,

Look at various interchanges and think about them relative to economic development
and community enhancement. Itis a lot better in St. Charles County than elsewhere, yet
the other This

y growth.
n/ egy y. We have

the right-of-way, the access. logy MoDOT's

radar screen.

To develop a design that balances the needs of freight, auto, transit, and non-motorist
‘modes of transportation.

Train syster ind out of

More/better signage.

pwNe

Service roads are bad. In the McKinley Bridge ares, traffc from 18-wheelers has
city.

there.

cut

Goodfellow exit).

« Connection: Uber,
‘and MetroLink access.

bridges and roadways.

Question 10
‘What is your ideal vision for the I-70 corridor for 2030? What should the
highest priorities be to make that come to life?

. ‘got rid of salt «  Developing a transportation eco-system: pedestrians, bikers, autonomous vehicles,
home. We hyper-loop, all of these
‘where they need to go. Ina corridor with a higher density of population, this s very
nsaited, necessary. There is planning 20302
claims to increase. Need to address the small shouiders, as well. Being able to see the h
atnight orin to safety for all long-term benefits.
markers), e critical. Part of it is
create safety challenges. A pay for.
. for the driver, accessibilty, The linkages . ‘months. That can
being connected s crucial. Also, education. The signage along 64 is great, but less 50 on {mpact our business.
70.
. for individuals, but akso
. there's alway W to
be fixed, of it. Second, i and use . Consider freight,
20 minutes
be helpful. We are all
traffic 1am always. backed up but . Pt 5
» functional. 70 works to take me from the bad stuff to the better stuff, or at least
perceived “better stuff.* That East-West racial migration has been going on for decades
occurred. about safety, places th P
8004, less safe, and less worth living in?
2 2
. Lous .
N Hinol " y folks soit
. | would like a bridge as big
the river as one region. Also, need
tegr y. | think we .

ity), even if
nothing happens for another decade. This way, we can attract the right economic piece
to go there.

Previously discussed.

Lucas
and Hunt, Broadway, Hanley. better job, which
probably v nge,

1t's all the same vision.
I don't know-
mentioned. In 2030, our be drivi
for the increase in drivers, Far spee
limit, ing lane, for accidents. Need
ignage i
the driver. king |
cidents.

y

Inall honesty, | would like to see fewer cars, and a larger focus on reliable, safe, public
transit. much of

vision for
I

fantastic. If Vs to impre v,
that

. Currently,
had some public safety concerns lately - and it needs to be safe. I
more places than we have now.

ike it to link to many

access will
be different. This generation will have different expectations. Can we use this as an
pportunity e ¥ Europeans
I up places, places, and
ublic h future
here. The s, und i, Just

let private enterprise figure that out.

get around without traveling for hours.

« Revitalized being well

‘and being highly functional.

Question 11
Have you heard of any specific groups or needs around access to the I-70
transportation system?

- 1 NGA
2. Paul McKee: looking at residential, commercial, changing traffic flows.
3. Airport
4 , Union/70,
‘economically viable.

5. UMSL-University Square

I hear barrier. Itis
people. It only caters to cars and buses for travelers.

the NGA 12 months. b
p We are 3-4
miles from the
One point of
is th 70 brid togetonto 70
there is only one.
. the corridor, the job
centers (Le. downtown). How does this corridor feed Into the urban core?
. primary issue i
cars. People and
. y St. Charles,
Y, . As the new
City (north of the Arch area), that small business
2%
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would attract ), 44,
and 55 to get downtown, not 70.

« Ihavealotof nd intly
y 3
politi Y ‘e voters. They're just very
politically as a group, yet we y -
o Therei: primary

Language. DACA students in this area are pretty low.

the website mentioned above. Roughly 35% of residents own cars, and the majority use

When we Jobs are, itis a huge
priority hen we. itis a luoxury
e green? Our  as they don't own cars. The public

jobs are o to the places our adults qualify to work,

= Urban Strategies focuses on the non-brick-and-mortar part of community revitalization.
hysical

small business,

residents. We look at it holistically and data drives a lot of what we do. Case
people

owning a home.

. No. two '
b of St. Charles and that h but
no other conversations about access.

-« Both the ol e

along the 70 corridor. CORP (County Older

Residents Program) is the key contributor to your study with regard to older adults.

Question 12

Is the current function of the corridor compatible to your/your
‘community’s needs? What about the needs of others? (i.e. through
travelers, commuters, trucking community)

* Fortruckers, travelers, etc. X 8
from 64 or 44 to 70 easily and vice versa. At the airport, it's hard to get on 64 or 44
easlly. It's not easy for people from out of town to navigate. A real issue, like at the new

s signage. Need t y asnot
knowing causes accidents and delays. For those living/working here, we promote that
2030 - how will
Some on rail, Istherea
part of MoDOT
i do that,its . Intermodal
efficiency wil create jobs.
« Interms of onit,
‘compatible. and

better dividing them. That's the
biggest thing. When I'm on it, | haven't had a problem, yet | rarely take it in rush hour.

= We employ 20 people in this office. Fleetis

‘another 150, h:
are closed for This h
Safetyis s, dark at Spm. We are
Coming in on westbound, W
trying to get to 64 off of Tucker.
* Currently, | think 70 provides But does
abllities? No.

‘area. Many of our families don't own cars. If they are going to go out for services, many
of them stay in the City.

20

Sehining onside pedal s ::'.::rw. bettr visionfor theregon. This mldwhums;ﬂurl;tmlnv, ?w
“feels" to be there. right off nee; together on this project? We
y by ey 2
d
Cameras at * There'sthe Y Y
= Not off the top of my head.
shateid people believe thei the 170
o corridor, the
0. kind of itis, live there is. The
27 £
ighway t « Depends. I think it's meeting the needs of certain groups, and that there's a lot of
through. o How can the ch of the corridor g
highway be part of place-making? flow better that). that
people. | would like
. nd 170. s, yet fitting is hard. | don't
hear students say they can't get places. St. Louis s pretty easy to get around, and as a
= Yesandno, as discussed. it and it. ook at
Fve noticed
= No- the corridor is too divisive. hicago.
big
Suture if place. Truck ops; they
Pedestrian bridges, 1 hope
along the ps. truckers'
We have looked at other. and 55
bus service. We have . nter] b
City and St. Louis County along We should have places wh 70. We serve Webster Graves, Kirkwood, Rock Hill, Glendale, a portion of Shrewsbury
biking or walking and the highway. perhaps drive on highway 70 to get to the VA.
Oneof the time it
takes to get off and on them. But if we had infrastructure like traffic signal = ttworks for me. | use it every day. Great job, MoDOT, but we can do attle better.
q Jumps off and on the
Parking can't just be *  There are always opportunities for improvement.
. That's a real probler transit. Ifit's
v design Y odied uve g * No, I don't think so, because of the same problems noted above. It has created a
these % which disruption in the Isnot
of things with service. t0 be. Other
When
we the 50 we have to them
[ but | can't imagine they
arterials (cities, counties, DOTs). We need to look beyond the interstate findit
that to
spend an hour in traffic.
say, " City/MoDOT *but piece of
it, everyone connects to the corridor.
* Yes, itis functional. But can it be improved? Yes. | don't feel strongly about trucks/truck .
i . Additional Comments
lane public
system. Regionally, for * Iwant o see the report when it finished.
and St. Louis. Also, there’s.
fots. . Thisis you
are
. v public transit, there is also the Asthere is osds Alok
now an exit ot

to the general public, neighborhood associations, etc.

. 1 don't know if we need
them with our current
more congested corridors. Almost like a stoplight.
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What y, "This s our final report.
Give the way. loop. We can be very
helpful if
what the interviewed, and
progress. Either Iwould
like us to build the road of the future.

a1
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KEY INFLUENCER SURVEY SUMMARY

07 2018

ENVISION

17@
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Overview

As the |-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages Study neared completion, the project team reached
out to an additional 41 key influencers, whose names had been provided by members of the Senior
Advisory Group or MoDOT staff. They were asked to provide input on their experiences with, and
desires for, the I-70 corridor. This document summarizes the responses of those who opted to complete
the online survey.

Approach

A fifteen-question online survey was developed based on questions used in the earlier round of key
influencer interviews. Along with a link to the survey, a letter of introduction was sent to all names on
the expanded key influencer list, which was authored by Wesley Stephen.

Respondents
* Ben Abbott, General Manager — Permian Plastics, LLC
¢ Al Beltranea, General Manager — St. Charles Convention Center
e Mark Rhoades, VP of Operations TVS Supply Chain Solutions — St. Peters, MO
e Susan Sams, Business Communications/Owner — Sams Carpet Cleaning & Repairs, Sams
Properties, Inc.
¢ Keith Schneider, Senior Director — Cushman & Wakefield
*  Wesley Stephen, District Planning Manager — MoDOT St. Louis
e Scott Tate, President and CEO — Greater St. Charles County Chamber of Commerce

Questions and Summary of Responses

1. This Planning and Environmental Linkages study, or PEL, is a high-level study seeking to inform the
overall vision, goals, and strategies for a 40-mile corridor of Interstate 70. The western end of our
study area is the 64/70 interchange in St. Charles County; the eastern boundary is the end of the
reversible lanes in St. Louis City. Given the above, please share your ideas about what is working well
on I-70 today?

Several respondents agreed that, generally, traffic moves well through the corridor. Influencers noted
that this was due to little or no construction along the corridor; good maintenance of existing
infrastructure; existing one-way outer roads, roundabouts, and DDI interchanges; having enough lanes;
long on/off ramps; and diverging diamond interchanges (i.e. at 5th Street, First Capitol, Mid Rivers, and
TR Hughes).

However, a few respondents noted some issues, including that, aside from the areas of 1-270 through
MO 94 and MO 370 though MO 79, I-70 is “tight and congested.” Also, the area east of I-170 sees
slowdowns due to hills and curves. Another requested that one-way outer roads, slip ramps, and Texas
U-Turns be implemented along the entire corridor, and others wanted more ramps for exiting and
entering the highway, and to have improved safety along the corridor.

2. What do you think are the greatest challenges facing the corridor today?
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The respondents identified several broad challenges for the corridor, including the volume of traffic
causing congestion and collisions, insufficient space for widening/adding lanes, and that the corridor
“looks tired.” More specifically, influencers pointed out issues with the |-64 interchange, the short
on/off ramps to 1-64, the railroad bridge west of MO Z, and having too few lanes from I-64 to
Warrenton.

3. What key challenges do you believe the corridor will face in the next 10 to 20 years?

Most respondents believe the main challenge for the corridor will be keeping up with the continued
growth and development that occurs along it, as major commercial and residential development will
lead to increased traffic flow. They also noted that it will be important to consider adding extra lanes to
accommodate that growth, as well as any increased freight movement. Another influencer also
mentioned the importance of getting businesses to “buy into” the one-way service roads.

4. The PEL will look at ways to improve safety, convenience, access, and aesthetics along and across
this 40-mile section of I-70. What improvements do you believe are needed to enhance connections
along the corridor? Connections may be defined as creating access to job markets, future
development areas, surrounding neighborhoods? Think about walking, biking, transit, as well as
driving. Also, consider the varying abilities of people of all ages.

Respondents primarily focused on the importance of providing better and safer access for non-
motorized users of the corridor (i.e. making infrastructure bike/pedestrian friendly, continuing trail
development, extending the MetroLink, etc.); beautification/landscaping; and creating one-way outer
roads, especially from St. Charles to Wentzville.

5. Where on this corridor are safety improvements most critical?

Respondents broadly highlighted the need for longer on/off ramps and more lanes throughout the
corridor, as well as examining both the use of roundabouts at exits and the interchanges between outer
roads and ramp terminals for bike/pedestrian traffic. More specifically, influencers pointed out safety
concerns about the I-70/1-64/MO Z interchange, the Mid Rivers Mall area (Zumbehl and Cave Springs),
the bottleneck at Highway Z, the hill under the TR Hughes overpass, the winding S curve in Wentzville,
and the hill between Bryan Rd. and Lake St. Louis.

6. What factors do you think contribute to a business' success if it is located adjacent to I-70? Think
about things like the type of business, access, size, signage, and other factors.

Nearly every respondent discussed access from the interstate as being crucial for a business’ success,
and one further noted the benefits of having continuous outer roads to help with accessibility to
businesses for both customers and freight. A few also touched on visibility from the interstate, and
modernized and aesthetically-pleasing interchanges as being helpful for businesses along the corridor.

7. In your experience, does this corridor currently support and integrate existing development
opportunities?

The general consensus of the key influencers was that the corridor’s support and integration of existing
development opportunities is currently limited, due to obsolete interchanges, a lack of outer roads in St.
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Louis City/County, outdated infrastructure, the failure to plan ahead for development, and a lack of
visual appeal.

8. During the next five to ten years, what should MoDOT's highest transportation priorities be for this
40-mile segment of I-70?

Nearly every respondent highlighted the need for additional lanes throughout the corridor, specifically
from MO K to Wentzville Parkway, and through Warrenton. Additionally, influencers noted that
upgrading infrastructure, improving access to the St. Louis Lambert International Airport and other areas
prime for redevelopment, removing bottlenecks, reworking the 1-70/1-64/MO Z interchange, adding one-
way outer roads, and moving “passing through” freight traffic off of the corridor would also be worthy
priorities for MoDOT.

9. What is your ideal vision for the I-70 corridor for 2030 and beyond?

Many respondents reiterated their previously stated desires for the corridor (continuous outer roads,
increased lanes, and beautification), but a few had more descriptive visions that included the utilization
of smart technology to improve safety, traffic flow, and maintenance, and the ability to serve all users
(motorized or not) efficiently.

10. What should MoDOT and the regional partners have as their highest priorities to make your vision
come to life?

Beyond the desired improvements previously mentioned (adding lanes, fixing the I1-70/I-64 interchange,
rebuilding the railroad bridge west of MO Z, adding one-way outer roads, etc.), influencers suggested
staying ahead of the shifts in population migration, modernizing the infrastructure to ensure safety and
reliability, and increasing funding as the highest priorities.

11. Have you heard of any specific groups or needs around access to the I-70 transportation system?

One respondent named the Lincoln Port Authority as a specific group needing access, and another
brought up the implementation of toll roads to support funding as a need for the corridor.

12. Is the current function of the corridor compatible to your/your community’s needs? What about the
needs of others? (i.e. through travelers, commuters, trucking community)

All but one of the five respondents to this question said that the corridor’s current function is
compatible to their needs, although they noted that improved access and safety, additional lanes, and
continuous outer roads would be beneficial to everyone. One key influencer denied that the corridor
was compatible to their needs because, “safe access has been, and remains, a long-standing concern”.

13. How frequently do you use any portion of this 40-mile section of I-70, from the 64/70 interchange at
the western edge to the reversible lanes in downtown St. Louis City at the eastern edge?

Five respondents reported that they use the corridor 6+ times a week, and the other two use it 2-5

times a week.
Hith
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RESOURCE AGENCY WEBINAR SLIDES

07 26 2018

9/7/18

ENVISION

I7@

PLANNING FOR THE J ~

FUTURE = .-

"¢ 078

170 PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES (170 PEL) STUDY
Resource Agency Meeting

ULy 26, 2018

uviIsion

I-70 PEL Study

PEL Refresher

@ Multi-modal, systems-level, corridor or
subarea analysis

@ Goals driven, collaborative decision-making;
shared vision

@ Streamlines project development/delivery

@ Flexibility

@ Robust engagement with the public

envision|70.com

uvision

I-70 PEL Study

Public Outreach
@ MetroQuest Survey
— 2,601 submitted surveys
— 32,525 data points received
— 10,022 markers dropped
@ Advisory Group Meetings
@ Key Influencer Interviews

@ Public Meetings

vision

I-70 PEL Study

\dsion Statement.

The vision for the I-70 Corridor between Wentzville and the Mississippi River is
for a safe, well-maintained, interstate facility offering reliable mobility for all
users into the distant future.

n

By year 2045, the corridor will afford multi-modal transportation options,
foster vibrant communities, lessen the highway’s impact on
neighborhoods that pre-date the interstate, and be a catalyst for
economic development opportunities.

L]

The corridor will be made efficient through enhanced public
transportation; and modernized and made smart to accommodate an
array of new and emerging technologies, including connected vehicles
(CV) and autonomous vehicles (AV)

envision|70.com
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9/7/18

vision

I-70 PEL Study I7@
\dision Statement (continued)

@ Communities along the corridor will thereby be effectively
connected to the much larger intra- and interstate roadway.

@ Atthe regional level, commerce will be bolstered by efficient
access to businesses, employment centers, and freight hubs, such
as the St. Louis Lambert International Airport.

In conjunction with transportation improvements in the corridor,

jovernments and private ventures will o0 coordinate investments
that complement the I-70 transportation system and improve the
economic vitality of the corridor.

envision|70.com

vision

I-70 PEL Study - Goals 17@

@ Corridor-Wide Goals

— Reduce potential for crashes, including crashes
involving bicycles and pedestrians
- Maintain/preserve physical condition of infrastructure

— Ensure mainline and interchanges operate at current
MoDOT LOS standard

— Improve efficiency of access to freight hubs

envision|70.com

vsion

I-70 PEL Study - Goals 7@

@ Corridor-Wide Goals (continued)

— Minimize/eliminate impediments to freight movement
along the corridor

— Allow improved accessibility to public transportation

— Improve active transportation to major destinations and
the local network

— Minimize impacts to the natural environment

— Minimize impacts to the built environment

— Minimize constructability issues, including disruption to
utilities and the traveling public

envision|70.com

vision

[-70 PEL Study I7@

Corridor Segments

envision|70.com
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9/7/18

vision

I-70 PEL Study

Prioritization of Strategies

envision|70.com

vision

I-70 PEL Study

Corridor-Wide Strategies
@ Transportation Demand Management (TDM)
@ Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS)

@ New and emerging technologies (autonomous
vehicles/connected vehicles)

envision|70.com

vision

[-70 PEL Study I7@

High-Priority Strategies

Segment 1. Hwy Z to Hwy K

@ Upgrade infrastructure to better accommodate
freight (including implementation of MoDOT and
Freightway priority projects)

@ Add and/or improve bike/ped facilities crossing I-70;
Improve bike/ped connections to the larger
bike/ped network

@ Improve local/parallel road system

envision|70.com

vision

[-70 PEL Study I7@

High-Priority Strategies

Segment 2: Hwy K to Hwy 94
@ Improve local/parallel road system

@ Upgrade infrastructure to better accommodate
freight (including implementation of MoDOT and
Freightway priority projects)

@ Add and/or improve bike/ped facilities crossing I-70;
Improve bike/ped connections to the larger
bike/ped network

@ Reduce/eliminate conflict points at interchanges
@ Improve operations of interchanges

envision|70.com
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vision

I-70 PEL Study

High-Priority Strategies

Segment 3: Hwy 94 to I-270
@ Improve local/parallel road system

@ Upgrade infrastructure to better accommodate
freight (including implementation of MoDOT and
Freightway priority projects)

@ Add and/or improve bike/ped facilities crossing I-70;
Improve bike/ped connections to the larger
bike/ped network

@ Reduce/eliminate conflict points at interchanges
@ Improve operations of interchanges

envision|70.com

vision

I-70 PEL Study
High-Priority Strategies

Segment 4: 1-270 to Florissant Road

@ Add and/or improve bike/ped facilities crossing I-70;
Improve bike/ped connections to the larger bike/ped
nes

@ Reduce/eliminate conflict points at interchanges

@ Bring facility to current standards (address substandard
curves, narrow shoulders, etc.)

@ Upgrade infrastructure to better accommodate freight
(including implementation of MoDOT and Freightway
priority projects)

@ Consolidate and improve access points at airport and
throughout segment

envision|70.com

vsion

[-70 PEL Study I7@

High-Priority Strategies

Segment 5: Florissant Rd to End of Express Lanes
[~] qurade infrastructure to better accommodate freight

(|n udmg implementation of MoDOT and Freightwal priority
Add and/or improve bike/ped facilities crossing I-70; Improve
bike/ped connections to the larger bike/ped network
Reduce/eliminate conflict points at interchanges

Improve operatlons of interchanges/provide full access
interchanges

Bring facility to current standards (address substandard curves,
narrow shoulders, etc.)

@ Improve local/parallel road system

0000

envision|70.com

vision

[-70 PEL Study I7@

e P

envision|70.com
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9/7/18

I-70 PEL Study
Evaluation Criteria for Future Project Proposals

@ Does the proposed action address one or more of the
goals identified for the segment?

@ Does the proposed action address one or more of the
recommended strategies identified for the segment?

@ Do the design elements of the proposed action meet
the needs of the buses and large commercial vehicles?

[>]

How does the proposed action allow for existing and
planed transit infrastructure and operations in the
project area?

[>]

How does the proposed action allow for existing and
planned transit infrastructure and operations in the
project area?

envision|70.com

vision

I-70 PEL Study

Evaluation Criteria for Future Project Proposals (continued)

@ How does the proposed action encourage active
transportation and facilitate planned bicycle and
pedestrian facilities in the project area?

@ How does the proposed action incorporate design
measures and ITS elements to meet the needs of
CVs/AVs as outlined in this Study?

@ For actions involving capacity expansion on mainline I-
70, how does the proposed action include or allow for
recommended TDM measures outlined in this Study?

envision|70.com

vision

[-70 PEL Study I7@

Evaluation Criteria for Future Project Proposals (continued)

@ For actions involving interstate interchanges, accesses,
or improvements to connecting or parallel routes, how
does the proposed action provide efficient access to
existing and planned businesses, employment centers,
and freight hubs in the project vicinity?

[>]

For actions in or adjacent to neighborhoods that pre-
date the interstate, how does the proposed action
lessen the highway’s impact on adjacent
neighborhoods?

[>]

For actions in the vicinity of Lambert Airport, how does
the proposed action improve access to the airport for
passengers, employees, and freight/cargo?

envision|70.com

vision

[-70 PEL Study I7@

What About the Reversible Lanes?

Technical Memorandum

@ History of the reversible lanes

@ |-70 travel patterns/existing conditions
@ Stakeholder outreach

@ Proposed conditions
— Pros and cons
- Range of costs

envision|70.com
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70 7L sudy o

ENVISION

@ Final PEL Report I'7O
— Complete summary of all components of this Study

+ Planning Context

« Study Vision and PltIYpOSe and Need Qu estionS?
« Agency Coordination and Public Involvement

« Strategy Identification, Development, and Evaluation
+ Study Recommendations

« Anticipated NEPA Process and Considerations

— FHWA PEL Questionnaire

— Letter of Acceptance from FHWA
envisionl70.com
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07 26 2018 Resource Agency Meeting

MEETING INVITE/ANNOUNCEMENT

07 26 2018 Resource Agency Meeting

Resource Agency Webinar

EMYISION

17@

Please join the Missoun Dep of P ion. East-West
Baleway Council of Govemments, and Metro (Bi-State Development) for a
webinar on the |-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study.

Date: July 26, 2018
Time: 2:00 - 3:30 p.m. via Webinar - Link will be forwarded

Note: Plaazs saa tha detallz page of this invite 1o download documants
related to this study.

Study Area: SI. Louis City and County, and St. Charles County.

JuL

26

Webinar

A link to the webinar will be sent prior to the event to the guests planning to attend.
Please watch your email

2:00 PM - 3:30 PM Thursday, July 26, 2018

£ Add to calendar

. achments

Q Prioritization Matrix for each Segment
Please find five pages attached, one or each segment

identified in the PEL Study.

Q Map of each I-70 PEL Segment

Please find five maps attached, one for each segment
identified in the PEL Study.
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MEETING MINUTES

07 26 2018 Resource Agency Meeting

ENVISION

I.7O Meeting Minutes

Subject: 1-70 PEL Study Client: MoDOT
Resource Agency Meeting
Meeting Date/ July 26, 2018 Project: 1-70 PEL Study
Time: 2:00 pm
Meeting Webinar via Zoom Project MoDOT: J613038
Location: Number:  Jacobs:
C1X32800

Meeting Participants
Resource Agency Representatives Consultant Team

Tracey Lober (Jacobs)
Raegan Ball, Federal Highway Administration Kelly Ferrara (StratCommRx)
Cecilia Tapia, Environmental Protection Agency Kennedy Moore (StratCommRx)
Joe Summerlin, Environmental Protection Agency

MoDOT

East-West Gateway
Marcie Meystrik

Richard Moore
Andy Tuerck

Summary of Meeting

1.

Welcome
a. This meeting is to update resource agencies on what is happening with the study
as it concludes within the next month.
PEL Refresher
a. Study allows flexibility for projects moving forward.
b. Robust engagement with the public for stakeholders.
Public Outreach
a. How can we get the people who have information to the people who need it?
b. Public utilized the Metro Quest Surveys.
c. Two public meetings with public official briefings before.
i. First meeting had sticky notes placed on maps similar to Metro Quest.
ii. Second meeting facilitated discussion around the study.
Corridor-Wide Goals
a. Goals we felt were needed for the entire corridor.
i. Safety is a high priority goal.

Corridor Segments
a. Forty-mile corridor from Wentzville to Downtown St. Louis.
i. Five segments based on shared traits within the corridor.
Prioritization of Strategies
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ENVISION

Meeting Minutes
@ (Continued)
Page 2 of 2

a. Goalsin green are to improve transportation system.
b. Goals in red are to minimize natural impacts in specific areas.
7. Corridor-Wide Strategies
a. Applied to the entire corridor instead of specific segments.
b. MoDOT input what they want their ITS to look like in the future.
8. Review of segment maps and specific strategies within each segment.
9. Evaluation Criteria for Future Project Proposals
a. Criteria used with East West Gateway and MoDOT to lead future project
proposals.
i. Transit, bike, pedestrian, automatic technology, capacity expansion, and
access to interchanges.
ii. Access to the highway is kept and even added back to communities.
10. What About the Reversible Lanes?
a. Technical Memorandum in in the works and will include stakeholder interviews.
11. Final PEL Report
a. Final report is under internal review currently.
i. Will be sent to MoDOT, FHWA.
b. In the report there will be recommendations on what needs to be done to move
future projects forward.
c. The final report will contain the PEL Questionnaire that will assure FHWA that
the PEL process was followed correctly. The report will be send to the TCIG and
FHWA for concurrent review.
d. Once all documents are complete, they will be uploaded to the project website.
All stakeholders involved in the study will be notified when the report is available.
12. Questions and Comments
a. Why are they referred to as segments? Is that terminology that NEPA or FHWA
wants? Will there be an EA/EIS across the corridor?
i. The team chose the word segments instead of sections because they
were similar in the way that they function and to also avoid using
“sections”, as in sections of independent utility, a common NEPA
phrase. Segmenting, in this study, is designed to allow for a variety of
projects that can move forward independently within each segment.
b. The MetroQuest survey was a great idea.
i. We were pleased with the response we received and the amount of
data collected.
c. Raegan Ball stated that she would work in collaboration with Richard Moore on
any additional needs.
d. Final posting of documents will be on Envision70.com
e. A recording of this webinar can be requested by contacting Kelly Ferrara:
Kelly@StratCommRx.com or 314-221-2251.
13. Adjourn
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03 30 2017 Public Meeting

MEETING INVITE/ANNOUNCEMENT

03 30 2017 Public Meeting

ENVISION
17@
We Invite You to Join
the Conversation
THE I-70 PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL
LINKAGES STUDY IS UNDERWAY!
Please join us for a public meeting to learn more about

our study and offer your insights as we plan for the
future of the 1-70 corridor.

Thursday, March 30, 2017
5:00 — 7:00 p.m.

Normandy Government Office
7700 Natural Bridge Road, Courtroom
Normandy, MO 63121

‘ Mo DOT
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SIGN-IN SHEETS

03 30 2017 Public

Meeting

ENVISION

17

Public Meeting
March 30, 2017
5-7pm
Normandy Government Office

| hereby grant the Mi: ri D of Ti p ion and its to use my li voice, picture and name
for print, radio or televisi orp to be broad or distributed anywhere throughout the United States and the
world; and to edit such ial or film or vi for these purp | hereby attest that | have read and agree to the above
statement.

Name Address Phone E-Mail
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ENVISION

17@

| hereby grant the Missouri Department of Transportation and its contractors permission to use my likeness, voice, picture and name

Is or

for print, radio or

ial or film or vid pe for these

world; and to edit such
statement.

Public

Meeting

March 30, 2017
5-7pm
Normandy Government Office

to be broadcast or distributed anywhere throughout the United States and the
| hereby attest that | have read and agree to the above

Name

Address

Phone

E-Mail
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| hereby grant the Missouri Department of Transportation and its
i to be b

for print, radio or ision

Public Meeting
March 30, 2017
5-7pm
Normandy Government Office
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world; and to edit such material or film or videotape for these purposes. | hereby attest that | have read and agree to the above
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ENVISION

17@

Public Meeting
March 30, 2017
5-7pm
Normandy Government Office

| hereby grant the Missouri Departmem of T p and its p to use my li voice, picture and name
for print, radio or televisi or publications to be d or di d anywhere gl the United States and the
world; and to edit such ial or film or vi for these purp | hereby attest that | have read and agree to the above
statement.
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EXHIBITS

03 30 2017 Public Meeting

I-70 Regional Needs
Assessment and Strategies
Development Study

Public Meeting
March 30, 2017

) I-70 PEL STUDY

Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL)
Study

What is it?

A transportation planning study that takes a
broad look at transportation, economic,
social, and environmental issues to
determine the needs along a corridor

260

~ UPDATE

What’'s Happened Since 2014?

Project put on hold October 2014

MoDOT issued a Notice to Proceed December
2016

* Project Team has been updating the Corridor
Condition Assessment Report

* Focus on changes in the corridor since 2014

) I-70 PEL STUDY

What is the I-70 PEL?

A transportation study that will provide a
visioning framework for 1-70.

Will the future 1-70 be a commuter corridor?
Freight? Short trips?

Who will be using I-70 in 20 years?




I-70 PEL STUDY

Benefits of a PEL
« Early public involvement
» Improved decision-making
« Streamlining project development

« Does not prohibit existing projects in corridor
from moving forward

) I-70 PEL STUDY

Outcome of a PEL
* Determine system-wide strategies

 |dentify infrastructure investments and
services that would implement strategies

» Establish sections of independent utility
that could progress into the NEPA
process

e Prioritize and move forward sections as
funding is available

I -5 00R CONDITIONS ASSESSMENT

+ I o:\:oF PURPOSE AND NEED

N (0N TIFY BROAD RANGE OF STRATEGIES
screen anp evawate sreatecies ([N
oeveror et rerort [N

170 PEL FINAL RECOMMENDATIONS o
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m PUBLIC OUTREACH
* Advisory Groups

» Public Official Briefings

* Public Meetings

* Website

¢ Social Media

» Digital Survey

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

) ADVISORY GROUPS

Senior Advisory Group (SAG)

Role: Members of this group will
provide strategy-level insights on the
efforts of the project team, as well as
explore and dive into some of the key

issues around the study.

) ADVISORY GROUPS
Senior Advisory Group (SAG)
invited

* Mayor, City of St. Louis
* County Executive —

St. Louis County
*County Executive —

St. Charles County
* Missouri Department of

* St. Louis Economic Development
Partnership

* Greater St. Charles Chamber

« St. Louis Convention and Visitors
Commission

* Greater St. Charles Convention and

Transportation Visitors Bureau
* Metro * St. Louis Regional Chamber
 East-West Gateway Council * Lambert-St. Louis International
of Governments Airport

« St. Louis Municipal League
* St. Charles County — Economic
Development Council

* University of Missouri - St. Louis

 Lindenwood University

* St. Louis Regional Freightway
DOT

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study
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a ADVISORY GROUPS

Technical Advisory Groups (TAG)

v’ St. Charles County
v’ St. Louis County
v’ St. Louis City

Role:

Members have a unique perspective on the technical
challenges along the I-70 corridor. These three groups
are an important resource of technical input for the
study.




ADVISORY GROUPS

ADVISORY GROUPS

Technical Advisory Group (St. Charles)

invited

* Great Rivers Greenway

* St. Charles County Transportation
Department

 City of O'Fallon Economic
Development

« City of St. Peters Transportation
and Development

« City of St. Charles Economic
Development

« City of Jennings Street Department

* City of Lake Saint Louis Public Works
* St. Charles County Planning & Zoning
Department
* St. Charles Area Transit (SCAT)
+ St. Charles County Highways Department
* St. Charles Public Works and Engineering
+ O'Fallon Planning and Development
* St. Peters Planning, Community
& Economic Development
* Wentzville Public Works
* Ridefinders

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis County)

invited

* Berkeley Planning and Zoning * Maryland Heights Public Works
Commission * Normandy Public Works

* Bridgeton Planning & Economic * Northwoods Public Works
Development * Pasadena Hills Environmental

* Cool Valley Public Works Director Commissioner

* Edmunson Public Works Director * Pine Lawn Public Works

* Ferguson Public Works Director * Ridefinders

* Great Rivers Greenway * St. Louis County Department of Planning

« Jennings Public Works, Streets  St. Louis County Department of

and Parks Transportation
* Lambert St. Louis-International * University of MO St. Louis
Airport * Woodson Terrace Public Works

ADVISORY GROUPS

DATA COLLECTION

Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis City)
invited
* Great Rivers Greenway
* Ridefinders
* St. Louis City Streets Department
* Lambert St. Louis-International
Airport
* St. Louis Planning and Urban Design
* St. Louis City Board of Public Service
* St. Louis Port Authority
* St. Louis Development Corp.
* Project Connect

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study
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Previous and Ongoing Studies/Projects

St. Peters’ Outer Road AJR

O’Fallon Transportation Study

1-70/Hanley/Scudder AJR

1-270 Environmental Assessment

Metro Long Range Plan

EWG Regional Freight Study/St. Louis Regional Freightway

Metro Bus Rapid Transit Study

St. Ann EA

St. Charles 5 Street Interchange Study

Airport Plans

MetroLink Studies (Northside/Southside and St. Louis County)

Community Plans (land use, long range economic development)

Other existing studies in the corridor, including bicycle and pedestrian
lans

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study



) PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

Why Are You Here Today?

Help the project team identify other
important information that we should
consider incorporating into the
Purpose and Need

) Purpose & Need

Purpose Statement

The purposes of the proposed transportation
improvements in the 1-70 corridor are to
increase safety, manage existing and future
traffic congestion, provide efficient access
for existing and future development along
the corridor, enhance aesthetics, and
expand multimodal mobility and connectivity.

) PURPOSE AND NEED

Purpose and Need Statement
» Drives the study process and
outcomes

* Well-defined, well-established, and
well-justified

» Determines which strategies are
reasonable, prudent, and practicable

m Purpose & Need

Needs

The needs for the I-70 corridor vary from
end-to-end, but overall there are many that
apply to the corridor as a whole.
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) Purpose & Need

Needs - Corridor

« Improved connections across I-70 to
maintain community cohesion on either
side of the interstate, including bicycle
and pedestrian accommodations

¢ Enhanced aesthetics all along the corridor

¢ Maintain and increase access to current
and future employment centers along the
corridor

) Purpose & Need

Needs - Corridor

* Upgraded access to and from
interchanges

« Upgraded freight vehicle access

« Increased multimodal travel options

¢ Improve the condition of the infrastructure
for preservation of the corridor

m Purpose & Need

Needs — St. Charles County

¢ Improve alternative modes of
transportation to local hospitals

- Purpose & Need

Needs — St. Louis County

¢ Improved access to Lambert Airport
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) Purpose & Need

Needs — St. Louis City

« Better use of reversible lanes

« |dentify transportation options to support
development that will backfill areas of
aging population

« Accommodate freight access to river
ports

« Provide access to NGA

-~ PUBLIC OUTREACH

How Else Can You Participate?

Attend Future Meetings

« Share our website at
www.envisioni70.com with co-
workers, family, friends, and
others

Provide a link to
www.envisioni70.com from
your organization’s website.

« Follow us on MoDOT'’s
Facebook and Twitter pages

) PUBLIC OUTREACH

How Else Can You Participate?

« Take our survey at
www.envisioni70.com

« Does your organization have an
email list that would be
interested in the Envision I-70
PEL. Can you send them the
www.envisioni70.com link and
ask them to take the survey?

Ask us to provide you with a
paragraph(s) for your newsletter.

) PUBLIC OUTREACH

What's Next?

¢ Take our survey and pass it along!

e Team will write Purpose and Need
Statement that will be used to measure
alternatives against each other

» Team will start to identify strategies and
alternatives based on input from public
and stakeholders

THANK YOU!
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ENVISION

I7@

Table of Contents

1. Meeting Summary and Transcription of Handwritten Comments

2. Corridor Maps with Comments (Identical to content included in the public officials
briefing)

3. Supplemental Information Delivered by Public to Project Team

4. Sign-in Sheets

This document contains the work products of the March 30, 2017 Public Meeting for
the | ng and Linkages Study the Missouri
Department of Transportation. Project is managed by Jacobs, with public engagement
support by StratCommRx. Two Public Officials Briefings were held (March 30 and April
7, 2017) using the same foam core maps and comments on the maps reflect the
cummulative information received.

1. Public Meeting Summary and Transcription of Handwritten Notes

170 PEL Study Client: MoDOT
Subject: Public Meeting
Meeting Date/ March 30, 2017 Project: 170 PEL Study
Time: 5:00-7:00 pm
y Project MoDOT:  J613038
Number:  lacobs:  CIX32800

Summary of Meeting

1. Meeting Space
a d

® ng site.
main entrance and Included sign-in sheets, Index cards and pens for any written

4

comme:
Easels were positioned around the perimeter of the room and displayed foam core
boards the from west to east .
¢ Sticky notes comments.

d. Four computer stations were set up In the front of the room with Internet access and

'were open to the I-70 MetroQuest survey for guests to use.
e 5:00pm with several of sl
briefing on this

ngering f
f. The meeting ended at 7:00pm.

2. Meeting Activities
a. Guests were greeted at the welcome table, asked to sign in and given a primer on
this nd not a formal

presentation. We were eager for them to talk with project staff and to leave.
nts dis

play
ilable, and If they'd not yet filled out the

1-70 survey, they raged to do so.
b. MoDOT staff, TCIG staff and consultant team members worked the room and
Interacted with all guests.
3 attended y information to
him, followed by an interview with Laura Ellen.
d. Stratce members assisted a few g navigating the online
MetroQuest survey using the computers.
3. Handwritten Comments
a. The followi of leted by guests at the public
L. First commenter:

1 G Y to major Is critical to long-term
planning for 1-70. nd
residential developments should be part of the study.
Additionally,
areas need to be Inluded In the study. Also, areas with 2 high

be included
In the study.

residential

- existing and planned.

1 nd off ramps s a majs
and clogs traffic lanes
2. The ruins of North St. Louis City are unsightly for travelers. They
‘would scare off visitors. Cleaning up these areas would
encourage new development in the area along the corridor.
3. A up ly g 8
over and off, especially in traffic with visitors or those unfamiliar
‘with area.
Lanes that start and disappear and then start again with a new
exit aid In congestion.
s ind grade of highway (1" with 170

»

from.
L. Third commenter:
1

t Cave Springs Interch

“untle the knot.”
2. Improve connection to St. Peters Premier 370 Industrial Park to
70 via 370. (Reduce potential congestion at Mid Rivers and Cave
Springs Interchanges)
3 Belleau
Creek and Mid Rivers Mall Drive.
I 10 and from 70 via Veter
and Jungermann. This [
challenged by 370/70 Interface.
5. Improve access to Mid Rivers Mall Drive with a bonus ramp.
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2. Corridor Maps and Comments

Map 1-Wentzville

Map 2 - O’Fallon

Map 3 - St. Charles County

Map 4 - Missouri River

1 ticular
Expressway.
s
Map 5 - Airport 3
a
better businesses. shopping, etc.
s Jennings
Map 7 - St. Lous City
1. Overpass for local traffic use.
2
Map 6~ Jennings
1
Please help.
2 Cay

getoff the highway. Not Good.

2

similar to North Park to drive development..
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Housing
+Senior housing—assisted or independent (Staff/Alumni?)

«Student housing—private or public-private partnership
+Perhaps combined for intergenerational housing

Retai

+Fast-Casual Restaurants, Coffee/Sandwich Shops wlev
Services—dry cleaning, hair/nail salon, fitness, banking/ATM;
student/faculty resources (printing, dept. supplies, e.g., art supplies)
*Market Stand for Theis Farm

g entertainment

3. Supplemental Information Delivered by Public to Project Team by UMSL Staff
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Office
*Smaller co-working spaces that could help support new retail
+*Daycare/Senior Activity Center

+Possible tie in with the early childhood learning program &
Child Development Center at UMSL

+Possible partnership with Express Scripts?
*Health Clinic with tie in to University College of Nursing

1

on Analysis

Class A Office Space
3 Mile Radius

16

Louss Bread Co

+Class A Office Space
+3 Mile Radius
+Zero space available

*There are 8 Class B Properties in
same search area (not shown on map)
+Zero Space Available
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Hotel Analysis
+  Hotels within 3-Miles
+  Usable Conferencing
Facilities »uean=

T
20

Regional Scale
Commercial
Concept

Cross-Section

- Configuration 1

Small Hotel with Conference Facility

+Airport-related, Business Park, and University
lodging/meeting/conference space and co-working space

Business Innovation Corridor

*Continuation of UMSL master planned innovation corridor with
innovation and co-working spaces

+Integrate Metro Station (by design, uses) into the corridor

17

. Business Innovation District
" «Cortex North Hanley
Complex / UMSL BID

- MetroLink

*UMSL is a Cortex Sponsor

Institution
Development Partners

Surrounding Business Market

19

271



4. Sign-in Sheets

ENVISION ——
N March 30, 2017
L 8- Tpm

H o Normandy Government Office

works; Viduotape for fase purposes.

511-23§-76%;

S-S YA

7315 Duechrenle.

A3 Black Foe & (303!
T

At Wbt !

Oamors  Poyongs—

1304:291-0199\ T i34 £ Berey. T ®fppioo) Lom

ENYISION W,

March 30, 2017
° 5-7pm
Normandy Government Office
for pre,

SN [rurerce Ll b et s]

RUev)

o~ o e
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2 33 2 wum
© 3Ex © s8agz
S SES S SEZAS
D £58 D> $555
2 2838 < 28338
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ENVISION

March 30, 2017
° 5-7pm
Normandy Government Office
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03 30 2017 and 04 07 2017 Public Officials

MEETING INVITE/ANNOUNCEMENT

03 30 2017 and 04 07 2017 Public Officials Meetings

ENVISION

REVISED
INVITE! L]

MoDOT invites you
to join the conversation

2nd DATE
ADDED!

THE 1-70 PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES
STUDY IS UNDERWAY!

Please join us for one of two public officials briefings to
learn more about our study and offer your insights as we
plan for the future of the I-70 corridor.

Thursday, 3/30/17* Friday, 4/7/17
4-5:00pm OR 2-3:00pm
Normandy Gov't Ofc. Gould Building
7700 Natural Bridge Rd. 1875 Muegge Rd.
Normandy 63121 St. Charles 63303

* Public meeting to follow

from 5-7:00pm
MoDOT
P

170

MoDOT Envision I-70 Public Officials Briefing
Hosted by Laura Ellen, MoDOT

. Locations .

. MoDOT Public Officials Briefing

4:00 PM - 5:00 PM Thursday, March 30, 2017

Normandy Government Office
7700 Natural Bridge Rd
St Louis, MO 63121 (map)

£ Add to calendar

Cresndale’? 9'€
Map data ©2018 Google

MoDOT Public Officials Briefing

2:00 PM - 3:00 PM Friday, April 7, 2017

*!  George Gould Building
1875 Muegge Rd
St Charles, MO 63303 (map)

! 636-949-337:
Googl £ Ad

Map data ©2018 Google
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SIGN-IN SHEETS

03 30 2017 Public Officials Meeting

o
Public Officials Meeting
March 30, 2017
o 4 -5pm
Normandy Government Office
| hereby grant the Missouri Dsparlment of Transportation and its contractors permission to use my likeness, voice, picture and name
for print, radio or or publi to be or distri it the United States and the
world; and to edit such material or film or videotape for these purposes. | hereby attest lhal | have read and agree to the above
statement.
oFGAVIZATTYN
Name deeress. Phone E-Mail
o | Szarag é d‘}‘ \i\\”
\ ' % \.‘) r‘
Uuiste Bl She Jthes ST (B0 [314:52( 3335| ayranactekivg e gual am| o
G Novpy I UD T
5@”&4\ Cexvouwoe ShadCommBy (4 221225\ Yeliw o Shvatcommed: e
%0_19'{47‘ Cump Cy /& '3,%&'“ J4s wu@lo’»'&)ufc.\\ﬂ»«u G
i I o13- | S
[M(\shm PMC\/\B\L C H < NO( Ll chrishiabuchek Q@W&(/.com
gl’(ﬁm-‘e \/0 S5 Ss LOM‘S dz) Y- 1578562 SUassI@ Sthowses. Con
(Dc [ ?L:(ﬁ Sy o Nyrmecdy | 277 57 8 | beid 6288 yohiu e
>
,4 // Aw/ e F . ‘)44 “‘7‘*/ /L’V%UM‘(/ /i' Y77- yﬂf/ Cnige @ 1A ﬂ[nur@z !ﬁ; (Far
/10 la an hy City I3/4-62(-3500 I (5 Pamey5 e Aol com
el oo, (1S538l | a0 5t{ousco.Car>
12
Public Officials Meeting
March 30, 2017
4 - 5pm
Normandy Government Office
| hereby grant the Mi: of T P and its permission to use my i voice, picture and name
for print, radio or or to be broadcast or distributed anywhere throughout the United States and the
world; and to edit such matenal or film or videotape for these purposes. | hereby attest that | have read and agree to the above
statement.
Name Addrens ( Phone E-Mail
¢ e
Qe Flueatyy | 76 CHeES e 13105372120 CELLeALD = fos bon

Lisp %ury{z, Madist W Y0908
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E N VI S I O N Public Officials Meeting

March 30, 2017
® 4-5pm
Normandy Government Office

| hereby grant the Missouri Department of Transportation and its to use my |i , voice, picture and name
for print, radio or ials or publications to be or distri ghout the United States and the

world; and to edit such material or film or wdeo(ape for these purposes. | hereby attest tha! | have read and agree to the above

Po

statement.
Name mms:“ I m Phone E-Mail
V\mvm L N\omlrr\\)\ EWG__
/m( 77&/75/64 Cr7y OF STISHY |y hsr oy | THALASKA@C (750 7S TTRpI/
-'L
Tohy ATy |ciry of ey | 3039357 kst @S 7‘%@
o
ENVISION i i
Public Officials Meeting
March 30, 2017
[ ] 4 - 5pm
Normandy Government Office
| hereby grant the Missouri Department of Transportation and its to use my i , voice, picture and name
for print, radio or television commercials or publications to be broadcast or dtstnbuted anywhere throughout the United States and the
world; and to edit such material or film or videotape for these purposes. | hereby attest that | have read and agree to the above
statement.
Name t M oN Phone E-Mail
Ton RAae | MoboT 3HASI83| THoatas. BAR e/ nr o (v
u\)(: M\A//f\y Ag{/(b\ ZHD9 7100 JCmurn @ accom com
T —1.
Jpnod Cidin S (2eer Z; 3/4415- Syt herb @ stloaisch.com

o boaca I NCJ BI5AY |rdte nom@mgfh(f

Lanlone Loster |/ ilor WW e Taes

s TR Mot T K. B4 L0754l LiL QAR K @

AL SN

v

[Wes [ 7 57;00/ “ b T/ 5/~ 755-/77F Wﬂéynﬁéﬂé ~Crudlf 0o
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EXHIBITS

03 302017 and 04 07 2017 Public Officials Meetings

I-70 Regional Needs
Assessment and Strategies
Development Study

Public Officials Briefing
March 30, 2017

- [-70 PEL STUDY

Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL)
Study

What is it?

A transportation planning study that takes a
broad look at transportation, economic,
social, and environmental issues to
determine the needs along a corridor

276

What’'s Happened Since 2014?

Project put on hold October 2014

MoDOT issued a Notice to Proceed December
2016

* Project Team has been updating the Corridor
Condition Assessment Report

« Focus on changes in the corridor since 2014

) I-70 PEL STUDY

What is the 1-70 PEL?

A transportation study that will provide a
visioning framework for 1-70.

Will the future I-70 be a commuter corridor?
Freight? Short trips?

Who will be using I-70 in 20 years?




I-70 PEL STUDY I-70 PEL STUDY

Benefits of a PEL Outcome of a PEL

« Early public involvement « Determine system-wide strategies

« Improved decision-making . Iden_tify infrastructur_e investments and_
services that would implement strategies
« Streamlining project development . . . "
g proj P « Establish sections of independent utility
» Does not prohibit existing projects in corridor that could progress into the NEPA

from moving forward process

¢ Prioritize and move forward sections as
funding is available

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

I-70 PEL STUDY

____Study Area Boundary
I < 00R CONDITIONS ASSESSMENT
+ I o:\:ioP FURPOSE AND NEED
N (0cTIFY BROAD RANGE OF STRATEGIES
screen anD evaLuate srratecies [N
oevewor peL rerort [N

170 PEL FINAL RECOMMENDATIONS o
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) PUBLIC OUTREACH

* Advisory Groups

¢ Public Official Briefings
* Public Meetings

* Website

* Social Media

< Digital Survey

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

) ADVISORY GROUPS

Senior Advisory Group (SAG)

Role: Members of this group will
provide strategy-level insights on the
efforts of the project team, as well as
explore and dive into some of the key

issues around the study.

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

) ADVISORY GROUPS
Senior Advisory Group (SAG)
invited
* Mayor, City of St. Louis « St. Louis Economic Development
* County Executive — Partnership

St. Louis County
*County Executive —

St. Charles County
* Missouri Department of

* Greater St. Charles Chamber

« St. Louis Convention and Visitors
Commission

* Greater St. Charles Convention and

Transportation Visitors Bureau

* Metro « St. Louis Regional Chamber

* East-West Gateway Council * Lambert-St. Louis International
of Governments Airport

* St. Louis Municipal League
« St. Charles County — Economic
Development Council

* University of Missouri - St. Louis
 Lindenwood University
St. Louis Regional Freightway

T

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study
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) ADVISORY GROUPS

Technical Advisory Groups (TAG)

v’ St. Charles County
v’ St. Louis County
v’ St. Louis City

Role:

Members have a unique perspective on the technical
challenges along the 1-70 corridor. These three groups
are an important resource of technical input for the
study.




ADVISORY GROUPS ADVISORY GROUPS

Technical Advisory Group (St. Charles) Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis County)
invited invited
* Great Rivers Greenway « City of Lake Saint Louis Public Works « Berkeley Planning and Zoning « Maryland Heights Public Works
* St. Charles County Transportation * St. Charles County Planning & Zoning Commission « Normandy Public Works
Department Department * Bridgeton Planning & Economic * Northwoods Public Works
* City of O'Fallon Economic * St. Charles Area Transit (SCAT) Development « Pasadena Hills Environmental
Development  St. Charles County Highways Department * Cool Valley Public Works Director Commissioner
« City of St. Peters Transportation  St. Charles Public Works and Engineering * Edmunson Public Works Director * Pine Lawn Public Works
and Development + O'Fallon Planning and Development « Ferguson Public Works Director * Ridefinders
* City of St. Charles Economic « St. Peters Planning, Community * Great Rivers Greenway * St. Louis County Department of Planning
Development & Economic Development « Jennings Public Works, Streets * St. Louis County Department of
« City of Jennings Street Department * Wentzville Public Works and Parks Transportation
* Ridefinders * Lambert St. Louis-International * University of MO St. Louis
Airport * Woodson Terrace Public Works

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

ADVISORY GROUPS DATA COLLECTION

Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis City) Previous and Ongoing Studies/Projects
invited St. Peters’ Outer Road AJR

O’Fallon Transportation Study

1-70/Hanley/Scudder AJR

1-270 Environmental Assessment

Metro Long Range Plan

EWG Regional Freight Study/St. Louis Regional Freightway

Metro Bus Rapid Transit Study

* Great Rivers Greenway

* Ridefinders

¢ St. Louis City Streets Department

¢ Lambert St. Louis-International
Airport

* St. Louis Planning and Urban Design . g é?]n 'IEA 50 Street Interch stud
oo ; N + St Charles reet Interchange Study
¢ St. Louis City Board of Public Service « Airport Plans

* St. Louis Port Authority
« St. Louis Development Corp.
¢ Project Connect

MetroLink Studies (Northside/Southside and St. Louis County)
Community Plans (land use, long range economic development)
Other existing studies in the corridor, including bicycle and pedestrian
lans

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study
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~ PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

Why Are You Here Today?

Help the project team identify other
important information that we should
consider incorporating into the
Purpose and Need

K. |5 (M)

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

) Purpose & Need

Purpose Statement

The purposes of the proposed transportation
improvements in the I-70 corridor are to
increase safety, manage existing and future
traffic congestion, provide efficient access
for existing and future development along
the corridor, enhance aesthetics, and
expand multimodal mobility and connectivity.

- PURPOSE AND NEED

Purpose and Need Statement
 Drives the study process and
outcomes

» Well-defined, well-established, and
well-justified

» Determines which strategies are
reasonable, prudent, and practicable

o Purpose & Need

Needs

The needs for the 1-70 corridor vary from
end-to-end, but overall there are many that
apply to the corridor as a whole.
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m Purpose & Need

Needs - Corridor

» Improved connections across I-70 to
maintain community cohesion on either
side of the interstate, including bicycle
and pedestrian accommodations

» Enhanced aesthetics all along the corridor

» Maintain and increase access to current
and future employment centers along the
corridor

2
A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study |

m Purpose & Need

Needs — St. Charles County

» Improve alternative modes of
transportation to local hospitals

281

- Purpose & Need

Needs - Corridor

* Upgraded access to and from
interchanges

» Upgraded freight vehicle access

« Increased multimodal travel options

* Improve the condition of the infrastructure
for preservation of the corridor

) Purpose & Need

Needs — St. Louis County

* Improved access to Lambert Airport




) Purpose & Need

Needs — St. Louis City

» Better use of reversible lanes

« |dentify transportation options to support
development that will backfill areas of
aging population

» Accommodate freight access to river
ports

* Provide access to NGA

-~ PUBLIC OUTREACH

How Else Can You Participate?

« Take our survey at
www.envisioni70.com

« Does your organization have an
email list that would be
interested in the Envision I-70
PEL. Can you send them the
www.envisioni70.com link and
ask them to take the survey?

« Ask us to provide you with a
paragraph(s) for your newsletter.

THANK YOU!
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- PUBLIC OUTREACH

How Else Can You Participate?

Attend Future Meetings

— 176
s

Share our website at
www.envisioni70.com with co-
workers, family, friends, and
others

Provide a link to
www.envisioni70.com from
your organization’s website.

.

Follow us on MoDOT'’s
Facebook and Twitter pages

.

- PUBLIC OUTREACH

What's Next?

» Take our survey and pass it along!

Team will write Purpose and Need
Statement that will be used to measure
alternatives against each other

Team will start to identify strategies and
alternatives based on input from public
and stakeholders

)

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study




I-70 Regional Needs
Assessment and Strategies
Development Study

Public Officials Briefing
April 7, 2017

) [-70 PEL STUDY

Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL)
Study

What is it?

A transportation planning study that takes a
broad look at transportation, economic,
social, and environmental issues to
determine the needs along a corridor

~ UPDATE

What's Happened Since 2014?

Project put on hold October 2014

* MoDOT issued a Notice to Proceed December
2016

* Project Team has been updating the Corridor

Condition Assessment Report

« Focus on changes in the corridor since 2014

- I-70 PEL STUDY

What is the I-70 PEL?

A transportation study that will provide a
visioning framework for [-70.

Will the future 1-70 be a commuter corridor?
Freight? Short trips?

Who will be using I-70 in 20 years?
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I-70 PEL STUDY

I-70 PEL STUDY

Benefits of a PEL
« Early public involvement
» Improved decision-making
« Streamlining project development

» Does not prohibit existing projects in corridor
from moving forward

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

Outcome of a PEL
¢ Determine system-wide strategies

* ldentify infrastructure investments and
services that would implement strategies

« Establish sections of independent utility
that could progress into the NEPA
process

« Prioritize and move forward sections as
funding is available

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

I O ¢i00R CONDITIONS ASSESSMENT
. I o:\:oF PURPOSE AND NEED
E S 0 TIFY 8ROAD RANGE OF STRATEGIES
screen anp evaluate siratecies [N
oevewor pedrerort | R

170 PEL FINAL RECOMMENDATIONS 0

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study
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I-70 PEL STUDY

Study Area Boundary




) PUBLIC OUTREACH
* Advisory Groups

» Public Official Briefings

e Public Meetings

* Website

¢ Social Media

< Digital Survey

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

~ ADVISORY GROUPS

Senior Advisory Group (SAG)

Role: Members of this group will
provide strategy-level insights on the
efforts of the project team, as well as
explore and dive into some of the key

issues around the study.

Y ADVISORY GROUPS
Senior Advisory Group (SAG)
invited

* Mayor, City of St. Louis
* County Executive —

St. Louis County
*County Executive —

St. Charles County
* Missouri Department of

* St. Louis Economic Development
Partnership

* Greater St. Charles Chamber

« St. Louis Convention and Visitors
Commission

« Greater St. Charles Convention and

Transportation Visitors Bureau

* Metro « St. Louis Regional Chamber

* East-West Gateway Council * Lambert-St. Louis International
of Governments Airport

* St. Louis Municipal League
* St. Charles County — Economic
Development Council

* University of Missouri - St. Louis
* Lindenwood University

* St. Louis Regional Freightway
DOT

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study
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) ADVISORY GROUPS

Technical Advisory Groups (TAG)

v St. Charles County
v’ St. Louis County
v' St. Louis City

Role:

Members have a unique perspective on the technical
challenges along the I-70 corridor. These three groups
are an important resource of technical input for the
study.




ADVISORY GROUPS

ADVISORY GROUPS

Technical Advisory Group (St. Charles)

invited

* Great Rivers Greenway

* St. Charles County Transportation
Department

 City of O'Fallon Economic
Development

« City of St. Peters Transportation
and Development

« City of St. Charles Economic
Development

« City of Jennings Street Department

« City of Lake Saint Louis Public Works
* St. Charles County Planning & Zoning
Department
* St. Charles Area Transit (SCAT)
* St. Charles County Highways Department
* St. Charles Public Works and Engineering
+ O'Fallon Planning and Development
* St. Peters Planning, Community
& Economic Development
* Wentzville Public Works
* Ridefinders

Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis County)

invited

* Berkeley Planning and Zoning * Maryland Heights Public Works

Commission * Normandy Public Works
* Bridgeton Planning & Economic * Northwoods Public Works
Development * Pasadena Hills Environmental
* Cool Valley Public Works Director Commissioner

« Edmunson Public Works Director * Pine Lawn Public Works

* Ferguson Public Works Director * Ridefinders

* Great Rivers Greenway * St. Louis County Department of Planning
« Jennings Public Works, Streets * St. Louis County Department of

and Parks Transportation
* Lambert St. Louis-International * University of MO St. Louis
Airport * Woodson Terrace Public Works

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

ADVISORY GROUPS

Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis City)

invited

Great Rivers Greenway

Ridefinders

St. Louis City Streets Department
Lambert St. Louis-International
Airport

St. Louis Planning and Urban Design
St. Louis City Board of Public Service
St. Louis Port Authority

St. Louis Development Corp.

Project Connect

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study
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DATA COLLECTION

Previous and Ongoing Studies/Projects

St. Peters’ Outer Road AJR

O’Fallon Transportation Study

1-70/Hanley/Scudder AJR

1-270 Environmental Assessment

Metro Long Range Plan

EWG Regional Freight Study/St. Louis Regional Freightway

Metro Bus Rapid Transit Study

St. Ann EA

St. Charles 5" Street Interchange Study

Airport Plans

MetroLink Studies (Northside/Southside and St. Louis County)

Community Plans (land use, long range economic development)

Other existing studies in the corridor, including bicycle and pedestrian
lans

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study




) PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

Why Are You Here Today?

Help the project team identify other
important information that we should
consider incorporating into the
Purpose and Need

Y Purpose & Need

Purpose Statement

The purposes of the proposed transportation
improvements in the I-70 corridor are to
increase safety, manage existing and future
traffic congestion, provide efficient access
for existing and future development along
the corridor, enhance aesthetics, and
expand multimodal mobility and connectivity.

Ry 0

. =
A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study

-~ PURPOSE AND NEED

Purpose and Need Statement
« Drives the study process and
outcomes

+ Well-defined, well-established, and
well-justified

« Determines which strategies are
reasonable, prudent, and practicable

A~ Purpose & Need

Needs

The needs for the I-70 corridor vary from
end-to-end, but overall there are many that
apply to the corridor as a whole.
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m Purpose & Need

Needs - Corridor

¢ Improved connections across I-70 to
maintain community cohesion on either
side of the interstate, including bicycle
and pedestrian accommodations

« Enhanced aesthetics all along the corridor

¢ Maintain and increase access to current
and future employment centers along the
corridor

) Purpose & Need

Needs — St. Charles County

« Improve alternative modes of
transportation to local hospitals

- Purpose & Need

Needs - Corridor

¢ Upgraded access to and from
interchanges

¢ Upgraded freight vehicle access

¢ Increased multimodal travel options

« Improve the condition of the infrastructure
for preservation of the corridor

) Purpose & Need

Needs — St. Louis County

* Improved access to Lambert Airport
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) Purpose & Need

Needs — St. Louis City

« Better use of reversible lanes

¢ |dentify transportation options to support
development that will backfill areas of
aging population

« Accommodate freight access to river
ports

e Provide access to NGA

- PUBLIC OUTREACH

How Else Can You Participate?

Attend Future Meetings

.

Share our website at
www.envisioni70.com with co-
workers, family, friends, and
others

Provide a link to
www.envisioni70.com from
your organization’s website.

.

Follow us on MoDOT's
Facebook and Twitter pages

- PUBLIC OUTREACH

How Else Can You Participate?

« Take our survey at
www.envisioni70.com

« Does your organization have an
email list that would be
interested in the Envision I-70
PEL. Can you send them the
www.envisioni70.com link and
ask them to take the survey?

« Ask us to provide you with a
paragraph(s) for your newsletter.

) PUBLIC OUTREACH

What's Next?

¢ Take our survey and pass it along!

« Team will write Purpose and Need
Statement that will be used to measure
alternatives against each other

« Team will start to identify strategies and
alternatives based on input from public
and stakeholders

THANK YQOU!

A Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study
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‘This document r d April 2017
and General Public meetings for the 1-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages Study
issouri of the
were ata March 30 public
meeting that immediately followed the first public officails briefing. Project is
managed by Jacobs, with publi pport by
ENVISION
2
1. Public Official Meeting Minutes Summary of Meeting

March 30, 2017

1-70 PEL Study Client: MoDOT
Subject: Public Official Meeting
Meeting Date/  March 30,2017 Project: |70 PEL Study
Time: 4:00pm
Meeting. Normandy Government Office Project  MoDOT: J6i3038
Location: Number: :

C1x32800

Meeting Participants
Public Officials 1-70 PEL Team Members

Tom Blair, MoDOT

Justine Blue, City of Kinloch City Manager
Christine Buchek, City of Bel-nor

Jacqueline Carl, St. Louis County Coundil Staff
Gary Elmestad, Office of St. Charles County Exec.
Hazel Erby, St. Louis County Coundil

Lillian Eunice, City of Northwoods

Robert Gunn, City of Bridgeton

John Gwaltney, City of Edmundson Mayor

Tom Halaska, City of St. John Mayor

Greg Horn, MoDOT

Lisa Kuntz, MoDOT

Earlene Luster, Velda Village Hills Mayor

Viola Murphy, City of Cool Valley

Bob Reid, City of Normandy

Carmen Roberts, Village of Uplands Park Trustee
Stephanie Voss, St. Louis County

Rebecca Zoll, North County Inc.

MoDOT
Laura Ellen
Wesley Stephen

EWG
Marcie Meystrik

Consuitant Team

Tracey Lober (Jacobs)

1.C. Murray (AECOM)

Kelly Ferrara (StratCommRx)

Heather Lasher Todd (StratCommRx)
Mackenzie Norton (StratCommRx)
MaryAnn Taylor Crate (Added Dimension]
Felicia Harris (Added Dimension)

1. Welcome and Introductions
a. Tracey Lober, Jacobs Project Manager, introduced presenters and
project subcontractors.
b. Attendees were asked to introduce themselves and their organization.

2. Project Refresh
a. Project was placed on hold in October of 2014; new Notice to Proceed

issued in December of 2016.

Team has just completed the draft Corridor Condition Assessment

report.

This is the 1-70 Planning and Environmental Linkage Study. This study

wiill take a broad look at the corridor needs, including community,

environmental and economic goals and inform the review process. A

goalis to identify strategies for sections of independent utility for future

study of work to be adv d for further
environmental study.

Impacts on 1-70 PEL: Create a visioning process for this corridor. What

will the future of 170 look like in 20 years? Freight? Commuters? Transit

riders? Primary land ities along the
corridor? Primary and secondary users?

e. Early publicinvolvement is part of a PEL study. it streamlines project

doesn't inhibit any g corridor projects.

f. O ill be ¥ ide jes, identify
infrastructure investments and services that would implement
strategies, establish sections of independent utility that could progress
into the NEPA process, and prioritize and move forward sections as
funding becomes available.

L 4

a

3. Schedule
a. Review of project schedule from Jan ~ Nov 2017.
b. Next up: Begin work on the purpose and need.

4. Scope

a. Area of the study is roughly 40 miles from the 1-64 exchange in
Wentaville to just past the express lanes in St. Louis City.

b. Project engagement includes three technical advisory groups, a senior
advisory group, public officials briefing, such as this one, and public
meetings, such as the one this evening. Our website went live in late
February 2017 and includes a digital survey. Social media content from
our partners will be key to driving the public to our website, survey, and
meetings.
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. Review of TAG members from all three subsections (St. Charles County,
St. Louis County and St. Louis City). Please let us know if there are
particular people who need to be added.

d. Prior studies. and will feed into the:
considered by the project team.

5. Purpose of today's meeting

2. What we need from you is ifying other important
that should be considered to develop the draft Purpose and Need
Statement.

b. APurpose and Need the study process
how we measure and apply outcomes. It informs what options are
reasonable, prudent, and practical.

6. Purpose and Need Statement: In 2014, a draft Purpose and Need Statement

was prepared. It reads as follows:

a. DRAFT Purpose Statement: “The purposes of the proposed
the areto fety,

manage existing and fu provide
for existing and future development along the corridor, enhance
aesthetics, and expand multimodal mobility and connectivity.”
Needs Statement: The needs for the I-70 corridor vary from end to end,
but overall there are many that apply to the corridor as a whole.
During the 2014 TAG and SAG meetings, a series of recommendations
were heard for all three segments of the project area.
d. Specific needs from each of the three segments were also noted. Added

since the 2014 process, was to create access to the NGA site.

14

o

7. Options for participation

Future meetings

Website -~ Envisioni70.com. Please share the website, and the link to
our digital survey can be found there.

Public meetings: March 30, 2017 and again in Fall 2017. The Fall
meeting will share our findings.

Social media and newsletter copy was drafted and delivered to our
advisory group members to customize, and can be provided to you as
well.

r oo

]

8. Questions and Answers
a. What kind of money is available to address any improvements that
might be made? At this point, the project won't be identifying funding.
As MoDOT receives funding, they will dedicate funds as available. This
project is part of the long-range plan published by East-West Gateway
Council of Governments.

b. Have accidents been studied? We have crash data that feeds our
Condition Congestion and are also
included in Please share any ither on our
digital survey or by making a note on a sticky note and posting on the
display boards in the room.

Is a PEL the same as an EIS? It isn't, but the data can be re-used in that
future study and speed up the process during the environmental phase.
What is the gap between the environmental process and the future
time frame? This study will identify segments of independent utility and
we can break out individual projects where environmental needs are
warranted. No funding set up for these

projects.

“The highway all the way west to Wentzville looks dramatically different
from what we see in St. Louis County and St. Louis City. Are there plans
to improve? We have limited right-of-way access in some areas. The
study will look at all forms of improvement.

o

o

L4

9. Engage!

a. Please use the sticky notes and the maps around the room to leave your
comments.
Please use our computers at the front of the room to complete the

14

survey.
Website is Envisioni70.com.

o

10. Adjourn

2. Public Official Meeting Minutes

April 7,2017
170 PEL Study Client: MoDOT
Subject: Public Official Meeting
Meeting Date/  April 7,2017 Project:  1-70 PEL Study
Time: 2:00 pm
Meeting George F. Gould Building Project MoDOT: 1613038
Location: St. Charles, MO Number:  Jacobs:
C1x32800
Meeting Participants
Public Offidials 1-70 PEL Team Members
Larry Dobrosky, City of St. Charles
David Gipson, Wentaville MoDOT
Terry Briggs, Bridgeton Laura Ellen
Jerry Hurlbert, Gity of St. Charles Wesley Stephen
Burt Benesek, City of St. Peters Andy Tuerck
Brad Temme, St. Charles Greg Horn
Sally Faith, City of St. Charles.
Jerry Reese, St. Charles City Council EWG
Gary Elmstad, St. Charles County Marcie Meystrik
John Hanueke, City of St. Charles
Gabby Macciluso, Maryland Heights Consultant Team
Jim Krischke, Maryland Heights Tracey Lober (Jacobs)
Marshall Kafibian, member of the public Heather Lasher Todd (StratCommRx)
Kevin Bookout, City of Bridgeton MaryAnn Taylor Crate (Added
John Greifzu, St. Charles Dimension)

Tom Besselnac, St. Charles
Steve Ehlmann, St. Charles County

Summary of Meeting

1. Welcome and Introductions
a. Tracey Lober, Jacobs Project Manager, introduced MoDOT team and
project subcontractors.
b. Attendees were asked to introd ind their

2. Project Refresh

a. Project was placed on hold in October of 2014; new Notice to Proceed
issued in December of 2016.

b. Team has just completed the draft Corridor Condition Assessment
report.

¢ This s the I1-70 Planning and Environmental Linkage Study. This study
will take a broad look at the corridor needs, including community,

and and inform the pr A
goal is to identify strategies for sections of independent utility for future
study to create logical phases of work to be advanced for further
environmental study.

d. Impacts on 70 PEL: Create a visioning process for this corridor. What
will the future of 1-70 look like in 20 years? Freight? Commuters? Transit
riders? Primary economic and land use opportunities along the
corridor? Primary and secondary users?

e. Early public involvement is part of a PEL study. It streamlines project
development and doesn't inhibit any existing corridor projects.

f.  Outcome will be to determine system-wide strategies, identify

and services
strategies, establish sections of independent utility that could progress.
th cess, and move as

pro
funding becomes available.

3. Schedule
a. Review of project schedule from Jan ~ Nov 2017.
b. Next up: Begin work on the purpose and need.

4. Scope

a. Area of the study is roughly 40 miles from the 1-64 exchange in
Wentaville to just past the express lanes in St. Louis City.

b. Project engagement includes three technical advisory groups, a senior
advisory group, public officials briefing, such as this one, and public
meetings, such as the one held on March 30, 2017. Our website went
live in late February 2017 and includes a digital survey. Social media
content from our partners will be key to driving the public to our
website, survey, and meetings.
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¢. Review of TAG members from all three subsections (St. Charles County,
St. Louls County and St. Louls City). Please let us know if there are
particular people who need to be added.

d. Prior studies will be will
considered by the project team.

5. Purpose of today’s meeting
a. What we need from you is help Important
that should be considered to develop the draft Purpose and Need
Statement.
b. APurpose and Need Statement drives the study process and informs
how we measure and apply outcomes. It informs what options are
reasonable, prudent, and practical.

6. Purpose and Need Statement: In 2014, a draft Purpose and Need Statement
was prepared. It reads as follows:
a. DRAFT Purpose Statement: “The purposes of the proposed
inthe I: Il safety,
manage existing and future traffic congestion, provide efficient access
for existing and future development along the corridor, enhance
aesthetics, and expand multimodal mobility and connectivity.”
b. Needs Statement: The needs for the |-70 corridor vary from end to end,
but overall there are many that apply to the corridor as a whole.
During the 2014 TAG and SAG meetings, a series of recommendations
were heard for all three segments of the project area.
d. Specific needs from each of the three segments were also noted. Added
since the 2014 process, was to create access to the NGA site.

o

7. Options for participation

a. Future meetings

b. Websit te, and the link to
our digital survey can be found there.

c. Public meetings: One was held on March 30, 2017 and will host one
again in Fall 2017. The Fall meeting will share our findings.

d. Social media and newsletter copy was drafted and delivered to our
advisory group members to customize, and will be provided to you as
well.

8. Questions and Answers
a. What are the next steps after October? Greg Horn of MoDOT explained
that this study provides a big picture look at the corridor and it is the
beginning in helping the department identify potential priorities.
b. How will the public be notified about the next public meeting? Tracey
explained that the project team will continue to use the tools and

methods used for the last round of meetings: project website, social
media, media releases, and have you and our project partners to share
with others.

c. How many public meetings will there be? Tracey explained that the
project team has planned two public meetings for this project. Public
official briefings will be held one hour prior to each meeting, the first of
which was held March 30, 2017.

d. Why does the scope for this project stop before you get to the Wentzville

Parkway exit on the west end of the corridor? Greg Horn of MoDOT

‘explained that there was a statewide study that looked at the entire

corridor, which included that particular exit. This study looks at the

remaining section of I-70.

Itwas owners along th be notified

about the public meetings as well as residents. The group was particularly

interested in the project team reaching out to undeveloped property

‘owners along the corridor. They suggested that the project team talk to

them and maybe ask why they are having trouble renting or developing

the property. Tracey explained that the study will be looking at economic
development and employment potential along the corridor.

It was pointed out that there have been previous studies along I-270 and

1-70; how does this study connect with these other studies that have

be ducted ly y? The project team is working

closely with MoDOT on this project. Other studies will be looked at for

points where they intersect with the scope of this project. The project
team will work to coordinate recommendations. MoDOT indicated that
the I-70 and |- 270 Interchange was not included in the recent

Environmental Assessment.

g Wil the potential for sound walls be looked at along this corridor? The
potential for sound walls will not be looked at during this study. Tracey
‘explained that this study is very conceptual in nature and will not include
those types of detalls at this time.

9. Engagel
a. Please use the sticky notes and the maps around the room to leave your
ments.

comi
b. Website is Envisioni70.com.

10. Adjourn. The meeting closed with Tracey thanking everyone for their time. She
asked everyone to complete the online survey if they have not done so and to
continue to share it with other including residents in their respective
communities.

3. Corridor Maps and Comments

Map 1 - Wentaville

1. Needs to go 5 more miles to the west. Include David Hoekel Parkway.

Map 2 - O'Fallon

No comments.




Map 3 - St. Charles County

1. Need to have better access through St. Charles for off and on. One-way outer
roads will help this accessibility issue.

Map 4 - Missouri River

1. Congesti of I-70 and I-270. Particular 1-70 from I-
270 to Earth City Expressway.

Map 5 - Airport

1. Overpass for local traffic use.

2. Not much room to purchase additional easements.

Map 6 - Jennings

1. Traffic from southbound 1-170 empties from the left on to eastbound I-70. Then

traffic from -1 1o the right 1-70. If you are
trying to get to UMSL or Express Scripts on Hanley, you have less than one mile
in heavy traffic to get to the far right to get off the highway. Not Good.

~

Connect UMSL to North Park via changes at Hanley intersection. Next main
entrance to UMSL do similar to North Park to drive development.

E’ Bermuda and pass for
causing jams and noise it s y. Need for
trucks.

IS

Love the new look on Natural Bridge — fountain is great. Traffic not a problem.
Need new and better businesses. | always have to leave area for services—
restaurants, shopping, etc.

5. Concerns re: number of accidents and traffic congestion between Lucas Hunt
and Jennings Station Road and slow down of traffic on Natural Bridge Road due
to diversion from highway.
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Map 7 - St. Louis City

1. Between 1-70 and Adelaide: trucks are having to stay out of fast lanes unless
getting off highway causing the entering lanes to misjudge exit which causes
accidents. Please help.

N

Safety bollards for Clay Elementary (SLPS) on the N. 11th Street exit ramp at
Salisbury Street.

4. stakeholder Communications Deliverables March and April 2017

April 13,2017

To: Public Officials and MoDOT Stakeholders:

Please help the Missouri Department of Transportation (MoDOT) share news
about the new 1-70 project and gather feedback on our interactive survey tool.
Below please find:

1) Draft copy for your newsletter — which includes details on the project
scope and parameters.

2) Low-resolution graphic files you can use online; cutiines are also provided.
High resolutions files are available by contacting Kelly Ferrara,
StratCommRx. Her email is Kelly@StratCommRx.com.

3) Draft social media content for Facebook and Twitter.

We will also be posting on the MoDOT social media channels and encourage you
to share these posts as well.

The last page of this document is a PDF of a fiyer that can be used on your local
bulletin boards, in libraries, or at any public computer station.

Thank you for doing your part to help us create a report informed by the
‘community.

Laura Ellen
Missouri Department of Transportation

1) Draft copy for your newsletter

(Note to editor: Please feel free to customize this information to fit your available space,
but we do ask that you include the link to the website.)

(Note to designer: Please use the artwork and cutiine option included, should space

permit. We also recommend the option of a Call Out box highlighting the public meeting
information presented here.)

Envision 1-70: Join the Conversation!

ENVISIONI-7°

YOUR
OPINION COUNTS!

How will Interstate 70 (1-70), and the area
around it, look in the future? What changes
would be weicome Ind what shoulﬂ be

What
should be included? Now you have an
opportunity to share your ideas about this
critical part of our region.

The Missouri Department of Transportation
(MoDOT) s taking a high-level look at what
1-70 is today, and envisioning what it can be
in the future. A new study, managed by
MoDOT, in close coordination with East-
West Gateway Council of Govemments and
Metro, wil look at the area of the interstate  MaDOT s eager focaectyou houghis

pibaing ¥ on 170, Please use their digital survey
beginning ]nit‘\leotomie-l-'zlll il foday. Link fs avadatie ol Bvision?70 com.

through the Stan Musial Veterans Memorial
Bridge complex to the end of the express lanes in downtown St. Lous City.

The area includes a vibrant mix of and industrial land
uses. Whether you use 1-70 for your daily commute, to transport goods across
the country, to reach school, or to travel to and from the many activities St. Louis
has to offer, MoDOT wants to hear from you!

To provide your input, visit www.envisioni70.com, where you can take a brief
survey, share your ideas for the 70 corridor, and learn more about this study.
Please feel free to share this link with wlleayue. neighbors, friends, and others
who use 1-70 for business or personal trave!

2) Low-resolution graphic files you can use online; cutlines are also
provided. High resolutions files are ava by contacting Kelly
Ferrara, StraiCommRx. Her emai s Kol y@StratCommRx.com.

OUR
OPINION COUNTS!

www.En

Cutiine: MoDOT is eager to callect your thoughts on 1-70. Please use their digital survey
today. Link is available at Envisioni70.com.

170

UTURE

60

Culine: MoDOT s newes! prject s  sudy of 170 Please visther wekads; fake the onine
survey. www. Envisioni70.com.
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3) Draft social media content for Facebook and Twitter

Draft language for MoDOT partners and community advocates to consider using
on their social media pages. The above graphics can also be used, along with
links fo the project website. www.Envisioni7Ocom.

Facebook

Join the conversation to envision the future of I-70! MoDOT, Metro and the East-
‘West Gateway Council of Governments have initiated a study to develop a
strategic pian for the future of the 1-70 corridor. The 70 Planning and
Environmental Linkages (I-PEL) Study will provide a broad framework and
implementation strategies to meet the desired future mobility and accessibility
needs of this critical regional transportation link. Share your point of view by
taking this ir live survey and ittie o help formulate a vision
for the I-70 corridor. www.Envisioni70.com/

Twitter (124 characters)

MoDOT recently unveiled an interactive survey tool to help study I-70 in the St.
Louis region. Please share your feedback at www.Envisioni70.com.

#in

ENVISION

How Can We
Improve Interstate 70?
TELL US WHAT YOU THINK!

Go to www.envision70.com
to take a quick survey
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COMMENTS

03 30 2017 and 04 07 2017 Public Officials Meetings

ENVISION

I 7O Analysis of MoDOT Public Officials Briefings
o

Briefing dates:
March 30, 2017

April 7, 2017
E)I/egﬁZCIEﬂ;i;eey;pugrge;?;?;ot; each statement Average from. 1 Not Favorable;
2 Neutral; 3 Favorable

1. The location of the meeting worked for me. 2.96

2. My time was well-spent. 2.6

3. The topic was relevant to me and/or my organization. 2.96

4. The right people for this discussion were in the room. 2.96

5. The pace of the meeting kept my attention. 2.6

6. | will participate in similar events by this group in the future. 2.96

Comments;

Information about other (existing or future) studies/plans would have been nice to have
to see how this planning process fits into them

Harley dealership is greatly affected by this and is against it

The area between Cave Springs to Hawks Nest is in my ward and I have concerns about
the businesses along the south side of I-70

The short distance of on and off ramps is a major safety concern and clogs traffic lanes
The ruins of North St. Louis City are unsightly for travelers - they would scare off visitors.
Cleaning up these areas would encourage new development in the area along corridor.
Airport exits come up rather suddenly, leaving little time to get over and off, especially in
traffic with visitors or those unfamiliar with area.

Lanes that start and disappear and then start again with new exit aid in congestion.

The curvature and grade of highway (I'm more familiar) with I-70 from Downtown to I-
270 make it difficult to see traffic jams from a distance and anticipate breaking/slowing
down.

Reversible lanes don’t change direction to match traffic volume or patterns.

Connectivity to major roadways/highways is critical to long-term planning for I-70. An
inventory of existing, major employment and residential developments should be part of
the study. Additionally, an inventory of future employment and residential areas need to
be included in the study. Also, areas with a high concentration of regional recreation
facilities should be included in the study. Future improvements should be considered
based on employment centers, residential, and recreation development - existing and
planned.

Improve connection/congestion at Cave Springs interchange (“untie the knot”)

Improve connection to St. Peters Premier 370 Industrial Park to 70 via 370. (Reduce
potential congestion at Mid River and Cave Springs Interchange)

Reestablish North and South outer roads between Belleau Creek and Mid Rivers Mall Dr.
Improve access to and from 70 from VMP between Spencer Rd. and Jungermann. This
access is challenged by 370/70 interface.

Improve access to Mid Rivers Mall with a bonus ramp.
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07 18 2018 and 07 19 2018
MoDOT Public Officials Briefings and Public Meetings

INVITE/ANNOUNCEMENT

07 18 2018 and 07 19 2018 MoDOT Public Officials Briefings and Public Meetings

ENVISION

I7@

MoDOT invites you
to join the conversation

UPDATE OMN THE 1-70 PLANNING AND
ENVIROMMENTAL LINKAGES STUDY

July 18,
4 -

O'Fallon Municipal
Centre

ks nre
Multi-purpose Room
100 North Main St.
O'Fallon, MO 63366

ENVISION
I.; O
JuL e h - R
18 MoDOT Envision I-70 Public Officials Briefing
Hosted by Wesley Stephen, MoDOT

. Locations .

100N... (g sionin | MoDOT Public Officials Briefing

View larger

4:00 PM - 5:00 PM Wednesday, July 18, 2018
Yy MM oFalion Municipal Centre, Multi-purpose room

100 N Main St
OFallon, MO 63366-2200 (map

E (636) 240-2000
= Google £4 Add to calendar
Map data ©2018 Google
MoDOT Public Officials Briefing

4:00 PM - 5:00 PM Thursday, July 19, 2018

-, Univer..
View larger
map

JC Penney Conference Center, Room 202

1 University Dr

St. Louis, MO 63121 (map)

i u"' o 314) 516-6750
Googh Bavesly €3 Add to calenda

Map data ©2018 Google
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| hereby grant the Missouri Department of Transportation and its

for print, radio or televisi

SIGN-IN

SHEETS

07 18 2018 Public Meetings

Date: LD
Time: D 2>C P - I Oq,gvﬂ
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ooy 19,

2018

ials or to be

or distri

to use my il

voice, picture and name

the United States and the

Y
world; and to edit such material or film or videotape for these purposes. | hereby attest that | have read and agree to the above

statement.
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pr— / T 7
N don D }@*ﬁ W 4207432 & Ly @4 U,
V%H, %v(%vl cNy o Fau R Nevrlesy@ 2 Follos.sous
T 7
)C lu(m%%q a /j/a//ow«w/ (136 46Te| s an & fork @act,on
Cuelyy Mboyer — 129-97-/87%

%/ Mé/ J‘Q %c/?(

—_— e
/W iErwntye ) /‘%/Jwé(o

FHLlL~T7007 .

0 Newdes Perarscg ¢ 2p2Ue-56 o]
o By Eukece TtSurices | 734500 EQACcom
@v@\#\z& =13 ig 03%) 288 Sk | Arogers C_quukctep o~
Anoy  Stows (YAl B AN 3M-806 - ¥R fandrew - A stokrs @ ehicop
s rett Torsprr Hoene *SLitsia 3/%-335-96st
1
ENVISION mestings _[oiC [Ueohye
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PY Time: 5] Len
Place: Ul-dtllont C(V\’I Hall
| hereby grant the Mi i Dep: of T and its to use my likeness, voice, picture and name
for print, radio or televisi ials or publi to be d or distri the United States and the

world; and to edit such material or film or videotape for these purposes. | hereby attest that | have read and agree to the above

statement.
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ENVISION

17@

Date:

ME\TN(A

Mootlnj%ug

e ¥ 201&

Time: 5. 20pm - 7. C0pm

Place: (Fcllon Cd\&( Hag L

| hereby grant the Missouri Departmenl of Transporlauon and its contractors permission to use my likeness, voice, picture and name

for print, radio or

or to be

or distributed anywhere throughout the United States and the

world; and to edit such material or film or videotape for these purposes. | hereby attest that | have read and agree to the above

statement.

Organization

Phone

E-Mail

Lee. 0{ QS«"@L Liac

I/¥BKLOST

Lee Dotwa (22 Lo herFr Aot |

N Leezet

Caty 5 Cr.Clagles

(36-FF-333

(4}, C Jee 145 frtaak i
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Date:_ V.9 \& 2014
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| hereby grant the Mlssoun Dep of Ti and its ion to use my likeness, voice, picture and name
for print, radio or ision or publi to be or distril g the United States and the
world; and to edit such material or film or videotape for these purposes. | hereby attest that | have read and agree to the above
statement.
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of T

Meeting: Pﬂo\ti /LMA’\LH

Date: Wiy \)U%
Time:
Place: C/Lﬁ (H\ G W Hall

| hereby grant the Mi

and its

to use my likeness, voice, picture and name

for print, radio or

or pL to be or di

the United States and the

world; and to edit such material or film or videotape for these purposes. | hereby attest thal | have read and agree to the above

statement.
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| hereby grant the Mi

of T ion and its

O\

Meeting: Alolic Moehia

for print, radio or

P

or publi to be

or distril

Date: )y (% 200%/
Time: ¥ 3/0\%
Place: __ (/[ 0/l CH";/ Hll

to use my likeness, voice, picture and name
anywhere throughout the United States and the

world; and to edit such material or film or videotape for these purposes. | hereby attest that | have read and agree to the above

statement.
Name Organization Phone E-Mail
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| hereby grant the Missouri Dep:

of T and its

Time:

Hoo(lng/R&m Mtt TING

Date: - L.\u, 1k S0I&

530

er -~ 1.00pm

for print, radio or

or to be broad

Place: _(Tv |l0n C/\,‘:j ol

to use my likeness, voice, picture and name
or dlsmbuted anywhere throughout the United States and the

world; and to edit such material or film or videotape for these purposes. | hereby attest that | have read and agree to the above

statement.
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| hereby grant the Mlssoun Depanment of Transponatuon and its contractors permission to use my likeness, voice, picture and name

ions to be

for print, radio or

or

or distributed anywhere throughout the United States and the

world; and to edit such material or film or videotape for these purposes. | hereby attest that | have read and agree to the above

statement.
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ENVISION Mootln/R%ub)\/‘Ef

Date: \vu/ 14, 2018
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Place: UMSL_

| hereby grant the Mi of Ti P ion and its contractors permission to use my likeness, voice, picture and name
for print, radio or isi ials or ications to be or distributed anywhere throughout the United States and the
world; and to edit such material or film or videotape for these purposes. | hereby attest that | have read and agree to the above
statement.
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EXHIBITS

07 18 2018 and 07 19 2018 MoDOT Public Officials Briefings and Public Meetings

7/19/18

ENVISION

I7@

PLANNING FOR THE

FUTURE L =

1-70 PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES (170 PEL) STUDY

Public Officials Briefing and Public Meeting

JULY 1819, 2018

uviIsion

I1-70 PEL Study

PEL Refresher

@ Multi-modal, systems-level, corridor or
subarea analysis

@ Goals driven, collaborative decision-making;
shared vision
@ streamlines project development/delivery

8 Flexibility
@ Robust engagement with the public

envisioni70.com

uvision

I-70 PEL Study

Vision Statement

The vision for the |-70 Conidor between Wentzvile and the

Mssissippi River is for asafe, well-meintained, interstate faclity

offering reliable nohility for all users into the distant future.

@ Byyear 2045, the corridor will afford muiti-modal
transportation optiors, foster vibrant communities, lessen the

highway’s impact on neighborhoocs that pre-date the
interstate, and be a catalyst for econonic development
ol

@ ﬂ‘eot:mdawll benedee(ﬁae’thamemenoedpuc
transportation; and modernized and mede smart to

accommodate an aray of newand emerging techndogies,
induding connected vehides (CV) and autonomous vehides

ol com

vision

I1-70 PEL Study

Vision Statement (continued)

& Communities along the coridor will thereby be effectively
connected to the much larger intra- and interstate roadway.

@ Attheregiona level, commerce will be balstered by efficent
access to businesses, employment centers, and freight hubs,
such as the St. Louis Larmbert International Airport.

In conjunction with transportation improverments in the coridor,
governments and private ventures will partner to coordinate
investments that complement the | 70trarspatanmsyste’nar‘d
improve the econoric vitality of the conidor.

envisioni70.com
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I-70 PEL Study - Goals 170
@ corridor-wide Goals

— Reduce potential for crashes, incdluding crashes
involving bicycles and pedestrians

— Maintain/preserve physical condition of infrastructure

— Ensure mainline and interchanges operate at curent
MoDOT LOS standard

— Improve efficiency of access to freight hubs

envisioni70.com

I-70 PEL Study - Goals 70

¢ corridor-wide Goals (continued)

— Minimize/eliminate impediments to freight moverment
along the corridor

— Allowimproved accessibility to public transportation

— Improve active transportation to major destinations and
the local network

— Minimize impacts to the natural environment

— Minimize impacts to the built environment

— Minimize constructability issues, including disruption to
utilities and the traveling public

envisioni70.com

I-70 PEL Study 70

Cormidor segments

envisioni70.com

I-70 PEL Study i70

Prioritization of Strategies

envisioni70.com
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vision

I-70 PEL Study

Corridor-Wide Strategies

@ Transportation Demand Management (TDM)
@ Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS)

@ New and emerging technologies (autonomous
vehicles/connected vehicles)

envisioni70.com

I1-70 PEL Study
Hgh-Priarity Strategies
Segment 1: Hwy Z to Hwy K
@ Upgrade infrastructure to better accommodate
freight (including implementation of MoDOT and
Freightway priority projects)

@ Add and/or improve bike/ped facilities crossing I-70;
Improve bike/ped connections to the larger

bike/ped network
@ Improve local/parallel road system

envisioni70.com

vision

I-70 PEL Study 17@

Hgh-Priority Strategies

Segment 2: Hwy K to Hwy 94

@ Improve local/parallel road system

@ Upgrade infrastructure to better accommodate

freight (including implementation of MoDOT and
Freightway priority projects)

Add and/or improve bike/ped facilities crossing I-70;
Improve bike/ped connections to the larger
bike/ped network

Reduce/eliminate conflict points at interchanges

0

L]

@ Improve operations of interchanges

envisioni70.com

vision

1-70 PEL Study I7@

Hgh-Priarity Strategies

Segment 3: Hwy 94 to [-270

@ Improve local/parallel road system

@ Upgrade infrastructure to better accommodate

freight (including implementation of MoDOT and
Freightway priority projects)

Add and/or improve bike/ped facilities crossing I-70;
Improve bike/ped connections to the larger
bike/ped network

@ Reduce/eliminate conflict points at interchanges

0

@ Improve operations of interchanges

envisioni70.com
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vision

I-70 PEL Study
Hgh-Priority Strategies
Segment 4: 1-270 to Florissant Road

@ Add and/or improve bike/ped facilities crossing I-70;
Im bike/ped connections to the larger bike/ped
n

@ Reduce/eliminate conflict points at interchanges

@ Bring facility to current standards (address substandard
curves, narrow shoulders, etc.)

@ Upgrade infrastructure to better accommodate freight
(including implementation of MoDOT and Freightway
priority projects)

@ Consolidate and improve access points at airport and
throughout segment

envisioni70.com

I1-70 PEL Study

Hgh-Priority Strategies

Segment 5: Florissant Rd to End of Express Lanes

@ Upgade infrastructure to better accommodate freight

implementation of MoDOT and Freightway priority

& Add and/or improve bike/ped fadilities crossing 1-70; Improve
bike/ped connections to the larger bike/ped network

& Reduce/eliminate conflict points at interchanges

] |HgWanors of interchanges/provide full access

@ Bring fadlity to curent standards (address substandard curves,
narrowshoulders, etc.

@ Improve local/parallel road system

envisioni70.com

vsion

I-70 PEL Study I7@

RnNting

envisioni70.com

vision

I1-70 PEL Study I7@

Evaluation Criteria for Future Project Proposals

@ Does the proposed action address one or more of the
goals identified for the segment?

@ Does the proposed action address one or more of the
recommended strategies identified for the segment?

@ Do the design elements of the proposed action meet
the needs of the buses and large commercial vehicles?

@ How does the proposed action allow for existing and
planed transit infrastructure and operations in the
project area?

@ How does the proposed action allow for existing and
planned transit infrastructure and operations in the
envpEGjRGharea?
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vision

I-70 PEL Study

Evaluation Criteria for Future Project Proposals (continued)

@ How does the proposed action encourage active
transportation and facilitate planned bicycle and
pedestrian facilities in the project area?

@ How does the proposed action incorporate design
measures and [TS elements to meet the needs of
CVs/AVs as outlined in this Study?

@ For actions involving capacity expansion on mainiine |-
70, how does the proposed action include or allow for
recommended TDM measures outlined in this Study?

envisioni70.com

vision

I1-70 PEL Study

Evaluation Criteria for Future Project Proposals (continued)

@ For actions involving interstate interchanges, accesses,
or improvements to connecting or parallel routes, how
does the proposed action provide efficient access to

SHIREIGRFHRIBO PRSI Ggsyment centers,

For actions in or adjacent to neighborhoods that pre-
date the interstate, how does the proposed action
lessen the highway’s impact on adjacent
neighborhoods?

For actions in the vicinity of Lambert Airport, how does
the proposed action improve access to the airport for
passengers, employees, and freight/cargo?

envisioni70.com

0

0

vision

I-70 PEL Study 17@

What About the Reversible Lanes?

Technical Memorandum

History of the reversible lanes

0

0

|-70 travel patterns/existing conditions

Stakeholder outreach
Proposed conditions

0

L]

— Prosand cors
— Range of costs

envisioni70.com

vision

1-70 PEL Study I7@

@ Final PEL Report

— Complete summary of all components of this Study
* Planning Context
« Study Mision and Purpose and Need
« Agency Coordination and Public Involverment
« Strategy Identification, Development, and Evaluation
« Study Recommendations
« Antidpated NEPA Process and Corsiderations

— FHWA PEL Questionnaire

— Letter of Acceptance from FHWA

envisioni70.com
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THANK YOU!

ENVISION

I7@

Questions?
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EXHIBITS (continued)

07 18 2018 and 07 19 2018 MoDOT Public Officials Briefings and Public Meetings

JULY 18-19, 2018

ENVISION

17@

Table of Contents

1) St. Charles County Meeting Minutes
2) St. Louis County Meeting Minutes

3) Comments

This products o the uy public
the public,

Jacobs, with ommRX.

1. St. Charles County Public Officials and Public Meeting Minutes

170 PEL Public Officials/Public Client:  MoDOT
Subject: eeting
MeetingDate/  July 18,2018 Project:  1-70 PEL Study
Time: 4pm, 5:30 pm
Meeting 0O'Fallon City Hall Project  MoDOT: J613038
Location: Number Jacobs: C1X32800
Meeting Participants
Public Officials 1-70 PEL Team Members
Janice Bader, St. Mary's Institute
Russ Batzel, City of St. Peters ‘Tom Blair
Joe Cronia. St. Charles

teve Ehlmann, St Charles County Wesley Stephen.
Sally Faith, City of St. Charles ‘Shaun Tooley
Nick Guccione, City of Wentzville

John . City of Edmundson. Eddie Watkins

Justin Hill, Missouri House of Representatives T
Giny Jaskiewicz, St. Mary's Instinute ‘Tracey Lober (Jacobs)
‘Wade Moatgomery, City of O'Fallon Kelly Femna (StatC
Bea Mot O Falloa Economic Heather Lasher Todd (StatConmRx)
Mike Pheney, City of O'Fallon Kennedy Moore (StrtCommRx)
‘MaryAzn Taylor Crate (Added Dimension)

76 Members of the Public

of Meetin;

1. Welcome and Introductlons
to update public d the pul what is
happtnlng ‘with the study.
B. what isand why itis

PEL is a way to streamline the NEPA
‘What will 1-70 look like in the year 2040 and how it ought to
serve the region and the nation?
il In addition to moving freight we need to make sure that cars
and other vehicles are safe while they are on the corridor.
C. We need to do NEPA, why?
i Wheneveryaudoa project there is a process required bth

rectly identify

[

D. Is NEPA]II:( as burdensome now as it was before?
‘es, | acknowledge that there needs to be a different process
lo sl.mimllne NEPA. We want to take this effort to set a vision

E. Why doceths proled stop (west) where ftdoes? There wss a NEPA

study from
2009 that analyzed that area.
2. Project Update
A Atlot has happened since March 2017. We took a step back to look at the
vision for this project.
B. This is 2 multilevel corridor-wide vision for the corridor.
3. Public Engagement Update
A This research was compiled by identifying Technical and Senior Advisory
Group members to facilitate research, media, interviews, surveys, etc.
i. 40,000 pieces of data received
B. Vision Statement captured what the team thought the vision of the corridor
looked like.
4. PEL Study
A These are concepts we have developed. Ideas of things that can be done
and these ideas are not set in stone.
B. We identified corridor wide goals, 25 well as segment goals for each of the
five segments
i The corridor is 40 miles long, so we decided to split it into
segments because some segments may have different goals than
the overall corridor o other segments.
mdhwﬁmﬂm‘bkmdmm—dep&NEPAndym
c qudzmﬁedha'mguswunldbexpphndmuch
i Thmshmgaeswmpzmmnd,nn\md(good.hipoor)m
comparison to how it would meet the specific goals.
L Smpﬁhlmmhmpnﬂznmsysm
2. Strategies that
D. Weldﬂmﬁedhﬂwmgluwvnldbe:pphdmuth
i Thmmlepummmnd,nnkad(gooib:d,wm)m
comparison to how it would meet the specific g0
L sm;ism:mumwmm;ysm
2. Strategies that impact swrounding communities
5. Comidor-Wide Strategies
A Transportation Demand Management
i Informing/educating people on how to use transit

B. Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS)
i Wlu(MuDOT wnu.ltllikz to see
C. New and
vehicles)
6. Segment 1
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A The oonber oueting we have ight o s congestion nd cpaciy.

arenota (various public

7. Segment2
A Most of the local/parallel road system is in the segment.
B. Was the railroad included in this conversation?
i MoDOT has not been able to have any leverage when it comes to

improving railroads in this
ii. Maybe we need to build better relationships with the railroads.
8. Segment3
A Similar to Segment 2
9. Segment4
A Roads are 2 bit namrower in this segment
10. Segment 5
11. Action Items:
A Any k the goals
of the segments
B. Reversible Lanes
i Develop
1. History on how the lanes came about
2. 170 travel patterns/existing conditions.
3 snumum vision for reversible lanes in the next 20-30
4. What e could do it those reversble Lans.
12. Questions?

A_ Public Officials
i Discussion centered on the Traffic Demand Model and the average
‘growth rate that was applied across the full 40-mile corridor, as
they are federally-approved numbers for East-West Gateway to use
n i that St.
Charles County is growing at a much faster rate than St. Louis City
or St. Louis County. Participants would prefer the planning study
had used a different projected growth rate for the westem end of
the study area.
Strong preferences were voiced for an additional lane in the
westem end of the study area.
iii. The railroad bridge just west of the study area created a host of
mmlm including why the study area stopped

limits

B

traffic. MoDOT officials explai ious studies inchuded
that brid which is why ly begins at Highway Z.
iv. Trwas also arti this PEL Study imit what
jocts oF.

ﬂammhmmbwbdmm:mﬁndmjx‘s

v. Attendees commented on the pending gas tax initiative and
stressed this tax passing s a priority in order to free up funding for

ii. How does some of the funding come about for these projects? Two
hanged in over 20 years.

Federal gas tax
Missouri gas tax

The gas tax has not kept up with inflation. The money for
g5 tax has not been able to fund these types of projects.

W

4. License registration
iii. Within 2 years (2019) this should be in the long-range plan, why is

mwumwgmmmmmmmfyh
problems to implement solutions.

C. Inmany stretches of Highway 70, lter is homendous; is it MoDOT or
individual cities’ to clean that up? It is the responsibility of
MoDOT to pick up trash, but let's keep questions to the 170 corridor.

D. What did the study cost? What year for implementation? What is the
mhmnntngethﬁmdmg7whldoﬁﬁndmgmﬁm7luebllu

ity, but biks trails are mainly
in Wentzville. lthmkbeﬁmewelooknhw list we need to look at
the “need” list. It took two years to get to this point. It cost $1 million, we
have to do this so that we can get federal funding for these projects. Some
funds have been identified but the earli 1d be put from
2016-2019. Fuel taxes, registration fees are where the funds come from.

E. Do any of these boards address this parallel route, what are they going to
du:homthm’khnbdcmd:mmthmmmmlﬂlﬂlmny

don’t

n the study
have a clearly defined
F. Mahmmmunmmmahmmxm
section of it and onit? I definitely agr
13. Adjourn

2. St. Louis County Public Officisals and Public Meeting Minutes

1-70 PEL Study Client:  MoDOT
Subject: Technical Advisory Group (TAG)
Meeting
MeetingDate/  July 19,2018 Project: 170 PEL Study
Time: 4pm, 5:30 pm
Meeting UMSL JC Penny Building MoDOT: J613038
Location: Number  Jacobs: C1X32800
Meeting Participants
Public Officials 1-70 PEL Team Members
Jaqueline Carr, St Louis County Council MoDOT
‘Elmstead, St. Charles County Bill Schoell
Robert Irvin, Bel-Nor Building Official Wesley Stephen
‘Spector, St. Louis Couaty Tc
Matt Unrein, City of Ferguson.
EWG
11 Members of the Public Jerry Blair
Marcie Meystrik

Consultant Team
MaryAun Taylor Crate (Added Dimensios)
Kelly Fernara (StatCommRx)
Tracey Lober (Jacobs)

(StrarCommRx)
Kennedy Moore (StatCommRx)

Summary of Meeting

'was the same. Cc
wlth discusslon polnts are noted below.

lons and Answers
A. Public Officials
a Whyhavemesxqmmtsmlbeenhrohndown ﬁml\ermlookat’l
ighway and Federal
Transit approve the reglonal demand modd.
b. bout lane? We
woﬂdngonmammnwandhwm be posted on the website.
¢ Ifeel like people
over 35 years, is that what you're working on? We could getrid of

them all together; we could convert them to have more lanes
available or even expanding them. There is a rangco{mlngskrutm
look at, and This s

only MoDOT, but also East West Gateway. They are mmnmmn;
optimally right now and they don't carry a large amount of traffic
either. It affects the City of St. Louls as well as the

Every time I come back on I-70 from Columbia, MO there s always
an accident around Wentzville, why is that? There have been at least
three NEPA studies on I-70 from Independence to St. Louls. From

a

designed to
a60-year-
ol infrastruceure and i noeds o be rebuilt and widened. What
you're seeing
Wentaville. It a bottleneck that has emerged.
B. Public Attendees

a mean by /2 That would ng

lane for more cars. lane

doesn't mean that meets the goals on the list.
b. Since It s so conceptual do you have an estimated construction cost?

oy wo have highLeve cos angas, fo example we know at MoDOT

wecanbal 855,50 il

in Ioﬂnd"‘

‘The next level

he reglon it? This
I5 not a project; the region must proritze golng forward and making
hi nrstae unconal for o sers, peope who drive, people who

walk, the body ot

8!
italready ans‘hz
mmmughnndum:humumplnmlnal 70 was not
designed for the amount of traffic.
‘When will this period of opportunity happen? Funding will drive a
Tot of this and right now we don’t have funding, There is a possibility
In passing a bill this fall to raise the gas tax by 10 cents, Legislature
and the citizen’s voice is what will drive having a better
transportation system.
d The all gototh
project? It's possible; it depends on the priorities of the state.
e Th Wentzville
decision on how the bridge impacts traffic? This study stops at Hwy
Zmddnesn‘tpbeyondlhn.ﬂnrusonwemppodazlsbemm

o

-70.
£ Why railroad rallroad was there
first; when they in the 1800s they were gi
power. They’re a transportation partner, too.

Does the study impact the NGA facility? Did you look at the Merchant
Bridge? We did reach out and had a meeting with NGA staff; they

«
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crossing the bridge and also their employees’ commaute. Nothing we
are doln‘ here will advetsdylmpacl tham meeting their deadline to
detail was

included in mmmmmmumum
h uawwmmmmcmummnormmum;s,
be designed

1DOT The bridge

aresult,
side.

L What for

vehicles e
the future don’t inhibit use of those type of vehicles.

3. Comments from July 18 and 19, 2018 Meetings
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MoDOT Public Comment Form
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i s e B T e e b
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. Time:
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MoDOT Public Comment Form

P35 leave any comments below. 1We appraciste your rput
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ENVISION

7e. .. .=
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e ol oppese any Whoet do meke e
Outer roads {vom Zumbehl Kd Ho Cove Serivss
One ¢ Tnrcovaunts Com b made
while (eav “,m roads dooa

Name (Optional): B’AA.’b b prpefha o
619 S+ Charies Motorsperts
S Cha a5 tar leg -Davs deen

ENVISION
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Lo W Vs
Name (Optional):

ENVISION

.

Place: g_.u/.. -
MoDOT Public Comment Form
Ploaso leave any commonts below, Wo approciete your ot

Gy, prspaanto fose pblec, Panportation tns
A:L/.W« O ¢ 2

s, Witech)

501
ENVISION y%& \\l V\‘\t\ Ve s
I7 \?\ i

MoDOT Public Gomment Form

Prease v any commentsbekow. We sopreciae your ot

*7% Ao //,4,
« */\’4A LAl
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ENVISION

MoDOT Public Comment Form

Pt o ry ot o o o
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ENVISION

Time: 5.0

Place: OFatien Chytia¥
MoDOT Public Comment Form
Plaase leave any comments below. We appreciate your input

_Do Nor Want One Wayq Senvice Ronos

Brunen (age oeigs ane Mio Bibar MMatt Oivi
inarchanger  This was brevatr up o Fhe baiT

GfImEnts 40 T3y psg was tuaned down @
$1aess Dwnery ga) resdends

Nlm(DﬂmlD:?Aur eeseq Dave Senclaia by

o 3x Pofes

ENVISION i

MoDOT Public Comment Form
Ploasa loave sny comments below. W appreciats yous input.

Name (Optional): .. (/| \ " || V¢
R Mo
ENVISION "”::%'5
.

Time:

o i Cgl0
‘MoDOT Public Comment Form

Prease leave any comments below. Ve apprecte your put.

Y hy nct naha ,I»} 7o o Lt/ iwacd T
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lons 44 st anotey G andpvany Jepe & o Fcee
N -4 z'a,/j [ Buty f7ams no
@ ke g 14 1y P 70 Kooy gicone] frsoelory Aece
Name (Optional): gt 027 nyfm»y / a 7; e
grers Lo
APE Povra 1222 &
LFe CesTlihlz

CharTr ve7
E3H 15T

ENVISION
¥ ENVISION sl e,
ose: 1
MoDOT Public Comment Form Time: M 307,
Plce: L2
4 P 73 MoDOT Public Comment Form
Uy —
S ¢ § L sujgert chaagng s appnacking hem
- Tback
P by r-avmher e<prrs famec as T-08 cteucis)
i #re P
Name (Option; 7

Joha Crocatn
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Submitted via email following meeting:
I understand that this project it officially just in the "study” phase, however it is my

way. | would like to go on record and let it be known that | emphatically oppose any one way

service road project, specifically between Zumbehl and Mid Rivers Mall dr. That corridor is

way service roads can greatly hinder business. My business was located on highway 94 before
project. our in traffic
decreased significantly. The property has had 2 other

a p whatit
once did. | would be happy to share further thoughts and comments.

Thank you,

Dan Grosvenor
5 Star Auto Plaza

Sstarcar.com

travels. 1t may i i More

st

‘sales tax help that situation?

When i y

have to drive farther 10 get to their destination?

HiKaly,

about the Envision i X
ighly against thi In other ty y ithurt
. i i i 70

hotal. At that point. they will justfind a hotal hat s down the road.

10 navigate. i oq
st butwhen 1 do, I get very ying 1o get to the
businesses | need to use. | prf i i

area.

businessas. : roads, but it won't. Along I-70 at Mid
Rivers, whero i i near the mall

'HomaGoods

that sat there before either.

Have a wonderful day!
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NEWSLETTER ARTICLE

03 03 2017

i{VISION
Envision I-70: Join the Conversation!

How will Interstate 70 (I-70), and the area around it, look in the future? What
changes would be welcome and what should be preserved? What multimodal
considerations should be included? Now you have an opportunity to share your
ideas about this critical part of our region.

The Missouri Department of Transportation (MoDOT) is taking a high-level look
at what I-70 is today, and envisioning what it can be in the future. A new study,
managed by MoDOT, in close coordination with East-West Gateway Council of
Governments and Metro, will look at the area of the interstate beginning just west
of the 1-70/1-64 interchange in Wentzville and continuing through the Stan Musial
Veterans Memorial Bridge complex to the end of the express lanes in downtown
St. Louis City.

The area includes a vibrant mix of residential, commercial, and industrial land
uses. Whether you use I-70 for your daily commute, to transport goods across
the country, to reach school, or to travel to and from the many activities St. Louis
has to offer, MoDOT wants to hear from you!

To provide your input, visit www.envisioni70.com, where you can take a brief
survey, share your ideas for the 1-70 corridor, and learn more about this study.
Please feel free to share this link with colleagues, neighbors, friends, and others
who use I-70 for business or personal travel.

You can also share feedback and learn more at an upcoming public meeting
MoDOT will hold related to the 1-70 study:

Thursday, March 30, 2017,5—-7 pm
Normandy Government Office
7700 Natural Bridge Road
Normandy, MO 63121

(Note to editor: Please feel free to customize this information to fit your available
space, but we do ask that you include the link to the website and survey.)
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STAKEHOLDER COMMUNICATIONS

03102017

ENVISION

I7@
March 9, 2017

To: Community Partners and MoDOT Stakeholders:

Please help MoDOT share news about the new I-70 project and help gather
feedback on this interactive survey tool. Below please find:

1) Draft copy for your newsletter — which includes details on the project
scope and parameters.

2) Low-resolution graphic files you can use online; cutlines are also provided.
High resolutions files are available by contacting Kelly Ferrara,
StratCommRx. Her email is Kelly@StratCommRx.com.

3) Draft social media content for Facebook and Twitter.

We will also be posting on the MoDOT social media channels and encourage you

to share these posts as well. Thank you for doing your part for helping us create
a report informed by the community.

Laura Ellen
Missouri Department of Transportation
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1) Draft copy for your newsletter

(Note to editor: Please feel free to customize this information to fit your available space,
but we do ask that you include the link to the website.)

(Note to designer: Please use the artwork and cutline option included, should space

permit. We also recommend the option of a Call Out box highlighting the public meeting
information presented here.)

Envision I-70: Join the Conversation!

How will Interstate 70 (I-70), and the area
around it, look in the future? What changes
would be welcome and what should be YOUR
preserved? What multimodal considerations 1
should be included? Now you have an OPINION COUNTS
Opportunity to share your ideas about this Tell us what you think by submitting comments,

feedback and make your voice heard.

critical part of our region. e Ervisiono o
The Missouri Department of Transportation
(MoDOT) is taking a high-level look at what
I-70 is today, and envisioning what it can be
in the future. A new study, managed by
MoDOT, in close coordination with East-

West Ga_teway Council of Govern_ments and MoDOT is eager to collect your thoughts
Metro, will look at the area of the interstate on I-70. Please use their digital survey
beginning just west of the I-70/1-64 today. Link is available at Envisioni70.com.
interchange in Wentzville and continuing

through the Stan Musial Veterans Memorial Bridge complex to the end of the
express lanes in downtown St. Louis City.

The area includes a vibrant mix of residential, commercial, and industrial land
uses. Whether you use I-70 for your daily commute, to transport goods across
the country, to reach school, or to travel to and from the many activities St. Louis
has to offer, MoDOT wants to hear from you!

MoDOT Hosts Public Meeting To provide your input, visit
March 30,2017, 5 - 7pm www.envisioni70.com, where you can take a
Normandy Government Office brief survey, share your ideas for the I-70
Courtroom corridor, and learn more about this study.
7700 Natural Bridge Road Please feel free to share this link with
Normandy, MO 63121 colleagues, neighbors, friends, and others
who use |I-70 for business or personal travel.
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You can also share feedback and learn more at an upcoming public meeting
MoDOT will hold related to the I-70 study on Thursday, March 30, 2017, from 5 —
7 pm. The meeting will be in the Normandy Government Office Courtroom
located at 7700 Natural Bridge Road in Normandy, MO, 63121.

2) Low-resolution graphic files you can use online; cutlines are also
provided. High resolutions files are available by contacting Kelly
Ferrara, StratCommRXx. Her email is Kelly@StratCommRx.com.

ENVISIONI°7Q

YOUR
OPINION COUNTS!

Tell us what you think by submitting comments,
feedback and make your voice heard.

www.Envisioni70.com

Cutline: MoDOT is eagéto collect your thoughts on |-70. Please use their digital
survey today. Link is available at Envisioni70.com.

319



e 170 N
1<)

-] ? e
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ENVISION 170

00

Cutline: MoDOT'’s newest project is a study of I-70. Please visit their website;
take the online survey. www.Envisioni70.com.

3) Draft social media content for Facebook and Twitter

Draft language for MoDOT partners and community advocates to consider using
on their social media pages. The above graphics can also be used, along with
links to the project website. www.Envisioni7Ocom.

Facebook
A. Use before public meeting on 3/30

Envision [-70 with MoDOT! They want to hear your point of view about your vision
for the [-70 corridor, as part of the I-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages (I-
PEL) Study. Attend a public meeting on Thursday, March 30, 2017, from 5 - 7 pm, at
the Normandy Government Office on 7700 Natural Bridge Road, in Normandy, MO,
63121. Their online interactive survey is also available to you, and can be found
here: www.Envisioni70.com.

B. Use after 3/30
Join the conversation to envision the future of I-70! MoDOT, Metro and the East-

West Gateway Council of Governments have initiated a study to develop a strategic
plan for the future of the I-70 corridor. The I-70 Planning and Environmental
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Linkages (I-PEL) Study will provide a broad framework and implementation
strategies to meet the desired future mobility and accessibility needs of this critical
regional transportation link. Share your point of view by taking this interactive
survey and submitting comments to help formulate a vision for the I-70 corridor.
www.Envisioni70.com

Twitter
A. Use before public meeting on 3/30 (127 characters — link to public
meeting page of website)

MoDOT will host a public meeting on 3/30. Take their online, interactive survey
and learn about an |-70 Study. More online here http://bit.ly/2mHbQm3

B. Use after 3/30 (124 characters)

MoDOT recently unveiled an interactive survey tool to help study I-70 in the St.
Louis region. Please share your feedback at www.Envisioni70.com.

H#it#H
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NEWSLETTER ARTICLE

04 12 2017

170
Envision I-70: Join the Conversation!

How will Interstate 70 (I-70), and the area around it, look in the future? What
changes would be welcome and what should be preserved? What multimodal
considerations should be included? Now you have an opportunity to share your
ideas about this critical part of our region.

The Missouri Department of Transportation (MoDOT) is taking a high-level look
at what I-70 is today, and envisioning what it can be in the future. A new study,
managed by MoDOT, in close coordination with East-West Gateway Council of
Governments and Metro, will look at the area of the interstate beginning just west
of the 1-70/1-64 interchange in Wentzville and continuing through the Stan Musial
Veterans Memorial Bridge complex to the end of the express lanes in downtown
St. Louis City.

The area includes a vibrant mix of residential, commercial, and industrial land
uses. Whether you use I-70 for your daily commute, to transport goods across
the country, to reach school, or to travel to and from the many activities St. Louis
has to offer, MoDOT wants to hear from you!

To provide your input, visit www.envisioni70.com, where you can take a brief
survey, share your ideas for the 1-70 corridor, and learn more about this study.
Please feel free to share this link with colleagues, neighbors, friends, and others
who use I-70 for business or personal travel.

(Note to editor: Please feel free to customize this information to fit your available
space, but we do ask that you include the link to the website and survey.)
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PUBLIC OFFICIALS COMMUNICATIONS

04 12 2017

ENVISION

17@
April 12, 2017

To: Public Officials and MoDOT Stakeholders:

Please help the Missouri Department of Transportation (MoDOT) share news
about the new I-70 project and gather feedback on our interactive survey tool.
Below please find:

1) Draft copy for your newsletter — which includes details on the project
scope and parameters.

2) Low-resolution graphic files you can use online; cutlines are also provided.
High resolutions files are available by contacting Kelly Ferrara,
StratCommRx. Her email is Kelly@StratCommRx.com.

3) Draft social media content for Facebook and Twitter.

We will also be posting on the MoDOT social media channels and encourage you
to share these posts as well.

An additional attachment to this email is a one-page PDF of a flyer that can be
used on your local bulletin boards, in libraries or at any public computer station.

Thank you for doing your part to help us create a report informed by the
community.

Laura Ellen
Missouri Department of Transportation

323



1) Draft copy for your newsletter

(Note to editor: Please feel free to customize this information to fit your available space,
but we do ask that you include the link to the website.)

(Note to designer: Please use the artwork and cutline option included, should space
permit. We also recommend the option of a Call Out box highlighting the public meeting
information presented here.)

Envision I-70: Join the Conversation!

How will Interstate 70 (I-70), and the area
around it, look in the future? What changes
would be welcome and what should be YOU R

preserved? What multimodal considerations OPl N ION COU NTS!

should be included? Now you have an Tell us what you think by submitting comments,
opportunity to share your ideas about this feedback and make your voice heard.

critical part of our region. www.Envisioni70.com

The Missouri Department of Transportation
(MoDQT) is taking a high-level look at what
I-70 is today, and envisioning what it can be
in the future. A new study, managed by
MoDOT, in close coordination with East-
West Gateway Council of Governments and
Metro, will look at the area of the interstate MoDOT is eager to collect your thoughts
beginning just west of the I-70/1-64 on |-70. Please use their digital survey

. . . L today. Link is available at Envisioni70.com.
interchange in Wentzville and continuing

through the Stan Musial Veterans Memorial

Bridge complex to the end of the express lanes in downtown St. Louis City.

The area includes a vibrant mix of residential, commercial, and industrial land
uses. Whether you use I-70 for your daily commute, to transport goods across
the country, to reach school, or to travel to and from the many activities St. Louis
has to offer, MoDOT wants to hear from you!

To provide your input, visit www.envisioni70.com, where you can take a brief
survey, share your ideas for the 1-70 corridor, and learn more about this study.
Please feel free to share this link with colleagues, neighbors, friends, and others
who use I-70 for business or personal travel.
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2) Low-resolution graphic files you can use online; cutlines are also
provided. High resolutions files are available by contacting Kelly
Ferrara, StratCommRx. Her email is Kelly@StratCommRx.com.

YOUR
OPINION COUNTS!

Tell us what you think by submitting comments,

feedback and make your voice heard.

www.Envisioni70.com

%N, D

Cutline: MoDOT is eageto collect your thoughts on |-70. Please use their digital
survey today. Link is available at Envisioni70.com.

ENVISIONI-7O

ASOUT PUBLICMEETINGS ENGAGE WHOIS NVOLVED?  CONTACT US

ENVISION 170

00
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Cutline: MoDOT’s newest project is a study of I-70. Please visit their website;
take the online survey. www.Envisioni70.com.

3) Draft social media content for Facebook and Twitter

Draft language for MoDOT partners and community advocates to consider using
on their social media pages. The above graphics can also be used, along with
links to the project website. www.Envisioni7Ocom.

Facebook

Join the conversation to envision the future of I-70! MoDOT, Metro and the East-
West Gateway Council of Governments have initiated a study to develop a
strategic plan for the future of the 1-70 corridor. The 1-70 Planning and
Environmental Linkages (I-PEL) Study will provide a broad framework and
implementation strategies to meet the desired future mobility and accessibility
needs of this critical regional transportation link. Share your point of view by
taking this interactive survey and submitting comments to help formulate a vision
for the 1-70 corridor. www.Envisioni70.com/

Twitter (124 characters)

MoDOT recently unveiled an interactive survey tool to help study I-70 in the St.
Louis region. Please share your feedback at www.Envisioni70.com.

HHH#
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FACT SHEET

02 2018

ENVISION

17@

Planning and Environmental Linkages Study Fact Sheet
FEBRUARY 2018

= é"_-‘”'\

’ ST. LOUIS
ROUTE Z TO ROUTE K COUNTY

ROUTE K TO HWY 94
HWY 94 TO 1-270
1-270 TO FLORISSANT RD.

ANT RD. TO N. BROADWAY

THE SCOPE

@ The study is being managed by the Missouri Department of Transportation (MoDOT) in close
coordination with East-West Gateway Council of Governments and Metro, and is drawing on
past regional transportation plans.

The study boundaries are from just west of the I-70/I-64 interchange in Wentzville and
continues through the New Mississippi River Bridge complex to the end of the express lanes in
downtown St. Louis City.

The area under review is densely developed with a mix of residential, commercial, and industrial
land uses.
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THE STUDY

The I-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages (I-70 PEL) Study will:

@ Provide a broad framework and implementation strategies to meet the desired future
mobility and accessibility needs of this critical regional transportation link;

@ Consider important sustainability elements affecting the corridor - such as issues related

to economic development opportunities, transportation safety, the environment, future
multimodal needs, freight and port distribution needs, and social equity; and

@ Develop a transportation vision for the future of the corridor.

THE STATUS

Originally started in 2014, the project was put on hiatus due to state funding. It was
renewed in December of 2016 and will conclude in 2018. Key milestones and activities were
identified by the project team and are currently underway. Public outreach will occur
throughout the process and includes technical and senior advisory group meetings, key
influencer interviews, an online and interactive survey tool, a project website, public official
briefings, public meetings, and two briefings for resource agencies.
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ENVISION I-70 DESTINATIONS MAP

02 07 2018
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WEBSITE SCREENSHOT

06 06 2018

ABOUT PUBLIC MEETINGS WHO IS INVOLVED? CONTACT US

FUTURE .

Welcome to the project website for the I-70 Regional Q
Needs and gles Di P Q
Study, which will be developed as a Planning and

Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study.

ENVISION I-70

The Missouri Department of Transportation (MoDOT), in collaboration with their
regional planning partners, East-West Gateway Coundil of Governments (EWGCOG) and
Metro has embarked on a unique endeavor to develop a transportation vision of the |-
70 corridor. The study area is from just west of the I-70/1-64 interchange in Wentzville

and continues through the New Mississippi River Bridge complex to the end of the
express lanes in downtown St. Louls City. The study area is densely developed with a
View Gallery mix of residential, commercial, and industrial land uses. The study is being managed by
MoDOT and Is being closely coordinated with EWGCOG and Metro and is drawing on
Q past regional transportation plans.

Special thanks go out to our study partners: staff and leadership from St. Charles
County, St. Louls County, St. Louls City, and municipalities touching the corridor,
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PUBLIC MEETING CONTENT

07 01 2018

:INVISION
July 2018

To: Public Officials and MoDOT Stakeholders:

Please help the Missouri Department of Transportation (MoDOT) share news about our I-70
project during upcoming public meetings. Below please find draft copy for your newsletter,
including details for two public meetings. We will also be posting about these public meetings
on the MoDOT social media channels, and encourage you to share these posts.

Thank you for doing your part to help us engage with the community on this important topic.

Wesley Stephen
Missouri Department of Transportation

Proposed Municipal Newsletter Copy: (229 words)

Learn About the Future of the I-70 Corridor

Is 1-70 a part of your community or your commute? Are you interested in the
future of issues related to traffic, transit, and development along the I-70
corridor? Have you ever wondered what is involved in a long-range planning
process for our region’s interstates? If so, two upcoming public meetings may be
of interest to you.

The Missouri Department of Transportation (MoDOT), in close coordination with
East-West Gateway Council of Governments and Metro, is in the final stages of a
planning and environmental linkages study called Envision I-70. The study takes
a high-level look at what 1-70 is today, and envisions what it can be in the future.
The area under consideration begins just west of the |-70/1-64 interchange in
Wentzville and continues through the Stan Musial Veterans Memorial Bridge
complex to the end of the express lanes in downtown St. Louis City.

Over the past few years, MoDOT has gathered feedback from thousands of
members of the public, as well as area stakeholders and experts, to inform their
planning for this critical part of our region’s infrastructure. Now they are hosting
two public meetings to share what they have learned. Please mark your
calendars and plan to attend whichever date works best for you!

Wednesday, July 18 Thursday, July 19

5:30-7:00 pm 5:30 - 7:00 pm

O’Fallon City Hall JCPenney Building, Room 202
Multi-purpose Room University of Missouri-St. Louis
100 N Main Street 1 University Drive

O’Fallon, MO 63366 St. Louis MO 63121

333



Suggested social media posts:

Tweet:

Is 1-70 part of your community or commute? Join MoDOT at the final public
meetings on planning the future of this corridor! July 18, 5:30-7pm, O’Fallon City
Hall or July 19, 5:30-7pm, JCP Bldg, Room 202, UMSL.

Facebook:

Is 1-70 a part of your community or your commute? Please join MoDOT at one of
two final public meetings to discuss the 1-70 corridor, from just west of the 1-70/I-
64 interchange in Wentzville through the Stan Musial Veterans Memorial Bridge
complex to the end of the express lanes in downtown St. Louis City.

Wednesday, July 18
5:30-7pm

O’Fallon City Hall
Multipurpose Room
100 N. Main Street
O’Fallon, MO 63366

Thursday, July 19

5:30-7pm

JC Penny Building, Room 202
University of Missouri-St. Louis
1 University Drive

St. Louis, MO 63121

Tweet:

Mark your calendars! MoDOT is hosting two final public meetings on a new vision
for the 1-70 corridor. Join them July 18, 5:30-7pm, O’Fallon City Hall or July 19,
5:30-7pm, JCP Bldg, Room 202, UMSL.

Facebook:

Over the past few years, MoDOT has gathered feedback from thousands of
members of the public, as well as area stakeholders and experts, to inform
planning for the 1-70 corridor. Join them for two final public meetings to hear what
they have learned. Please mark your calendars and plan to attend whichever
date works best for you!

Wednesday, July 18
5:30-7pm

O’Fallon City Hall
Multipurpose Room
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100 N. Main Street
O’Fallon, MO 63366

Thursday, July 19

5:30-7pm

JC Penny Building, Room 202
University of Missouri-St. Louis
1 University Drive

St. Louis, MO 63121

Tweet:

MoDOT's Envision |-70 study takes a high-level look at what I-70 is today, and
envisions what it can be in the future. Learn more at two upcoming public
meetings: July 18, 5:30-7pm, O’Fallon City Hall or July 19, 5:30-7pm, JCP Bldg,
Room 202, UMSL.

Facebook:

After gathering feedback from thousands of members of the public, as well as
area stakeholders and experts MoDOT, in close coordination with East-West
Gateway Council of Governments and Metro, is in the final stages of a study
called Envision I-70. This study takes a high-level look at what I-70 is today, and
envisions what it can be in the future. Learn more at two upcoming public
meetings:

Wednesday, July 18
5:30-7pm

O’Fallon City Hall
Multipurpose Room
100 N. Main Street
O’Fallon, MO 63366

Thursday, July 19

5:30-7pm

JC Penny Building, Room 202
University of Missouri-St. Louis
1 University Drive

St. Louis, MO 63121
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PUBLIC MEETINGS NEWS RELEASE

07 13 2018

ENVISION

I7@

For immediate release
July 13, 2018

MoDOT to Wrap-Up Envision I-70 Planning
Project with Two Public Meetings

St. Louis, Mo. -- The Missouri Department of Transportation (MoDOT), in close
coordination with East-West Gateway Council of Governments and Metro, will
host two public meetings this month during the final stage of a planning and
environmental linkages study called Envision |-70.

The study takes a high-level look at what I-70 is today and envisions what it can
be in the future. The area under consideration begins just west of the I-70/I-64
interchange in Wentzville and continues through the Stan Musial Veterans
Memorial Bridge complex to the end of the express lanes in downtown St. Louis
City.

Over the past few years, MoDOT and the project team have gathered feedback
from thousands of members of the public, as well as area stakeholders and
experts, to inform planning for this critical part of our region’s infrastructure.
During these two public meetings the team will share what they have learned.

Members of the public are encouraged to attend one of the two meetings:

Wednesday, July 18 Thursday, July 19

5:30-7:00 pm 5:30 - 7:00 pm

O’Fallon City Hall JC Penney Building, Room 202
Multi-purpose Room University of Missouri-St. Louis
100 N Main Street 1 University Drive

O’Fallon, MO 63366 St. Louis, MO 63121

Both meetings will be preceded by briefings for public officials and meetings of
stakeholder groups who have advised the project team.

HHH#

For more information contact:
Kelly Ferrara
Kelly@StratCommRx.com
314-221-2251
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SOCIAL MEDIA PUBLIC COMMENTS

2018

1-70 PEL Social Media Public Comments

Via Facebook: 80
Via Twitter: 2

Breakdown

K}]OXZNOW‘S Twitter @chrisregniertv
1-70 in St. Charles this morning. Area here is part of about a 40 mile stretch
of 70 being looked at for possible improvements under study called Envision
1-70. Stretch under consideration runs from just west of 70/1-64 interchange
in Wentzville to the end of the express...(1)

0 (2)...lanes in downtown StL. MoDOT will lay out study results at 2 public
mtgs. The meetings are later today and tomorrow from 5:30-7:00. Today’s
meeting is at O’Fallon, MO City Hall in
multi-purpose room; tomorrow’s
meeting is in JC Penney Building on
UMSL campus in Room 202.

o Another pic of |-70 this morning in St.
Charles. The Envision 1-70 study to
improve 70 that is being laid out in
meetings later today/tomorrow looks
at several areas. Those areas include
reducing congestion, improving
operations and economic vitality and
making the highway...(1)

o 2)...safer for all modes of travel.
MoDOT has been working on the study in conjunction with Metro and East-
West Gateway Council of Governments.

o MoDOT spokesperson tells me there is no exact timeline for when any
potential improvements to I-70 in Stl area laid out in “Envision 1-70” study
could become reality. I'm told at this point funding for project hasn’t been
secured. I’'m told improvements could be done piece...(1)

0 (2)...by piece as funds became available. Even though potential I-70
improvements are only conceptual now, MoDOT wants to have specific plan
in place for if/when funds opened up.

o Comments

= @Stevede73780519 Replying to @chrisregniertv @ FOX2now
It's funny how our communities and roads don't have funding for
repairs but our politicians are never hurting for money

= @Stephenjrobin Replying to @chrisregniertv @FOX2now
@StLouisTraffic @MoDOT @IDOT _lllinois @StengerSTLCo
@LydaKrewson This is a major artery of the region, the city, the
county, AND a local artery. What are the visionary alternatives?
Monorail? Express lanes? Elevated lanes? Toll road? Please do not
be shortsighted. Be Enlightened

e MoDOT STL’s Facebook
0 July 18,2018. 70 comments
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Angie Maniaci I would love to have a metro train from St
Charles into STL County. Reading a book on the way to work
instead of stressing out in traffic jams sounds pretty good to
me.

Chris Hermann Hell noooooo

Cory Radford We had one in Denver and everyone rode it. And
it went through all types of socioeconomic places.
Professionals, students, police, people going out for dinner, etc..
rode it. The problem with our area doing it is our crime levels
are so high and there are so many nightmare stories
surrounding the Metrolink in St. Louis that people here in St.
Charles County do not want it here to potentially raise crime
levels. And there is a reason I like living in Saint Charles
County. We have a conservative government who doesn't put
up with the nonsense of the liberal nonsense in St. Louis
County and City.

Jeffrey Allan I'd be shocked to see any attempt at being
MetroLink train out here again. It’s failed before and St Charles
County residents made it clear, no thanks. Metro Bus tried
many years to test the waters. The bus came all the way it to
Mid Rivers mall. That ended as well due to lack of ridership
and the fact the bus runs both ways and increased the
shoplifting at the mall. Ask the folks at the Galleria now they
like having a train stop at their mall.

If St. Louis County can figure out how to make it more useful
and set up a several other lines to get around St Louis County
they might have something. The train doesn’t serve enough
area for people to actually take the train to work. Wash DC has
a great metro train system due to the multiple lines covering
the city like a web.

MetroLink covers so few areas you'd still need a bus or cab to
get to most places in the county. It’s easier to drive your self
than to play that game.

St Louis City is also its own County. They wanted it that way
many years ago when it served them. They’d love to
incorporate St Louis County into their financial coffers but they
want to be in charge. We have he most inefficient metropolitan
area with an amazing amount of duplicated services for all of
the municipalities and villages. They can’t be fixed when
everyone wants to have their own local head honcho. St
Charles County has dozens of subdivisions larger than some St.
Louis County cities. Better resource management will need to
come before any mass transit improvement can happen.
Angie Maniaci First of all, there is plenty of crime in St Charles
County already. That’s an old tired argument of light rail trains
being the only conduit to crime increase. One of the problems

338



with our metro train is that there aren’t enough riders because
it doesn’t go enough places. When there are more people
around, it’s safer.I've visited other cities, both in the US:
Chicago, Boston, and in the UK: London, Liverpool, York and a
small university town, Huddersfield, and was able to go
everywhere | wanted without a car.

I've lived in STC CO since 1971, so I'm not a transplant from
“liberal St Louis County”, and I would give my eyeteeth to be
able to ride a train instead of drive everywhere. It’s better for
the environment, and it’s better for the economy.

Kyle Watson No offense and not trying to argue here but
highly doubt that nobody rides the trains due to not enough
places to go. Nobody rides the trains because they don’t want
to be shot, beat up, or be around crime to go from point A to
point B. The metro is a joke. Other than when people ride them
to go to Cardinal games and Blues games.

Kristin Shepherd No. Address the crime on the metro in STL
before expanding it. I've gotten to where I won’t even try to
avoid traffic by taking it into the city. I drive and pay to park
because it’s safer.

Cory Radford The last two times we rode it we were harassed
and had horrible experiences. One time a group of young men
harassing my wife and another young lady who was with us.
The other time pan handlers asking for money.

Rob Schiffer Been riding Metro from North Hanley to
downtown for 10 years. Never felt unsafe. Don’t believe all the
negativity. I challenge any nay-sayers to ride it for 30 days. You
will change your mind. Metro offers a free month trial too!
Sean Schutz Angie Maniaci try the audio books for your drive.
[ drive to East StL daily and love the audiobooks. You can get
from library or download to phone from there app for free. My
wife took train to Barnes for years and the drove the last few
years due to the dangers and harrasment.

Scott Michael Please come inside get out of the heat, what are
you thinking no hood rats in St Charles you lady are lying to
yourself

Michael Rhoades Wentzville is the fastest growing city in
Missouri outside of KC.

That being said NOTHING has been done for many years to
accommodate the rate of growth my community is
experiencing.

This is truly a life, health and safety concern that needs to be
addressed.

[ understand how the studies are done and I'm aware of the
funding issues but people are getting killed and the
Hwy/interstates are literally getting shut down due to volume
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and accidents.

[ cannot help my community has weak representation but
something needs to be done.

With the tax rate what it is in my area the residents should see
areturn on their investment.

#teamwentzville

Janet Foss You are so right! Our area needs to be addressed
before more subdivisions and commercial development takes
place.

Angie Maniaci Totally agree with you, Mr. Rhoades! [ drive
from St Peters to Wentzville to visit my parents and I have
begun to use HWY N because of how dangerous that stretch of
hwy is from the 70/40-61 exchange to the Pearce Blvd exit. It's
insanely scary!

Christine Ewalt Well after the put up the sound barrier walls
that were not only promised, but required, on 364 from Mid
Rivers out to 40 ... oh wait, they claim they won't.

Whatever you do in Wentzville, stay on too of it or you will end
up like the folks that live along the Page Ext.

MoDOT - St. Louis Christine Ewalt MoDOT never promised
soundwalls along Route 364. Any property built after the
corridor was publically approved in 1992 were not eligible for
soundwalls. MoDOT evaluated noise for properties built before
1992 but they did not met the criteria. We understand that
certain developers promised soundwalls but they were not
speaking for MoDOT. In fact, we went so far as to put billboards
along the corridor to let residents know there would be no
soundwalls.

Robin B. Luney Michael Rhoades, you are so right! I live in
Wentzville too. I can't understand how 170 goes from 3 lanes to
2 lanes in Wentzville. Firstly, by the time that the 3rd lane was
added to 170, it was already time to add more. Secondly, more
lanes are truly needed west of the 70/61 intersection. Anyone
who doesn't believe this is an issue should be forced to
commute for at least a month from Wright City to downtown
STL.

Bill Clugston MoDOT needs to straighten out the S- Curve
where the railroad crosses I-70.

Amber Raasch I emailed MoDOT about the 40/64 stretch from
Highway K to Wentzville. They said that they are well aware of
the problem but it's not in the budget. Well thanks. Feeling the
love in one of the fastest growing areas of greater St Louis but
oh, we're not in the budget!!!

Kristin Shepherd Add extra lanes from St. Peters through
Wentzville. The growth rate makes not doing this
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unacceptable. I hate 70 and feel like I'm on a death trap every
time I'm on it.

Gerald Lueck NO metro link in St. Charles!

Kyle Watson Blow up Highway K and Manchester Road or
make Highway K 6 lanes both directions and make Manchester
road 10 lanes both directions. [Que in my heart will go on by
Celine Dion]

Kristin Shepherd I've read where the city of O’Fallon is
working on widening K to keep up with the growth expected in
coming years. They're trying to do it without tax increases.
Kyle Watson Kristin Shepherd That would be awesome!! |
don’t really follow these things but that’s exciting news if it
actually gets done.

Kristin Shepherd Oh, and they're trying to work with MoDOT
on all state highways in the area.

Kristin Shepherd There was an article in the dispatch in
February about the boom in O’Fallon. That was one thing they
mentioned as well as upgrading the water and sewage systems.
They’re trying to be proactive.

Lisa Kuchik They started the water lines already. Main Street
is done, now they are in the old area subdivision in north
OFallon. My water bill has already gone up $20.

Erin Tierney And no tolls please!

Kelly Benner Tolls would reduce the tax dollars required to
repair the roads. So they would actually get repaired.

Zachary Herman Toll from warrenton out to Columbia. We
have tons of out of state traffic that adds wear and tear to the
roads. Why shouldn’t we place a roll on these as our roads are
crap. Look at the states which have tolls. Look a the roads they
drive in? [ would be for the metro expansion after the take care
of the roads. The stretch of Highway from 70/40 out to
Warrenton should be redone first and foremost. Change alter
the two s-curve turns that not only big down traffic but create
accidents because of the shear volume of traffic. As one of the
other locals said let’s get the town taken care of before we add
stress from another area.

Bill Clugston How do they plan to collect the tolls?

The Pennsylvania Turnpike uses a ticketing system whereby
you get a toll ticket when you get on the highway and pay when
you get off.

The Garden State Parkway in New Jersey stops traffic every 15
miles or so to collect the tolls and it's a mess.

Buchholz Brian Hwy 70 east of Wentzville Parkway through
Hwy A needs to be widened as does Hwy40/61 overpassing
Hwy 70. Not widening the road is a guarantee of more severe
crashes and deaths.
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Cory Radford Let's talk about highway 40/1-64 or whatever
it's being called now a days. It's the 4 lanes of Hell from
Wentzville until past Highway K going East. And from Highway
K until about Troy going west/north. I implore state reps and
high ranking officials to ride along with me to and from
Wentzville to highway K during rush hour. This stretch
desperately needs to be 6 lanes. 3 lanes in each direction from
Wentzville through Highway K. Or explore an express lane
where it can be used by east bound traffic in the morning and
west bound at night. That way the two nightmare spots in the
morning, the huge dumpoff of oncoming traffic off of Highway
N/Highway 364 /and Winghaven will not clog up the right
lanes of traffic. And at night in reverse order. When coming
home westbound from about 3:30 until 6 PM the amount of
traffic trying to merge off of the Paige extension on WB 40/64
is ridiculous. Such a poorly designed interchange. Let's dump
off 2 lanes of traffic onto 2 lanes of already congested traffic
sandwiched in between two heavy traffic on ramps of N ans
Lake Saint Louis Blvd.

Christina Hoops Price Something needs to be done to
minimize traffic eastbound between 270 and 170. It take over
an hour to get from wentzville to downtown and at least half of
that is this short stretch which’s is always at a standstill.
Steve Wurtzel The section of I-70 from Warrenton to
Wentzville needs to be rebuilt w/ more lanes just for safety
concerns alone —especially around the wentzville parkway
area.

Michelle Ross Robinett I care less about the stretch between
downtown and 61 and more about the nightmare death- alley
experience that is 61 to Wentzville pkwy

Steve Willott Eliminating the express lanes would necessitate
reconfiguring the various overpasses, | believe.

Lois Rickman Hopefully they'll start with a new higher and
wider RR bridge over I-70 in Wentzville.

Dusty Roth Words, words, words... Instead of complaining on
Facebook, go to one of the forementioned meetings.

Cheryl Sronce No Metrolink into St Charles!!!

Vernell Dorn Just fix the potholes and I'll be good

Joshua William In other words. Tax increase talks...

Adam Berry But our state is Republican controlled and |
thought only evil democrats raised taxes?

Lois Rickman Not always so.

They talk about the construction, time and inconveniences .
Zach Snell The rail bridge crossing over highway 70 at
Wentzville has chunks of concrete falling off of it onto the
highway. 2 teens were arrested for throwing rocks off of
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bridge, lets see who gets locked up over this
situation........... nope tax increase to pay for repairs.
0 March 23,2017. 2 comments
= Bruce Boyd I thought this was going to be about I-70 across
Missouri, but it's only for St. Louis and St. Charles.
= Artie Waterbury Blow it up and rebuild it
0 March17,2017. 3 comments
= Cheryl Ekstrom A survey like no other I have seen before.
Rather unusual. I'm afraid a decision has already been made in
the minds of MoDot: a toll hwy 70. This would be so
discriminatory to the people depending on this hwy. I really
don't think we want to set this precedent in our state, do we?
= Tina Fanetti This was way more complicated than |
anticipated. I quit at the maps...
= Bert Schultz Don't make 70 a toll road.
St. Louis Dispatch’s Article: “MoDOT sets public meetings on local I-70 needs
0 1 Comment
= Layne Bradford what is the cost of construction? (via
Facebook)
Bryan Spencer’s Facebook Page (on post about July 2018 Public Meetings)
0 2 Comments
= Steve Patchin Something Kansas City needs to do from about
Blue Springs to downtown Kansas City.
= Rebecca Vogler Splain ['m so worried that it's going to
become a toll road. [ drive everyday from Wright City to St.
Peters and I can't imagine the headache my commute would
become.
New Wentzvillian for St. Charles Countians Facebook Page (on post about
July 2018 Public Meetings)
0 2 Comments
0 Jack Selph Perhaps the Railroad could inject some funds to assist
in
that bridge problem. Wonder about their liability if they don't.
0 Joan Tucker Why does propane and natural gas taxes also
increase?

»

HHH
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