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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 JMTitus@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 lpeterson@metrostlouis.org

Larry Eisenberg University of MO St. Louis eisenbergl@umsl.edu

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

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

Louis Clayton City of Lake Saint Louis lclayton@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@stlmuni.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 sbender@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@sbcglobal.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 III 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@lakesaintlouis.com

Kevin Bookout City of Bridgeton cityadmin@bridgetonmo.com

Lacy Clay U.S. House of Representatives

Lance Peterson Metro lpeterson@metrostlouis.org

Larry Dobrosky St. Charles lawrence.dobrosky@stcharlescitymo.gov

Laura Meyer Jacobs Laura.Meyer@jacobs.com

Lawrence "Butch" Besmer Woodson Terrace lbesmer@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@lakesaintlouis.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 sbender@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@livenation.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 pjmckee@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 cbertolucci@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 sboyle@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@jqh.com

Tony Mathews Western St. Charles County Chamber of Commerce tony@westernstcharlescountychamber.com

Daryl Muhammad SCI Engineering dmuhammad@sciengineering.com

John Parmentier I-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@WaltersJewelryInc.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 DivisTapia.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 Publi 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 Servi Renee.Cook@mo.usda.gov

Scott Tener Federal Aviation Administration -- St. Louis Lambert International AirpScott.Tener@faa.gov
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MINUTES 
07 28 2014 STL CITY TAG 

 

 
  

 
 

501 North Broadway 
Suite 100 
St. Louis, Missouri  63102  USA 
1.314.335.4000  Fax 1.314.335.5130 

 

I-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study  
 

Meeting Minutes 

Subject St. Louis City 
Technical Advisory 
Group (TAG) 

Client MoDOT 

Date/Time July 28, 2014 
9:00 a.m. 

Project I-70 PEL 

Meeting Location East-West Gateway 
Council of 
Governments 

Project Number MoDOT J6I3038 
Jacobs C1X32800 
 

 
Meeting Participants: 
          
St. Louis City TAG Members I-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 I-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. 
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I-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study  
 

 
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. Louis 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 
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: 

o Access to ports 
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o Freight routes from ports to airport  
o Reversible lanes 

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

 
Needs: 

o Aesthetics of the corridor 
o Better use for reversible lanes 
o Better access from interchanges  
o Community cohesion 
o Accommodate freight better 
o 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 

o 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) 

o Give consideration to future high gas prices, etc. in planning for use 
o Look at areas beyond the end-points of the study for impact, positive or 

negative, on the corridor – i.e. areas in Illinois, etc. 
o Review the North Riverfront Development Study 
o The current Salisbury interchange is substandard 
o Looking into a light rail/BRT route along Natural Bridge Road 
o The areas along the corridor has an aging population and need 

multimodal options to meet their needs 
o The Development Corp. has looked at the corridor in the city parcel-by-

parcel recently from Bacon Street south and can provide further 
information 

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

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

o It is 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 
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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 

o Big challenge for the region is designing investments that promote job-
housing balance 

o Need to look at corridor in terms of freight movements, intercity passenger 
traffic and intra-regional auto commuter flow 

o Trucks travel Hall Street to Riverview to I-270 
o Area needs to be more multimodal due to City demographics 
o Over the road vehicles can now cross the Musial Bridge 

 
 
6. How Else Can You Participate 

 
o The website, www.envisioni70.com, will go live approximately one month 

prior to the public meeting 
o 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! 

 
7. Next Steps 

 
o At the next meeting the team will present the Purpose and Need 
o The next “visualization” meeting will be a joint meeting of all three TAGs.  
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Technical	Advisory	Group	Meeting	
St.	Louis	City	
July	28,	2014	

	
	

1. Welcome	and	Introductions	

2. Project	Schedule	and	Description	

3. Public	Outreach	
• Advisory	Groups	
• Public	Officials	Briefings	
• Public	Meetings	

	
4. Purpose	and	Need	Elements	

5. Advisory	Groups	
6. Public	Officials	Briefings	

7. How	Else	Can	You	Participate?	

8. Next	Steps	
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WELCOME 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

I-70 Regional Needs 
Assessment and Strategies 

Development Study 
 

Technical Advisory Group 
St. Louis City Meeting 

July 28, 2014 
 

STUDY TEAM 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (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 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

What is the I-70 PEL? 

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

Will the future I-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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� 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 

Benefits of a PEL 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� Determine system-wide strategies 

•� Identify 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 

Outcome of a PEL 

SCHEDULE 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 
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I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� 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. 

   

Early History of I-70 

PUBLIC OUTREACH 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� Advisory Groups 

•� Public Official Briefings 

•� Public Meetings 

•� Website 

•� Social Media 

•� Digital Survey 

ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Senior Advisory Group (SAG) 
invited 
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ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Groups (TAG) 
 

��St. Charles County 
��St. Louis County 
��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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Group (St. Charles) 
invited 
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ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis County) 
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ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis City) 
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PURPOSE AND NEED 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 AND NEED 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� 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).   

PURPOSE AND NEED 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� P&N goals and objectives should include desired 
project outcomes such as SIUs 

•� The goals and objectives should balance 
environmental and transportation values   

•� Goals and objectives may include the following: 

•� Community Goals 
•� Environmental Goals 
•� Regulatory Compliance 

DATA COLLECTION 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� St. Peter’s Outer Road AJR 
•� O’Fallon Transportation Study 
•� I-70/Hanley/Scudder AJR 
•� I-270 Environmental Assessment 
•� Metro Long Range Plan 
•� EWG Regional Freight Study 
•� Metro Bus Rapid Transit Study 
•� St. Ann EA 
•� St. Charles 5th Street Interchange Study 
•� Airport Plans 
•� Community Plans (land use, long range economic development) 
•� Other existing studies in the corridor, including bicycle and pedestrian 

plans 
�

Previous and Ongoing Studies 



	 17 

G7BH7B@AD�

F�

DATA COLLECTION 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

DATA COLLECTION 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

DATA COLLECTION 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

DATA COLLECTION 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 
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DATA COLLECTION 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Help the project team identify other 
important information that we should 

consider incorporating in the Purpose and 
Need 

�

Why Are You Here Today? 

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Breakout 

PUBLIC OUTREACH 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

G7BH7B@AD�

H�

PUBLIC OUTREACH 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

What’s Next? 

•� 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! 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

THANK YOU! 
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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 1 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. I 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! 
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MEETING INVITE/ANNOUNCEMENT 
07 28 2014 ST. CHARLES COUNTY TAG 
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501 North Broadway 
Suite 100 
St. Louis, Missouri  63102  USA 
1.314.335.4000  Fax 1.314.335.5130 

 

I-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study  
 

Meeting Minutes 

Subject St. Charles County 
Technical Advisory 
Group (TAG) 

Client MoDOT 

Date/Time July 28, 2014 
2:00 p.m. 

Project I-70 PEL 

Meeting Location Spencer Rd. Branch 
Library 

Project Number MoDOT J6I3038 
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 I-64/US 61, St. Charles County to the end of 

the reversible lanes, St. Louis City. 
 



	 22 

   Meeting Minutes 
   P a g e  | 2 

I-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study  
 
 
 

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  
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6. the corridor. The small groups were asked to report back to the larger group on 
the information discussed. 
 
General themes identified 
 
Problems: 

o Freight access north of I-70 and to GM 
o Corridor is looking old 
o I-70 is a barrier 
o Pedestrian/bike conflicts with highway 
o Specific interchange deficiencies noted 
o Good visibility, poor access 

Needs: 
o Community cohesion 
o Improved aesthetics of corridor 
o Accommodate freight better 
o Alternative transportation to hospitals 
o Better access from interchanges and development areas 
o Redevelopment of the Old Belz mall  
o Changes to current land use and demographics 
o Possible expansion near Hwy P; concern with truck access 
o I-70 Access Improvement Study and EDC Partnership for Progress 

Study - 
o St. Charles has good visibility but poor access 
o Large amounts of new development, especially light industrial 

 
Sampling of input and comments provided: 
 

x       Wentzville was at the west end of the statewide plan 
x      The North West quad of I-64/I-70 is considered medical long-term use 
x   South East quad of I-64/I-70, the old Belz mall, was identified for redevelopment 
x      The St. Peters members identified: 

o   Deficient interchanges 
o   Changes to current land use and demographics 
o Expressed safety concerns with the I-370 and I-70 interchange 
o Hospitals have expressed a desire for public transit to assist employees 

x         O’Fallon members noted 
o   Identified interchange concerns 
o   Safety concern expressed with trucks 
o Possible expansion near Hwy P as an economic development opportunity 
o Members mentioned truck access an issue for development opportunities 
O   I-70 Access Improvement Study and EDC Partnership for Progress Study 

were noted 
x         St. Charles members 
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O   Good visibility, poor access 
o Large amounts of new development, especially light industrial 

 
7. How Else Can You Participate 

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

o 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 

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

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

I-70 Regional Needs 
Assessment and Strategies 

Development Study 
 

Technical Advisory Group 
St. Charles County Meeting 

July 28, 2014 
 

STUDY TEAM 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (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 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

What is the I-70 PEL? 

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

Will the future I-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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� 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 

Benefits of a PEL 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� Determine system-wide strategies 

•� Identify 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 

Outcome of a PEL 

SCHEDULE 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 
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I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� 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. 

   

Early History of I-70 

PUBLIC OUTREACH 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� Advisory Groups 

•� Public Official Briefings 

•� Public Meetings 

•� Website 

•� Social Media 

•� Digital Survey 

ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Senior Advisory Group (SAG) 
invited 
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ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Groups (TAG) 
 

��St. Charles County 
��St. Louis County 
��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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Group (St. Charles) 
invited 
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ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis County) 
invited 
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ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis City) 
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PURPOSE AND NEED 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� St. Peter’s Outer Road AJR 
•� O’Fallon Transportation Study 
•� I-70/Hanley/Scudder AJR 
•� I-270 Environmental Assessment 
•� Metro Long Range Plan 
•� EWG Regional Freight Study 
•� Metro Bus Rapid Transit Study 
•� St. Ann EA 
•� St. Charles 5th Street Interchange Study 
•� Airport Plans 
•� Community Plans (land use, long range economic development) 
•� Other existing studies in the corridor, including bicycle and pedestrian 

plans 
�

Previous and Ongoing Studies 

DATA COLLECTION 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

DATA COLLECTION 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 
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DATA COLLECTION 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

DATA COLLECTION 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

DATA COLLECTION 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Help the project team identify other 
important information that we should 

consider incorporating in the Purpose and 
Need 

�

Why Are You Here Today? 
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PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Breakout 

PUBLIC OUTREACH 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

What’s Next? 

•� 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! 
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MoDOT Advisory Group  
Meeting Analysis       Date: July 28, 2014 

    St. Charles County TAG 
 

Please indicate your response to each statement  
by checking the appropriate box. 

 
Average from 1 Not Favorable; 

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. I 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 

 

 
 
 

 



	 35 

MINUTES 
07 29 2014 STL COUNTY TAG 

 

 

 
 

501 North Broadway 
Suite 100 
St. Louis, Missouri  63102  USA 
1.314.335.4000  Fax 1.314.335.5130 

 
 

I-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study  
 

Meeting Minutes 

Subject St. Louis County 
Technical Advisory 
Group (TAG) 

Client MoDOT 

Date/Time July 29, 2014 
9:00 a.m. 

Project I-70 PEL 

Meeting Location Maryland Heights 
Centre 

Project Number MoDOT J6I3038 
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 
Airport 

Wesley Stephen, MoDOT 

Glenn Powers, St. Louis County Planning Larry Welty, MoDOT 
Ted Medler, St. Louis County Highway and 
Traffic 

Denis Beganovic, MoDOT 

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. 
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I-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study  
 

 
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. Louis 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 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.  
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I-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study  
 

 
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 
o I-70 is a barrier for communities/pedestrians/bikes 
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o Pedestrian/bike access/safety near airport is non-existent 
o Vehicular access at Airport is confusing 
o Specific interchange deficiencies noted 

 
Needs: 

o Community cohesion 
o Accommodate freight better 
o Extend MetroLink to Earth City 
o Improved truck access to North Park development area 
o Better access from interchanges in general 

 
Sampling of comments and input received 
 

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

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

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

o Natural Bridge Road diet (Great Streets), could divert more traffic 
to I-70 

o 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 

o I-70 and I-170, concern with northbound left lane exit 
o South side of Lambert is cut off by I-70 
o St. Charles Rock Road, development between Walmart and I-270 
o Need for freight between St Louis City and Lambert, concern with 

geometrics at most interchanges for freight 
o Increase non-modal, BRT along I-70, extend LRT from Lambert to 

Earth City needed 
o NorthPark area, unincorporated, mixed use potential; South of I-70 

redevelopment potential including Metro P&R lot 
o New MetroLink stop at Springdale was considered at one time 
o Lambert cargo, I-170 and Scudder; vacant land, potential industrial and 

commercial 
o Poor access for both pedestrians and cars along Air Flight and Pear 

Tree  
o Bike/Pedestrian access not available to Lambert MetroLink station 

 
8. How Else Can You Participate 

 
o The website, www.envisioni70.com, will go live approximately one month 

prior to the public meeting 
o Share and link the website to appropriate sites. 
o Take the survey on the website once it goes live and pass it along! 
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o Attend future meetings and help us announce the public meetings! 
 

9. Next Steps 
 

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

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

I-70 Regional Needs 
Assessment and Strategies 

Development Study 
 

Technical Advisory Group 
St. Louis County Meeting 

July 29, 2014 
 

STUDY TEAM 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (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 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

What is the I-70 PEL? 

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

Will the future I-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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� 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 

Benefits of a PEL 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� Determine system-wide strategies 

•� Identify 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 

Outcome of a PEL 

SCHEDULE 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 
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I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� 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. 

   

Early History of I-70 

PUBLIC OUTREACH 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� Advisory Groups 

•� Public Official Briefings 

•� Public Meetings 

•� Website 

•� Social Media 

•� Digital Survey 

ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Senior Advisory Group (SAG) 
invited 

•��2')5��"+2�'���+6��'."*�
•� �'.&+2��1��.,/��9��

��+6��'."*��'.&+2�
•��'.&+2��1��.,/��9��

�+6��!�)$�*��'.&+2�
•�"**'.)"���(�)+%�&+�'���������

��)�&*(')+�,'&�
•��+)'�
•� ��*+8��*+���+�0�2��'.&�"$�

�'���'/�)&%�&+*�
•� �+6��'."*�.&"�"(�$���� .��
 

•� �+6��'."*���'&'%"�����/�$'(%�&+�
���)+&�)*!"(�

•��)��+�)��+6��!�)$�*��!�%��)�
•� �+6��'."*��'&/�&,'&��&���"*"+')*�

��'%%"**"'&�
•��)��+�)��+6��!�)$�*��'&/�&,'&��&��

��"*"+')*��.)��.�
•� �+6��'."*��� "'&�$��!�%��)�
•� ��%��)+8�+6��'."*�
&+�)&�,'&�$�

��")(')+�
•��&"/�)*"+2�'��"**'.)"�8��+6��'."*�
•� �"&��&0''���&"/�)*"+2�



	 45 

G7BI7B@AD�

D�

ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Groups (TAG) 
 

��St. Charles County 
��St. Louis County 
��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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Group (St. Charles) 
invited 
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A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis County) 
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ADVISORY GROUPS 
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PURPOSE AND NEED 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� St. Peter’s Outer Road AJR 
•� O’Fallon Transportation Study 
•� I-70/Hanley/Scudder AJR 
•� I-270 Environmental Assessment 
•� Metro Long Range Plan 
•� EWG Regional Freight Study 
•� Metro Bus Rapid Transit Study 
•� St. Ann EA 
•� St. Charles 5th Street Interchange Study 
•� Airport Plans 
•� Community Plans (land use, long range economic development) 
•� Other existing studies in the corridor, including bicycle and pedestrian 

plans 
�

Previous and Ongoing Studies 

DATA COLLECTION 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

DATA COLLECTION 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 
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DATA COLLECTION 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

DATA COLLECTION 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

DATA COLLECTION 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Help the project team identify other 
important information that we should 

consider incorporating in the Purpose and 
Need 

�

Why Are You Here Today? 
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PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Breakout 

PUBLIC OUTREACH 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

What’s Next? 

•� 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! 

G7BI7B@AD�
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A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

THANK YOU! 
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COMMENTS 
07 29 2014 STL COUNTY TAG 

 

 
 

 
 
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 1 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. I 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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MEETING INVITE/ANNOUNCEMENT 
03 01 2017 TAG 
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MINUTES 
03 01 2017 TAG 

	
 

 
 

	
Meeting	Minutes	

	 	 	 	

	
	 2017	03	01	TAG	Joint	Meeting	Minutes	FINAL.docx	

Subject:	 I-70	PEL	Study		
Technical	Advisory	Group	(TAG)	
Meeting	

Client:	 MoDOT	

	Meeting	Date/	
Time:	

March	1,	2017	
10:00	am	

Project:	 I-70	PEL	Study	

	Meeting	
Location:	

Overland	Park	Community	Center	 Project	
Number:	

MoDOT:	 J6I3038	
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	

I-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	(StratCommRx)	
Heather	Lasher	Todd	(StratCommRx)	
Mackenzie	Norton	(StratCommRx)	
MaryAnn	Taylor	Crate	(Added	
Dimension)	
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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. 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	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. 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:		
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.	

b. 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.	

c. 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	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.	

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

	
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.		

c. Public	meetings:	March	30,	2017	and	again	in	November	2017	
d. Social	media	–	copy	will	be	drafted	and	delivered	to	you	to	customize	
e. Newsletter	copy	can	be	provided	to	you	

	
	

9. Questions	and	Answers	
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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	

###	
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WELCOME 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

I-70 Regional Needs 
Assessment and Strategies 

Development Study 
 

Technical Advisory Group 
March 1, 2017 

 

UPDATE 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� 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 

What’s Happened Since 2014? 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (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 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

What is the I-70 PEL? 

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

Will the future I-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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� Early public involvement  

•� Improved decision-making 

•� Streamlining project development 

•� Does not prohibit existing projects in corridor 
from moving forward 

Benefits of a PEL 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� 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 

Outcome of a PEL 

SCHEDULE 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 
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PUBLIC OUTREACH 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� Advisory Groups 

•� Public Official Briefings 

•� Public Meetings 

•� Website 

•� Social Media 

•� Digital Survey 

ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Senior Advisory Group (SAG) 
invited 
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ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Groups (TAG) 
 

��St. Charles County 
��St. Louis County 
��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. 
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ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Group (St. Charles) 
invited 
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ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis County) 
invited 
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ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis City) 
invited 

•� �)��+��!/�)*��)��&0�2�
•� �!���&��)*�
•� �+6��'.!*��!+2��+)��+*���(�)+%�&+�
•� ��%��)+��+6��'.!*8
&+�)&�,'&�$�

�!)(')+�
•� �+6��'.!*��$�&&!&���&���)��&���*!�&�
•� �+6��'.!*��!+2��'�)��'���.�$!����)/!���
•� �+6��'.!*��')+��.+ ')!+2�
•� �+6��'.!*���/�$'(%�&+��')(6�
•� �)'"��+��'&&��+�
�

DATA COLLECTION 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� St. Peters’ Outer Road AJR 
•� O’Fallon Transportation Study 
•� I-70/Hanley/Scudder AJR 
•� I-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 5th 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 
�

Previous and Ongoing Studies/Projects 
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PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Help the project team identify other 
important information that we should 

consider incorporating into the 
Purpose and Need 

�

Why Are You Here Today? 

PURPOSE AND NEED 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 & Need 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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.   

�



	 63 

E7AA7@G�

E�

Purpose & Need 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Needs – St. Charles County 
•� Improve alternative modes of 

transportation to local hospitals�

Purpose & Need 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Needs – St. Louis County 
•� Improved access to Lambert Airport�
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Purpose & Need 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Needs – St. Louis City 
•� Better use of reversible lanes 
•� Identify transportation options to support 

development that will backfill areas of 
aging population 

•� Accommodate freight access to river 
ports 

•� Provide access to NGA�

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

BREAKOUT SESSION 

PUBLIC OUTREACH 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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. 

E7AA7@G�

G�

PUBLIC OUTREACH 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

THANK YOU! 
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COMMENTS 
03 01 2017 TAG 

	

 
  

 
 
MoDOT Advisory Group  
Meeting Analysis            Date: March 1, 2017 

        TAG Full Group 
 

Please indicate your response to each statement  
by checking the appropriate box. 

 
Average from 1 Not Favorable; 

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. I 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),	lbedian@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 
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SIGN-IN SHEETS 
08 17 2017 ST. CHARLES COUNTY TAG 
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EXHIBITS 
08 17 2017 ST. CHARLES COUNTY TAG 
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Technical Advisory Group Meeting 
I-70 PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES (I-70 PEL) STUDY 

AUGUST 17, 2017 

WELCOME 

��

WHERE ARE WE? 

��

� �Public Engagement 

� �Purpose and Need/Goals 

� �Broad Range of Alternatives 

� �What’s Next? 

PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT 

	�
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��

Website 


�

www.EnvisionI70.com 

Digital 

��

Facebook 

��
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Press 

3/18/17, 3:56 PMAlong for the Ride: What's next for Interstate 70 in the St. Louis area? | Along for the Ride | stltoday.com

Page 2 of 6http://www.stltoday.com/news/traffic/along-for-the-ride/along-for-the…-for-interstate-in/article_9cb3d588-b8e0-58ca-a36b-033ad90981f5.html

Along for the Ride: What's next for
Interstate 70 in the St. Louis area?
Leah Thorsen  6 hrs ago

A couple of years ago, Steve Miller, then the chairman of the Missouri Highways and Transportation Commission, described

the condition of Interstate 70 as teeth rotting at the roots but covered by a nice veneer — they look nice but eventually will fall

out.

Drivers see a relatively smooth top layer of asphalt, he said, but the substructure that supports the road is falling apart.

It was an unusually vivid analogy in the often dry vocabulary of transportation speak, and one that captured the long-held

concerns about the interstate’s deteriorating state.

About 60 percent of the state’s population lives within 30 miles of Interstate 70, with 60 percent of the state’s jobs also in that

same corridor. The �rst portions of I-70 were built in 1957. Given that interstate highways have a “useful life” of about 50

years, reconstruction of I-70 is long overdue.

Now, a study being spearheaded by the Missouri Department of Transportation with Metro Transit and the East-West Gateway

MoDOT surveying drivers to determine 
future of I-70 
�

�
 
 

Mar 21, 2017  
By Alexis Zotos, Reporter 
KMOV 

ST. CHARLES (KMOV.com) – Each and every day there are up to 95,000 drivers on Interstate 70 
between Wentzville and St. Louis, and the Missouri Department of Transportation wants to hear from 
those drivers on the future of the interstate. 

“It’s time we take a look at the entire stretch through St. Charles County to see if there’s some things 
we can do to make it more attractive, easier for people to get on and off, and will stimulate economic 
development as well,” explained Steve Ehlmann, County Executive for St. Charles County. 

But MoDot is looking at the entire 40-mile stretch of I-70 from Wentzville to downtown. The Envision 
I-70 survey is online now and MoDOT is asking everyone to fill it out. 

With five simple questions. it takes a look at not only the problems drivers have with the interstate, 
but also how they travel, and priorities for improvements. 

They are looking at everything from congestion, to high-risk crash spots, to adding overpasses. 

Right now, MoDOT admits there is no funding for any potential projects, but they want to be ready 
for the future. 

Public Meeting 

�

� �13 people 
attended 

� �Project boards 
on display 

� �Computer 
stations set up to 
take survey 

� �MoDOT, EWG 
promoted on 
Facebook 
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Public Official, Resource Agency Briefings 

��

Public Officials: Two locations 
Resource Agencies: Jefferson City 

MetroQuest Survey 

���

� � Ninety-day open window 

� � Analysis underway 

� � Findings confirm the 
needs identified by the 
team 

� � Flyers at public libraries 

MetroQuest Survey Data 

���

� �2,601 submitted 
surveys 

� �32,525 data 
points received 

� �10,022 markers 
dropped 

MetroQuest Survey Data 

���

� � Project team is 
reviewing 
substantive 
comments 

� � Comments have 
been used to 
determine broad 
range of alternatives 

� � Comments reviewed 
to date have 
verified existing 
conditions 



	 71 

�������

	�

Who Participated? 

���

Next Steps 

�	�

� � 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/GOALS 

�
�

Purpose and Need/Goals 

���

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. 

Purpose 
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�

Purpose and Need/Goals 

���

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 
� � St. Louis City 

Purpose and Need 

��

Corridor-Wide Needs/Goals 
� � 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 

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

� � Improve operational characteristics 
to and from interchanges 

� � Upgrade freight vehicle access 

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

� � Improve connectivity of the on-
street network to the greenway 
network along and across I-70 

� � Anticipate evolution and 
application of new/smart 
technologies 

� � Improve the condition of the 
infrastructure for sustainability of 
the corridor 

� � Increase safety throughout the 
corridor 

� � Limit impacts to manmade and 
natural environmental attributes in 
the corridor 

Purpose and Need 

���

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 

BROAD RANGE OF ALTERNATIVES 

���
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Broad Range of Alternatives 

���

� � 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? 

���

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 

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) 

6/21/18	

7	

THANK YOU! 

25	

Ques%ons?	
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COMMENTS 
08 17 2017 ST. CHARLES COUNTY TAG 

	

 
 

  

 
 
MoDOT Advisory Group  
Meeting Analysis            Date: August 17, 2017 

    St. Charles County TAG 
 

Please indicate your response to each statement  
by checking the appropriate box. 

 
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. I 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 
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SIGN-IN SHEETS 
08 17 2017 STL CITY TAG 
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EXHIBITS 
08 17 2017 STL CITY TAG 
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Technical Advisory Group Meeting 
I-70 PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES (I-70 PEL) STUDY 

AUGUST 17, 2017 

WELCOME 

��

WHERE ARE WE? 

��

� �Public Engagement 

� �Purpose and Need/Goals 

� �Broad Range of Alternatives 

� �What’s Next? 

PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT 

	�



	 78 

�������

��

Website 


�

www.EnvisionI70.com 

Digital 

��

Facebook 

��
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Press 

3/18/17, 3:56 PMAlong for the Ride: What's next for Interstate 70 in the St. Louis area? | Along for the Ride | stltoday.com

Page 2 of 6http://www.stltoday.com/news/traffic/along-for-the-ride/along-for-the…-for-interstate-in/article_9cb3d588-b8e0-58ca-a36b-033ad90981f5.html

Along for the Ride: What's next for
Interstate 70 in the St. Louis area?
Leah Thorsen  6 hrs ago

A couple of years ago, Steve Miller, then the chairman of the Missouri Highways and Transportation Commission, described

the condition of Interstate 70 as teeth rotting at the roots but covered by a nice veneer — they look nice but eventually will fall

out.

Drivers see a relatively smooth top layer of asphalt, he said, but the substructure that supports the road is falling apart.

It was an unusually vivid analogy in the often dry vocabulary of transportation speak, and one that captured the long-held

concerns about the interstate’s deteriorating state.

About 60 percent of the state’s population lives within 30 miles of Interstate 70, with 60 percent of the state’s jobs also in that

same corridor. The �rst portions of I-70 were built in 1957. Given that interstate highways have a “useful life” of about 50

years, reconstruction of I-70 is long overdue.

Now, a study being spearheaded by the Missouri Department of Transportation with Metro Transit and the East-West Gateway

MoDOT surveying drivers to determine 
future of I-70 
�

�
 
 

Mar 21, 2017  
By Alexis Zotos, Reporter 
KMOV 

ST. CHARLES (KMOV.com) – Each and every day there are up to 95,000 drivers on Interstate 70 
between Wentzville and St. Louis, and the Missouri Department of Transportation wants to hear from 
those drivers on the future of the interstate. 

“It’s time we take a look at the entire stretch through St. Charles County to see if there’s some things 
we can do to make it more attractive, easier for people to get on and off, and will stimulate economic 
development as well,” explained Steve Ehlmann, County Executive for St. Charles County. 

But MoDot is looking at the entire 40-mile stretch of I-70 from Wentzville to downtown. The Envision 
I-70 survey is online now and MoDOT is asking everyone to fill it out. 

With five simple questions. it takes a look at not only the problems drivers have with the interstate, 
but also how they travel, and priorities for improvements. 

They are looking at everything from congestion, to high-risk crash spots, to adding overpasses. 

Right now, MoDOT admits there is no funding for any potential projects, but they want to be ready 
for the future. 

Public Meeting 

�

� �13 people 
attended 

� �Project boards 
on display 

� �Computer 
stations set up to 
take survey 

� �MoDOT, EWG 
promoted on 
Facebook 
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Public Official, Resource Agency Briefings 

��

Public Officials: Two locations 
Resource Agencies: Jefferson City 

MetroQuest Survey 

���

� � Ninety-day open window 

� � Analysis underway 

� � Findings confirm the 
needs identified by the 
team 

� � Flyers at public libraries 

MetroQuest Survey Data 

���

� �2,601 submitted 
surveys 

� �32,525 data 
points received 

� �10,022 markers 
dropped 

MetroQuest Survey Data 

���

� � Project team is 
reviewing 
substantive 
comments 

� � Comments have 
been used to 
determine broad 
range of alternatives 

� � Comments reviewed 
to date have 
verified existing 
conditions 
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	�

Who Participated? 

���

Next Steps 

�	�

� � 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/GOALS 

�
�

Purpose and Need/Goals 

���

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. 

Purpose 
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�

Purpose and Need/Goals 

���

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 
� � St. Louis City 

Purpose and Need 

��

Corridor-Wide Needs/Goals 
� � 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 

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

� � Improve operational characteristics 
to and from interchanges 

� � Upgrade freight vehicle access 

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

� � Improve connectivity of the on-
street network to the greenway 
network along and across I-70 

� � Anticipate evolution and 
application of new/smart 
technologies 

� � Improve the condition of the 
infrastructure for sustainability of 
the corridor 

� � Increase safety throughout the 
corridor 

� � Limit impacts to manmade and 
natural environmental attributes in 
the corridor 

Purpose and Need 

���

St. Louis City Needs/Goals 

� � 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 

BROAD RANGE OF ALTERNATIVES 

���
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��

Broad Range of Alternatives 

���

� � 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? 

���

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 

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) 

6/22/18	

7	

THANK YOU! 

25	

Ques%ons?	
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COMMENTS 
08 17 2017 STL CITY TAG 

 

 

 
 
MoDOT Advisory Group  
Meeting Analysis            Date: August 17, 2017 

     St. Louis City TAG 
 

Please indicate your response to each statement  
by checking the appropriate box. 

 
Average from 1 Not Favorable;  

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. I 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 
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SIGN-IN SHEETS 
08 23 2017 ST. LOUIS COUNTY TAG 
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EXHIBITS 
08 23 2017 ST. LOUIS COUNTY TAG 

	
	
	

	

�������

��

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

AUGUST 23, 2017 

WELCOME 

��

WHERE ARE WE? 

��

� �Public Engagement 

� �Purpose and Need/Goals 

� �Broad Range of Alternatives 

� �What’s Next? 

PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT 

	�
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��

Website 


�

www.EnvisionI70.com 

Digital 

��

Facebook 

��
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Press 

3/18/17, 3:56 PMAlong for the Ride: What's next for Interstate 70 in the St. Louis area? | Along for the Ride | stltoday.com

Page 2 of 6http://www.stltoday.com/news/traffic/along-for-the-ride/along-for-the…-for-interstate-in/article_9cb3d588-b8e0-58ca-a36b-033ad90981f5.html

Along for the Ride: What's next for
Interstate 70 in the St. Louis area?
Leah Thorsen  6 hrs ago

A couple of years ago, Steve Miller, then the chairman of the Missouri Highways and Transportation Commission, described

the condition of Interstate 70 as teeth rotting at the roots but covered by a nice veneer — they look nice but eventually will fall

out.

Drivers see a relatively smooth top layer of asphalt, he said, but the substructure that supports the road is falling apart.

It was an unusually vivid analogy in the often dry vocabulary of transportation speak, and one that captured the long-held

concerns about the interstate’s deteriorating state.

About 60 percent of the state’s population lives within 30 miles of Interstate 70, with 60 percent of the state’s jobs also in that

same corridor. The �rst portions of I-70 were built in 1957. Given that interstate highways have a “useful life” of about 50

years, reconstruction of I-70 is long overdue.

Now, a study being spearheaded by the Missouri Department of Transportation with Metro Transit and the East-West Gateway

MoDOT surveying drivers to determine 
future of I-70 
�

�
 
 

Mar 21, 2017  
By Alexis Zotos, Reporter 
KMOV 

ST. CHARLES (KMOV.com) – Each and every day there are up to 95,000 drivers on Interstate 70 
between Wentzville and St. Louis, and the Missouri Department of Transportation wants to hear from 
those drivers on the future of the interstate. 

“It’s time we take a look at the entire stretch through St. Charles County to see if there’s some things 
we can do to make it more attractive, easier for people to get on and off, and will stimulate economic 
development as well,” explained Steve Ehlmann, County Executive for St. Charles County. 

But MoDot is looking at the entire 40-mile stretch of I-70 from Wentzville to downtown. The Envision 
I-70 survey is online now and MoDOT is asking everyone to fill it out. 

With five simple questions. it takes a look at not only the problems drivers have with the interstate, 
but also how they travel, and priorities for improvements. 

They are looking at everything from congestion, to high-risk crash spots, to adding overpasses. 

Right now, MoDOT admits there is no funding for any potential projects, but they want to be ready 
for the future. 

Public Meeting 

�

� �13 people 
attended 

� �Project boards 
on display 

� �Computer 
stations set up to 
take survey 

� �MoDOT, EWG 
promoted on 
Facebook 
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��

Public Official, Resource Agency Briefings 

��

Public Officials: Two locations 
Resource Agencies: Jefferson City 

MetroQuest Survey 

���

� � Ninety-day open window 

� � Analysis underway 

� � Findings confirm the 
needs identified by the 
team 

� � Flyers at public libraries 

MetroQuest Survey Data 

���

� �2,601 submitted 
surveys 

� �32,525 data 
points received 

� �10,022 markers 
dropped 

MetroQuest Survey Data 

���

� � Project team is 
reviewing 
substantive 
comments 

� � Comments have 
been used to 
determine broad 
range of alternatives 

� � Comments reviewed 
to date have 
verified existing 
conditions 
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Who Participated? 

���

Next Steps 

�	�

� � 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/GOALS 

�
�

Purpose and Need/Goals 

���

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. 

Purpose 
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�

Purpose and Need/Goals 

���

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 
� � St. Louis City 

Purpose and Need 

��

Corridor-Wide Needs/Goals 
� � 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 

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

� � Improve operational characteristics 
to and from interchanges 

� � Upgrade freight vehicle access 

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

� � Improve connectivity of the on-
street network to the greenway 
network along and across I-70 

� � Anticipate evolution and 
application of new/smart 
technologies 

� � Improve the condition of the 
infrastructure for sustainability of 
the corridor 

� � Increase safety throughout the 
corridor 

� � Limit impacts to manmade and 
natural environmental attributes in 
the corridor 

Purpose and Need 

���

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 

BROAD RANGE OF ALTERNATIVES 

���
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��

Broad Range of Alternatives 

���

� � 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? 

���

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 

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) 

6/22/18	

7	

THANK YOU! 

25	

Ques%ons?	
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COMMENTS 
08 23 2017 ST. LOUIS COUNTY TAG 

	

	
	
	

 
 
MoDOT Advisory Group  
Meeting Analysis            Date: August 23, 2017 

    St. Louis County TAG 
 

Please indicate your response to each statement  
by checking the appropriate box. 

 
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. I 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 
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EXHIBITS 
06 21 2018 ST. LOUIS TAG 

 
 

 

7/27/18

1

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

JUNE 21, 2018

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

2envisionI70.com

I-70 PEL Study

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. 

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). 

3

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. 

Vision Statement

envisionI70.com

I-70 PEL Study

4

Communities along the corridor will 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 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. 

Vision Statement (cont.)

envisionI70.com

I-70 PEL Study - Goals

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 

5envisionI70.com

I-70 PEL Study - Goals

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

6envisionI70.com
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7/27/18

2

I-70 PEL Study

7

Corridor Segments

envisionI70.com

I-70 PEL Study - Goals

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

8envisionI70.com

I-70 PEL Study – Goals (cont.)

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

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

9envisionI70.com

I-70 PEL – Key Steps

10envisionI70.com

Establish 
a Vision & 
Purpose

I-70 PEL – Key Steps

11envisionI70.com

Collect available data on the conditions in 
the corridor 
Gather input from agencies, stakeholders, 
and the public

Explore 
Solutions

Develop 
Recommendations

Identify & 
Prioritize 
Strategies

Determine 
Specific 
Goals

Understand 
the Needs

I-70 PEL – Key Steps

12envisionI70.com

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

Explore 
Solutions

Develop 
Recommendations

Identify & 
Prioritize 
Strategies

Determine 
Specific 
Goals

Understand 
the Needs

Establish 
a Vision & 
Purpose
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3

Establish 
a Vision & 
Purpose

I-70 PEL – Key Steps

13envisionI70.com

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

Explore 
Solutions

Develop 
Recommendations

Identify & 
Prioritize 
Strategies

Understand 
the Needs

Determine 
Specific 
Goals

Establish 
a Vision & 
Purpose

I-70 PEL – Key Steps

14envisionI70.com

Corridor-wide strategies – TDM, ITS, New and 
Emerging Technology 
Segment-specific strategies – broad range 
of conceptual strategies

Explore 
Solutions

Develop 
Recommendations

Determine 
Specific 
Goals

Understand 
the Needs

Identify & 
Prioritize 
Strategies

I-70 PEL Study - Strategies

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

15envisionI70.com

I-70 PEL Study – Strategies (cont.)

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)

16envisionI70.com

I-70 PEL Study – Evaluating Strategies 

(Highway 94 to I-270)

Reduce potential for 
crashes (including 
crashes involving 

bike/ped)

Maintain/ preserve 
physical conditions of 

infrastructure

Improve LOS on mainline 
and at interchanges 

Reduce/eliminate conflict points at 
interchanges ● ● �
Add and/or improve bike/ped facilities 
crossing I-70 and improve bike/ped 
connections to the larger bike/ped 
network

● � ○
Improve operations of interchanges � � ●
Upgrade infrastructure to better 
accommodate freight (including 
implementation of MoDOT and 
Freightway priority projects)

○ ● ○

17envisionI70.com

Establish 
a Vision & 
Purpose

I-70 PEL – Key Steps

18envisionI70.com

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.

Develop 
Recommendations

Identify & 
Prioritize 
Strategies

Determine 
Specific 
Goals

Understand 
the Needs

Explore 
Solutions
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7/27/18

4

I-70 PEL Study: Concept Map Example

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

19envisionI70.com

Establish 
a Vision & 
Purpose

I-70 PEL – Key Steps

20envisionI70.com

Explore 
Solutions

Identify & 
Prioritize 
Strategies

Determine 
Specific 
Goals

Understand 
the Needs

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

Develop 
Recommendations

I-70 PEL Study Outcomes

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

Identify improvement options in each 
segment for future evaluation

Identify evaluation criteria for consideration 
of future projects advancing into NEPA
Identify/recommend likely NEPA 
classification

21envisionI70.com

I-70 PEL Study

Final PEL Report

PEL Questionnaire

Letter of Acceptance from FHWA

Study Website will include all related 
documents

22envisionI70.com

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

23envisionI70.com

THANK YOU!

24

Questions?
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SENIOR  
ADVISORY GROUP 

(SAG)	
MEETINGS 
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07 31 2014 SAG Meeting 

MEETING INVITE/ANNOUNCEMENT 
07 31 2014 SAG 
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MINUTES 
07 31 2014 SAG 

 

 
 

 
 
 

 501 North Broadway 
Suite 100 
St. Louis, Missouri  63102  USA 
1.314.335.4000  Fax 1.314.335.5130 

 

I-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) Study  
 

Meeting Minutes 

Subject Senior Advisory 
Group 

Client MoDOT 

Date/Time July 31, 2014 
2:00 p.m. 

Project I-70 PEL 

Meeting Location Maryland Heights 
Centre 

Project Number MoDOT J6I3038 
Jacobs C1X32800 
 

 
Meeting Participants: 
          
SAG Members� I-70 Team Members�
John Nations, Metro� Lisa Kuntz, MoDOT�
Jerry Beckmann, Lambert-St. Louis 
International Airport�

Wesley Stephen, MoDOT�

Scott Tate, Greater St. Charles � Deanna Venker, MoDOT�
Jerry Blair, EWGCOG� Denis Beganovic, MoDOT�
Monica Conners, St. Louis Economic 
Development Partnership�

Richard Moore, MoDOT�

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 
Development Corp. 

Others Attending 

Tim Fischesser, St. Louis County  
   Municipal League 

Larry Eisenberg, UMSL 

 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 I-70 PEL as a transportation study that will 

provide a visioning framework for the future of I-70. 
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c. The corridor limits are from I-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. 

 
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.  

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. 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. 

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. 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 
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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 

x 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 

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

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

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

 
Congestion 

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

 
Transcontinental Corridor 

x GM, Express Scripts, Lambert 
x Need to take better advantage of the opportunities of the I-70 corridor 

  
Weaknesses (red): 

  
Aesthetics 

x Poor first impression of St. Louis 
x Ugly 

  
Alignment/Interchanges 

x Geometrics 
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x Lack of access for oversized vehicles – turning radius at many 
interchanges inadequate 

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

x Needs between through traffic vs. local are different 
  
Lindenwood University 

x 16,000 national and international students 
x Isolated in community – students and families rarely go to experience 

regional attractions and experiences 
x Need choice of modes 
x Extend MetroLink to Earth City and into St. Charles 
  
Other 
x Take cars off I-70 and improve access to transit 
x Bottleneck at Blanchette Bridge during rush hour 
x Disconnected interchanges, especially in St. Charles County 
x Consider Bike/Pedestrian; Use Great Rivers Greenway plan; UMSL 

access to Express Scripts  
x Study to extend MetroLink into St. Charles; last study was done in 1996 
x Rubber-wheeled trolley study in St. Charles was conducted around 2008 
x 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 

  
Vision: (Blue) 

x Recent successes  
o Hanley/Express Scripts 
o Natural Bridge Great Streets project 

 
x Potential areas-looking ahead; need to look beyond what we know now 

o Bermuda Road 
o Florissant Road 

 
x Bike/pedestrian 

o Need to adapt to changing demographics 
o Transit can change demographics 
o Normandy Great Streets project is an example 

 
x  Human components 

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

 
x International  

o St Louis County Economic Development 
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o Look into “Mosaic” program that is preparing region to increase 
international population 

 
Other 
x Team will identify key influencers for individual interviews 
x I-70 is a (regional) gateway - part of the vision needs to address it as 

such – and not just in/around the airport 
x 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. At the next meeting the team will present the Purpose and Need. 
b. The next meeting will be focused on visualizing the future of the corridor.  
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WELCOME 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

I-70 Regional Needs 
Assessment and Strategies 

Development Study 
 

Senior Advisory Group 
July 31, 2014 

 

STUDY TEAM 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (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 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

What is the I-70 PEL? 

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

Will the future I-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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� 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 

Benefits of a PEL 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� 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 

Outcome of a PEL 

SCHEDULE 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 



	 108 

K;GE;FDEH�

G�

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� 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. 

   

Early History of I-70 

PUBLIC OUTREACH 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� Advisory Groups 

•� Public Official Briefings 

•� Public Meetings 

•� Website 

•� Social Media 

•� Digital Survey 

ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Senior Advisory Group (SAG) 
invited 
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ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Groups (TAG) 
 

��St. Charles County 
��St. Louis County 
��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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Group (St. Charles) 
invited 
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ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis County) 
invited 
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Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis City) 
invited 

•� �+��-��#2�+,��+��(3�5�
•� �#���(��+,�
•� �-:��)1#,��#-5��-+��-,���*�+-'�(-�
•� ��'��+-��-:��)1#,<
(-�+(�.)(�&�

�#+*)+-�
•� �-:��)1#,��&�((#(!��(���+��(���,#!(�
•� �-:��)1#,��#-5��)�+��)���1�&#����+2#���
•� �-:��)1#,��)+-��1-")+#-5�
•� �-:��)1#,���2�&)*'�(-��)+*:�
�



	 110 

K;GE;FDEH�

I�

PURPOSE AND NEED 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� St. Peter’s Outer Road AJR 
•� O’Fallon Transportation Study 
•� I-70/Hanley/Scudder AJR 
•� I-270 Environmental Assessment 
•� Metro Long Range Plan 
•� EWG Regional Freight Study 
•� Metro Bus Rapid Transit Study 
•� St. Ann EA 
•� St. Charles 5th Street Interchange Study 
•� Airport Plans 
•� Community Plans (land use, long range economic development) 
•� Other existing studies in the corridor, including bicycle and pedestrian 

plans 
�

Previous and Ongoing Studies 

DATA COLLECTION 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 
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Existing Conditions in the Corridor 

DATA COLLECTION 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 
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Existing Conditions in the Corridor 
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What We Heard from St. Charles County 
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PUBLIC OUTREACH 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Help the project team identify regional 
needs that we should consider incorporating 

into the Purpose and Need 
�

Why Are You Here Today? 
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PUBLIC OUTREACH 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Regional Strengths 
and Weaknesses 
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PUBLIC OUTREACH 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

What’s Next? 

•� 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! 

K;GE;FDEH�
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A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

THANK YOU! 
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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 1 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. I 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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MEETING INVITE/ANNOUNCEMENT 
03 02 2017 SAG 
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Meeting	Minutes	

	 	 	 	

	
	 2017	03	02	SAG	Meeting	Minutes	D3	FINAL.docx	

Subject:	 I-70	PEL	Study		
Senior	Advisory	Group	(SAG)	Meeting	

Client:	 MoDOT	

	Meeting	Date/	
Time:	

March	2,	2017	
10:00	am	

Project:	 I-70	PEL	Study	

	Meeting	
Location:	

Hazelwood	Civic	Center	East	 Project	
Number:	

MoDOT:	 J6I3038	
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	
	
	

	
I-70	PEL	Team	Members	
	
MoDOT	
Laura	Ellen	
Wesley	Stephen	
Richard	Moore	
	
EWG	
Marcie	Meystrik	
	
Consultant	Team	
Tracey	Lober	(Jacobs)	
Jo	Emerick	(AECOM)	
Kelly	Ferrara	(StratCommRx)	
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. 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	
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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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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.	

b. 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.	

c. 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	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.	

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.	

c. Public	meetings:	March	30,	2017	and	again	in	November	2017	
d. Social	media	–	copy	will	be	drafted	and	delivered	to	you	to	customize	
e. 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	
b. Can	we	have	freight	recognized	in	the	Purpose	Statement?	Yes.	Mary	Lamie	

stated	preferred	language	is:	“improve	efficiency	and	reliability	of	freight	
movement.”	

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

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

e. It	was	recommended	we	add	trucking	industry	representatives	to	TAG.		
f. 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.	
l. 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.		

q. 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	
###	
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WELCOME 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

I-70 Regional Needs 
Assessment and Strategies 

Development Study 
 

Senior Advisory Group 
March 2, 2017 

 

UPDATE 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� 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 

What’s Happened Since 2014? 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (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 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

What is the I-70 PEL? 

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

Will the future I-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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� Early public involvement  

•� Improved decision-making 

•� Streamlining project development 

•� Does not prohibit existing projects in corridor 
from moving forward 

Benefits of a PEL 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� 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 

Outcome of a PEL 

SCHEDULE 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 
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PUBLIC OUTREACH 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� Advisory Groups 

•� Public Official Briefings 

•� Public Meetings 

•� Website 

•� Social Media 

•� Digital Survey 

ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Senior Advisory Group (SAG) 
invited 
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ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Groups (TAG) 
 

��St. Charles County 
��St. Louis County 
��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. 
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ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Group (St. Charles) 
invited 
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ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis County) 
invited 
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ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis City) 
invited 
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DATA COLLECTION 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� St. Peters’ Outer Road AJR 
•� O’Fallon Transportation Study 
•� I-70/Hanley/Scudder AJR 
•� I-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 5th 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 
�

Previous and Ongoing Studies/Projects 



	 125 

E7A@7@G�

D�

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Help the project team identify other 
important information that we should 

consider incorporating into the 
Purpose and Need 

�

Why Are You Here Today? 

PURPOSE AND NEED 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 & Need 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Needs – St. Charles County 
•� Improve alternative modes of 

transportation to local hospitals�

Purpose & Need 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Needs – St. Louis County 
•� Improved access to Lambert Airport�
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Purpose & Need 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Needs – St. Louis City 
•� Better use of reversible lanes 
•� Identify transportation options to support 

development that will backfill areas of 
aging population 

•� Accommodate freight access to river 
ports 

•� Provide access to NGA�

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

BREAKOUT SESSION 

PUBLIC OUTREACH 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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. 

E7A@7@G�
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PUBLIC OUTREACH 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

THANK YOU! 
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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 1 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. I 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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MEETING INVITE/ANNOUNCEMENT 
08 23 2017 SAG 
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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 
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Senior Advisory Group Meeting 
I-70 PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES (I-70 PEL) STUDY 

AUGUST 23, 2017 

WELCOME 

��

WHERE ARE WE? 

��

� �Public Engagement 

� �Purpose and Need/Goals 

� �Broad Range of Alternatives 

� �What’s Next? 

PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT 

	�
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Website 


�

www.EnvisionI70.com 

Digital 

��

Facebook 

��
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Press 

3/18/17, 3:56 PMAlong for the Ride: What's next for Interstate 70 in the St. Louis area? | Along for the Ride | stltoday.com
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Along for the Ride: What's next for
Interstate 70 in the St. Louis area?
Leah Thorsen  6 hrs ago

A couple of years ago, Steve Miller, then the chairman of the Missouri Highways and Transportation Commission, described

the condition of Interstate 70 as teeth rotting at the roots but covered by a nice veneer — they look nice but eventually will fall

out.

Drivers see a relatively smooth top layer of asphalt, he said, but the substructure that supports the road is falling apart.

It was an unusually vivid analogy in the often dry vocabulary of transportation speak, and one that captured the long-held

concerns about the interstate’s deteriorating state.

About 60 percent of the state’s population lives within 30 miles of Interstate 70, with 60 percent of the state’s jobs also in that

same corridor. The �rst portions of I-70 were built in 1957. Given that interstate highways have a “useful life” of about 50

years, reconstruction of I-70 is long overdue.

Now, a study being spearheaded by the Missouri Department of Transportation with Metro Transit and the East-West Gateway

MoDOT surveying drivers to determine 
future of I-70 
�

�
 
 

Mar 21, 2017  
By Alexis Zotos, Reporter 
KMOV 

ST. CHARLES (KMOV.com) – Each and every day there are up to 95,000 drivers on Interstate 70 
between Wentzville and St. Louis, and the Missouri Department of Transportation wants to hear from 
those drivers on the future of the interstate. 

“It’s time we take a look at the entire stretch through St. Charles County to see if there’s some things 
we can do to make it more attractive, easier for people to get on and off, and will stimulate economic 
development as well,” explained Steve Ehlmann, County Executive for St. Charles County. 

But MoDot is looking at the entire 40-mile stretch of I-70 from Wentzville to downtown. The Envision 
I-70 survey is online now and MoDOT is asking everyone to fill it out. 

With five simple questions. it takes a look at not only the problems drivers have with the interstate, 
but also how they travel, and priorities for improvements. 

They are looking at everything from congestion, to high-risk crash spots, to adding overpasses. 

Right now, MoDOT admits there is no funding for any potential projects, but they want to be ready 
for the future. 

Public Meeting 

�

� �13 people 
attended 

� �Project boards 
on display 

� �Computer 
stations set up to 
take survey 

� �MoDOT, EWG 
promoted on 
Facebook 



	 134 

�������

��

Public Official, Resource Agency Briefings 

��

Public Officials: Two locations 
Resource Agencies: Jefferson City 

MetroQuest Survey 

���

� � Ninety-day open window 

� � Analysis underway 

� � Findings confirm the 
needs identified by the 
team 

� � Flyers at public libraries 

MetroQuest Survey Data 

���

� �2,601 submitted 
surveys 

� �32,525 data 
points received 

� �10,022 markers 
dropped 

MetroQuest Survey Data 

���

� � Project team is 
reviewing 
substantive 
comments 

� � Comments have 
been used to 
determine broad 
range of alternatives 

� � Comments reviewed 
to date have 
verified existing 
conditions 
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Who Participated? 

���

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 

PURPOSE AND NEED/GOALS 

�
�

Purpose and Need/Goals 

���

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. 

Purpose 
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5	

Purpose and Need/Goals 

17	

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 
!   St. Louis City 

Purpose and Need 

18	

Corridor-Wide Needs/Goals 
!   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 

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

!   Improve operational characteristics 
to and from interchanges 

!   Upgrade freight vehicle access 

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

!   Improve connectivity of the on-
street network to the greenway 
network along and across I-70 

!   Anticipate evolution and 
application of new/smart 
technologies 

!   Improve the condition of the 
infrastructure for sustainability of 
the corridor 

!   Increase safety throughout the 
corridor 

!   Limit impacts to manmade and 
natural environmental attributes in 
the corridor 

Purpose and Need 

19	

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 

Purpose and Need 

20	

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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Purpose and Need 

���

St. Louis City Needs/Goals 

� � 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 

BROAD RANGE OF ALTERNATIVES 

���

Broad Range of Alternatives 

���

� � 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? 

�	�
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6/21/18	

7	

What’s Next? 

25	

!  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 

What’s Next? 

26	

!  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! 

27	

Ques%ons?	
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08 23 2017 SAG 

	

	
	 	

 
 
MoDOT Advisory Group  
Meeting Analysis            Date: August 23, 2017 

    Senior Advisory Group 
 

Please indicate your response to each statement  
by checking the appropriate box. 

 
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. I 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  
o 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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JOINT TAG/SAG 
MEETINGS 
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ADVISORY GROUP MEETINGS SUMMARY 
03 16 2017 

	

	



	 142 



	 143 



	 144 



	 145 



	 146 

	
	
	



	 147 

ADVISORY GROUP MEETINGS SUMMARY 
08 2017 
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STAKEHOLDER PREVIEW BRIEFING 
06 04 2018 

	

	

Meeting Agenda 
    

 
 2018-06 Pre-TAG Meeting Agenda FINAL.doc 

Subject: I-70 PEL Study  
Stakeholder Preview Briefing 

 St. Charles County St. Louis City; 
St. Louis County 

St. Louis Lambert 
Airport 

Meeting Dates/Times: June 4, 2018  
10am  

June 5, 2018 at 
10am; 1pm 

June 13, 2018  
1pm 

Meeting Locations: MoDOT TMC, 
Room 207 

EWG Boardroom MoDOT District HQ, 
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 

	
	

	

6/25/18	

1	

I-70 PEL Update 
I-70 PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES (I-70 PEL) STUDY 

JUNE 2018 

WELCOME 

2	

Agenda 
!  Meeting Overview 
!  Public Involvement Update 
!  Project Update 
!  Timeline 
!  Questions 

I-70 PEL Study - Status 

3	

!  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 
 

I-70 PEL Study – Outreach 

!  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 

4	
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2	

I-70 PEL – Key Steps 

5	

I-70 PEL - Study Vision 

 
!   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.  

 !   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).  

 

6	

 !   Communities along the corridor will 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 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.  

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.  

 

Vision Statement 

I-70 PEL Study - Segments 

7	

Corridor Segments 

I-70 PEL Study - Goals 

!   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 

8	
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3	

I-70 PEL Study - Goals 

!   Segment 1 
–  Reduce congestion on parallel 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 

 

!   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 

 

!   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 

9	

I-70 PEL Study - Strategies 

I-70 PEL – Ratings 

!  Goals  
–  Good � 
–  Fair �  

–  Poor �  

6/25/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 11	

!   Impacts 

–  Low � 
–  Medium � 
–  High �  

I-70 PEL Study - Prioritization 

12	
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WHAT’S NEXT? 

���

I-70 PEL Study - What’s Next? 

���

� � 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 

I-70 PEL Study - What’s Next? 

�	�

� � Advisory Group Meetings  

–� June 21 – Project update to all TAG members 

–� July 18-19 – Final TAG/SAG meetings 

� � PEL Report  

–� 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 

–� Preceded by pubic officials briefings 

 

TIMELINE 

�
�

6/25/18	

5	

THANK YOU! 

17	

Ques%ons?	
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PEL UPDATE PRESENTATION – ST. LOUIS CITY 
06 2018 

	
	

	

6/25/18	

1	

I-70 PEL Update 
I-70 PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES (I-70 PEL) STUDY 

JUNE 2018 

WELCOME 

2	

Agenda 
!  Meeting Overview 
!  Public Involvement Update 
!  Project Update 
!  Timeline 
!  Questions 

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 
 

3	
envisionI70.com 

I-70 PEL Study – Outreach 

!  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 

4	
envisionI70.com 
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2	

I-70 PEL – Key Steps 

5	
envisionI70.com 

I-70 PEL - Study Vision 

 
!   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.  

 !   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).  

 

6	

 !   Communities along the corridor will 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 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.  

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.  

 

Vision Statement 

envisionI70.com 

I-70 PEL Study - Segments 

7	

Corridor Segments 

envisionI70.com 

I-70 PEL Study - Goals 

!   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 

8	envisionI70.com 
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I-70 PEL Study - Goals 

� � Segment 1 
–� Reduce congestion on parallel 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 

 

� � 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 

 

� � 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 

��envisionI70.com 

I-70 PEL – Ratings 

� �Goals  
–� Good � 
–� Fair �  

–� Poor �  

6/25/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary ���

� � Impacts 

–� Low � 
–� Medium � 
–� High �  

envisionI70.com 

I-70 PEL Study - Prioritization 

���envisionI70.com 

WHAT’S NEXT? 

���
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4	

I-70 PEL Study - What’s Next? 

!   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 

13	envisionI70.com 

I-70 PEL Study - What’s Next? 

!   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 

 

14	envisionI70.com 

TIMELINE 

15	

THANK YOU! 

16	

Ques%ons?	
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PEL UPDATE PRESENTATION – ST. LOUIS COUNTY 
06 2018 

	
	

	
	
	
	

6/25/18	

1	

I-70 PEL Update 
I-70 PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES (I-70 PEL) STUDY 

JUNE 2018 

WELCOME 

2	

Agenda 
!  Meeting Overview 
!  Public Involvement Update 
!  Project Update 
!  Timeline 
!  Questions 

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 
 

3	
envisionI70.com 

I-70 PEL Study – Outreach 

!  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 

4	
envisionI70.com 
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2	

I-70 PEL – Key Steps 

5	
envisionI70.com 

I-70 PEL - Study Vision 

 
!   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.  

 !   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).  

 

6	

 !   Communities along the corridor will 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 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.  

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.  

 

Vision Statement 

envisionI70.com 

I-70 PEL Study - Segments 

7	

Corridor Segments 

envisionI70.com 

I-70 PEL Study - Goals 

!   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 

8	envisionI70.com 



	 173 

���
���

��

I-70 PEL Study - Goals 

� � Segment 1 
–� Reduce congestion on parallel 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 

 

� � 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 

 

� � 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 

��envisionI70.com 

I-70 PEL – Ratings 

� �Goals  
–� Good � 
–� Fair �  

–� Poor �  

6/25/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary ���

� � Impacts 

–� Low � 
–� Medium � 
–� High �  

envisionI70.com 

I-70 PEL Study - Prioritization 

���envisionI70.com 

WHAT’S NEXT? 

���
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I-70 PEL Study - What’s Next? 

!   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 

13	envisionI70.com 

I-70 PEL Study - What’s Next? 

!   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 

 

14	envisionI70.com 

TIMELINE 

15	

THANK YOU! 

16	

Ques%ons?	
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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		
	
	
	
Subject:	

I-70	PEL	Study	Joint	
Technical	Advisory	Group	(TAG)/	
Senior	Advisory	Group	(SAG)	
Meeting	

Client:	 MoDOT	

	Meeting	Date/	
Time:	

July	18,	2018	
1	pm	

Project:	 I-70	PEL	Study	

	Meeting	
Location:	

O’Fallon	City	Hall 
	

Project	
Number	

MoDOT:	 J6I3038	
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 

I-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 (StratCommRx) 
Heather Lasher Todd (StratCommRx) 
Olivia Lackey (StratCommRx) 
Kennedy Moore (StratCommRx) 
MaryAnn Taylor Crate (Added Dimension) 
 

	
Summary	of	Meeting	

	
1. Welcome	and	Introductions 

A. Collaboration of MoDOT, EW Gateway, METRO – regional effort 
through the TCIG.  

B. 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 
7x/week) 

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) 

6. Segment 1 High-Priority Strategies 
7. Segment 2 High-Priority Strategies 
8. Segment 3 High-Priority Strategies 
9. Segment 4 High-Priority Strategies 
10. Segment 5 High-Priority Strategies 

A. Is 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 
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2.	St.	Louis	County	Meeting	Minutes		
	
	
	
Subject:	

I-70	PEL	Study		
Technical	Advisory	Group	(TAG)/	
Senior	Advisory	Group	(SAG)	
Meeting	

Client:	 MoDOT	

	Meeting	Date/	
Time:	

July	19,	2018	
1	pm	

Project:	 I-70	PEL	Study	

	Meeting	
Location:	

UMSL	JC	Penney	Building 
	

Project	
Number	

MoDOT:	 J6I3038	
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 Van Uum, University of Missouri – St. Louis 
Deanna Venker, City of St. Louis 
Doug Zaiz, City of Woodson Terrace 
 
 

I-70 PEL Team Members 
 
MoDOT 
Wesley Stephen 
Shaun Tooley 
 
EWG 
Marcie Meystrik 
Jerry Blair 
 
Consultant Team 
MaryAnn Taylor Crate (Added Dimension) 
Kelly Ferrara (StratCommRx) 
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. In	reference	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. I	don’t	see	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.		

###	
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Senior/Technical Advisory Group Meeting
I-70 PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES (I-70 PEL) STUDY

JULY 18-19, 2018

I-70 PEL Study

June 2018 TAG Meeting Recap

PEL Process

Vision Statement

Goals – Corridor-Wide and Segment Level

Six Key Steps in PEL Process

Prioritization Matrices

2envisionI70.com

I-70 PEL Study

3

Corridor Segments

envisionI70.com

I-70 PEL Study

4

Prioritization of Strategies

envisionI70.com
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I-70 PEL Study

Corridor-Wide Strategies 

Transportation Demand Management (TDM)

Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS)

New and emerging technologies (autonomous 
vehicles/connected vehicles)

5envisionI70.com

I-70 PEL Study

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

6envisionI70.com

High-Priority Strategies

I-70 PEL Study

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

7envisionI70.com

High-Priority Strategies

I-70 PEL Study

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

8envisionI70.com

High-Priority Strategies
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I-70 PEL Study

Segment 4:  I-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

9envisionI70.com

High-Priority Strategies

I-70 PEL Study

Segment 5:  Florissant Rd to End of Express Lanes
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/provide full access 
interchanges

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

Improve local/parallel road system

10envisionI70.com

High-Priority Strategies

I-70 PEL Study

11envisionI70.com

I-70 PEL Study

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?

12envisionI70.com

Evaluation Criteria for Future Project Proposals



	 189 

9/7/18

4

I-70 PEL Study

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? 

13envisionI70.com

Evaluation Criteria for Future Project Proposals (continued)

I-70 PEL Study

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?

14envisionI70.com

Evaluation Criteria for Future Project Proposals (continued)

I-70 PEL Study

Technical Memorandum 

History of the reversible lanes

I-70 travel patterns/existing conditions

Stakeholder outreach

Proposed conditions

– Pros and cons

– Range of costs

15envisionI70.com

What About the Reversible Lanes?

I-70 PEL Study

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

16envisionI70.com



	 190 

 
  

9/7/18

5

THANK YOU!

17

Questions?

THANK YOU!

18

Thank you!
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IMPROVEMENT OPTION MAPS 
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Public Input: MetroQuest Survey Report
I-70 PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES (I-70 PEL) STUDY

SUMMER 2017

Background

MetroQuest is an online engagement tool, 

designed to educate and collect useful input from 

thousands of people. Used by hundreds of cities, 

government agencies, and public involvement, 

planning, and engineering firms, MetroQuest was 

perfect for engaging with the citizens of the greater 

St. Louis area in regards to improving I-70, and for 

collecting and analyzing these responses.  

This tool offers a wide range of screen templates to 

ensure the collection of a variety of data, and 

allows its users to pick and choose the options that 

best suit their project. Templates are customized by 

project to allow the public to rank priorities, 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 templates 

are selected, each screen can be customized 

according to the needs of the study while retaining 

its easy-to-use format. All responses are accessible 

via an online dashboard where public input can be 

monitored, evaluated, analyzed, and reported.

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 2

Methodology

The PEL consulting team initially met to discuss what was 

knowable from the public and how to best request that 

information via MetroQuest. Content was refined, images 

selected, and submitted to MoDOT for approval. 

The MetroQuest I-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 (see image) at local public 

libraries, and a public meeting.

The following report details the content of the tool, the 

data and findings and key comments from our public. 

A demonstration of the site can be seen by visiting: 

https://i70r-demo.metroquest.com.

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 3

Gathering data with MetroQuest online survey tool

SCREEN 1: WELCOME

PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 47/27/18

Welcome Screen – Visitors and Participants

From more than 4,200 total visitors we 
received more than 2600 completed 
surveys. We know from empirical 
feedback that the site generated 
some buzz that had people going 
back and opening the survey again, 
which may account for the 
difference in numbers. 

A total of 2601 individual participants 
was considered a success by the 
project team.

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 5

SCREEN 2: YOUR PRIORITIES

PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 67/27/18
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Screen 2 Instructions

Participants were asked to prioritize 5 of 8 possible 
needs/opportunities

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 7

Your Priorities

DEFINITIONS

Congestion: I want the study team to focus on transportation projects that reduce congestion in the region.

Traveler Safety: I want the study team to focus on transportation projects that reduce the number of lives lost 
and injuries sustained on the region’s roads.

Highway Improvements: I want the study team to focus on improvements such as removing curves and hills, 
and utilizing express lands for existing roadways.

Rail and Bus Transit: I want the study team to focus on expanding existing transit (both bus and rail) service 
within the region.

Accessibility: I want the study team to focus on transportation projects that support the ease and efficiency of 
accessing all the places you want to go.

Bicycle/Pedestrian Access: I support the regional plans to improve access for bike and pedestrians throughout 
the corridor.

Economic Development: I want the study team to focus on transportation projects that support the 
development and attraction of new jobs and businesses within the region, which would in turn support 
community vitality.

Movement of Freight: I want the study team to focus on transportation projects that support the movement of 
freight throughout the region. 

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 8

Your Priorities – How often each was ranked

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 9

Congestion, traveler safety and highway improvements not only received the most rankings, 
they had the highest average ranking. Notable: Economic Development and Accessibility 
were ranked by more than half the responders, just at a lower level of importance.

Your Priorities – Distributions

Filter #1: Popularity.  The vertical 
bar chart shows the top five 
rankings from participants. 

Filter #2: Rankings. The orange 
line shows the average rankings 
as people sorted their top five 
choices.

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 10

SCREEN 3: TRANSPORTATION MAP

PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 117/27/18

Transportation Map – Instructions

Participants were asked to drop markers on map to 
show where improvements need to be made

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 12
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Transportation Map Markers – Bike

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 13

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

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 14

Summary of Key Comments – Bike

Need more signage/wayfinding along 
the regional trail

Bike lane(s) to get across Missouri River

More ways to travel between St. Charles 
and St. Louis County on bike

Connect Katy Trail to Earth City Levee, 
UMSL (similar to Page extension)

Bike crossings at Cave Springs, Zumbehl

Improve bike crossings 

– i.e. crossing I-70 on Lindbergh

Bike access from St. St. 
St. Charles to Riverport

Better access points for bikes to safely 
cross over/under the interstate

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 15

Transportation Map – Congestion

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 16

Marker Data and Comments – Congestion

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:

2,894 total markers / 966 comments

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 17

• East morning rush: 278
• West morning rush: 39
• East evening rush: 73
• West evening rush: 538

• Truck Traffic: 51
• Event Traffic: 37

Summary of Key Comments – Congestion

Add HOV lanes 

Increase number of lanes 

– From 370 to 1st Capitol

– From Highway Z to Wentzville

– Through Wentzville to Warrenton

– Between Zumbehl and Cave 
Springs

– Highway K and Bryan Rd.

Widen/fix “S” curve railroad underpass

Church St. should not go from 3 lanes 
down to 2

More signs for exit only lanes 

Problematic entrance 
and exit ramps from 270 
to 70 

– Extend right lane to St. Charles Rock 
Road

Improve 64/70 interchange 

– More lanes

Entrance/exit ramps

– Longer entrance from Cave Springs

– Additional exit lanes getting off 70

Additional exits

– North/South Pointe Rd.

– Woodson Rd.

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 18
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Transportation Map – Freight Movement

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 19

Marker Data, Comments – Freight and Movement

When the Freight and Movement 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:
• Delays in Movement: 18
• Need Alternative Route: 39
• Improve Access: 33
• Intermodal Connections: 20

310 total markers / 112 comments

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 20

Summary of Key Comments – Freight Movement

Dedicated lanes for trucks/other heavy 
vehicles between the city limit and St. 
Charles County

Widen the ramp from SB 61 to EB 70

Remove left lane exits and entrances

Reduce sharpness of ramps

– i.e. NB I-170 to EW I-70 ramp

Create express lanes for semis 

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 21

Transportation Map – Help Me Get There

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 22

Marker Data, Comments – Help Me Get There

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

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 23

Summary of Key Comments – Help Me Get There

Improve airport access

Improve signage for downtown exits

Need pedestrian access from 
airport/MetroLink to the other side of I-70

Tucker from I-70 West

Better transportation to Florissant Valley 
Community College

Confusing interchanges

– US 61, Pitman Ave., Pearce Blvd., I-
70

– Broadway, Cole, I-70

Straighten out I-70 at 
Wentzville

Extend ramp to and from Wentzville 
Parkway

Make I-70 three lanes until Foristel

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 24
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Transportation Map – Public Transit

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 25

Marker Data and Comments – Public Transit

When the Public Transit 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 Bus Stop: 7 
• Add Bus Service: 38
• Enhance Bus Service: 13
• Add Rail Service: 187
• Enhance Rail Service: 15

657 total markers / 287 comments

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 26

Summary of Key Comments – Public Transit

Better public transit from N. Hanley to St. 
Charles county

Public transit from 1st Capitol or Fifth 
Street into the Hanley Metro station

Extend MetroLink to St. Charles

– Stop at DePaul hospital

– Stop at Maryland Heights

Connect rail to STL International Airport 
red line

Rail going south along Lindbergh

Express rail for those 
commuting to the city 
every day

Extend MetroLink to Wentzville and Lake 
St. Louis

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 27

Transportation Map – Safety Issues

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 28

Marker Data and Comments – Safety Issues

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:

1,473 total markers / 729 comments

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 29

• Truck Traffic: 44
• Speeding: 78
• Frequent Accidents: 184
• Bike/Pedestrian Conflict: 9

• Ramp Backups: 121
• Poor Sight Distance: 75

Summary of Key Comments – Safety Issues

Signage to identify lanes moving from    
I-70 to I-270 should be directly over the 
lane needed for finding the desired exit

“S” curve under the railroad overpass: 
too narrow, straighten out

Lengthen on/off ramps

Mid-Rivers Mall interchange 

– At grade stop at traffic lights

– Difficult to maneuver

I-70 and I-170 

– Dangerous to exit E 70 and enter on 
N 170 on fast lanes

– East 70 drivers need to be warned 
of merging traffic in right lane from 
170 

SR79

– No light at NB exit ramp for SR79

– Blind spot for left turns due to EB 70 
blocking visibility to SB SR79 traffic

Widen I-70 past Wentzville Parkway

On/off ramps getting onto I-70 from NB 
Maryland Heights/Earth City expressway

I-70 narrowing to two lanes after Broadway

Longer merge lane b/w Natural 
Bridge/Cypress and the current Lindbergh 
exit

More signage to indicate the right lane 
heading WB is exit only onto 40/61

Wentzville Parkway

– Exit only lane from I-70W 

– Add another lane on ramp from 
Wentzville Pkwy to I-70E

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 30
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SCREEN 4: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 31

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

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 32

Community Development Map Markers –
Community Needs

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 33

Marker Data and Comments – Community Needs

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
7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 34

Summary of Key Comments –
Community Needs

Programs to sustain local communities 
instead of emphasizing support for 
outside people coming in

Expand MetroLink

Bus service to connect St. Charles to St. 
Louis

Make exits to service roads between 
Zumbehl and Mid Rivers for easier 
access to businesses

Create local access roads alongside the 
expressway

Create overpasses in 
Wentzville to connect south and north 
sides and alleviate congestion on 
Parkway overpass

Update Highway K interchange

Build bridge at North/South Pointe Prairie

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 35

Community Development Map Markers –
Development Opportunity

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 36
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Marker Data and Comments –
Development Opportunity

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
7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 37

Summary of Key Comments –
Development Opportunity

Pay attention to 
underserved/underutilized communities 
along I-70

Neighborhoods bordering interstate 
from airport to downtown are struggling

Develop retail at Hanley MetroLink
station

Better access to outer roads for business 
and future development

Open space near Hwy DD/Winghaven
off I-70

Second and/or expanded overpass to 
alleviate congestion from Pierce 
overpass

Easier access to the 
airport and surrounding 
community/businesses

Complete overpass at Pointe Prairie Rd

Tear down vacant properties

Build more sit-down restaurants along 
corridor between downtown and airport

Develop on south side of I-70 b/w TR 
Hughes and Hwy K

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 38

Community Development Map Markers –
Improvements

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 39

Marker Data and Comments –
Improvements

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

1,555 total markers / 489 comments
7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 40

Summary of Key Comments –
Improvements

Improve I-70 to I-270 interchange

Improve 70 and 94 interchange, more 
effective signage

Fix “S” curve under railroad overpass

Redo paving between I-70E Salisbury exit 
to I-70 exit at 11th and Destrehan

Improve Cave Springs interchange

Improve I-70/I-270/St. Charles Rock Rd 
interchange

Improve Hwy 79 interchange

Exit ramp from Spencer 
Rd. to I-70E

Exit ramp on Pointe Prairie 

Additional lanes from Wentzville to 
Warrenton

Add exit between Wentzville and Foristell

Create more accident pull-offs

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 41

Community Development Map Markers –
Pedestrian

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 42
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Marker Data and Comments –
Pedestrian

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

465 total markers / 156 comments

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 43

Summary of Key Comments –
Pedestrian

Pedestrian connectivity from N. Hanley 
MetroLink station to the north

Pedestrian bridge from Arch North River 
Outlook to Eads Bridge Walkway

Pedestrian bridge across river

Better N/S access for pedestrians on Hwy 
K and M beneath I-70

Connect Great Rivers Greenway and 
Dardenne Greenway trail across I-70

Multi-use trail connecting O’Fallon, 
Penrose Parks and Bellefontaine 
Cemetery

Add trail/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 
of I-70

Pedestrian/bike lane on Blanchette
bridge

Pedestrian bridge/lane from Florissant Rd 
to Bermuda Rd

Sidewalk/bridge at I-70 and Hwy K

Access to Bluffs area/Quail Ridge park 
from I-70 and Hwy Z

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 44

Community Development Map Markers –
Protect Environment

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 45

Marker Data and Comments –
Protect Environment

When the Protect Environment 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:
• Green Space: 106
• Water Resources: 43
• Historical Landmark: 13
• Ecosystems: 76

506 total markers / 165 comments
7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 46

Summary of Key Comments –
Protect Environment

Protect the few green spaces that 
currently exist

Plant more trees along highway

Add plantings/foliage/flowers along 
highway

Plant trees in open space around I-70 
and 370 interchange

Fix trash from Lucas & Hunt flowing into 
community pond via storm sewers

Stop building in/polluting 
floodplain

Lots of concerns about burning landfill 
near the nuclear plant

– Smell, in particular

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 47

SCREEN 5: THANK YOU (DEMOGRAPHICS)

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 48
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Demographics: Who participated

7/27/18 PEL Study Public Input - MetroQuest Data Summary 49

Participation was 
gathered from the 
majority of zip codes in 
the region, as shown by 
those opting to respond 
to this question. Higher 
numbers in some areas 
may be influence by 
comparative population 
density, by level of 
encouragement and 
sharing of data by local 
stakeholders and by 
frequency of corridor 
use.
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June 12, 2017 
 
Subject: I-70 Planning and Environmental Linkages Study 
  Resource Agency Collaboration 
  St. Louis City, St. Louis County, St. Charles County, Missouri 
  MoDOT Job No. J6I3038 
 
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/I-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 I-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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x Identify issues of concern, and 
x 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: 
 

x Project Fact Sheet that discusses the project generally 
x Draft Purpose and Need Outline 
x 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, 

 
Laura Ellen, P.E. 
Project Manager 
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EXHIBITS 
06 28 2017 Resource Agency Meeting 

	

	
	

AGENDA	
	
	
	
	
PROJECT:	 I-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	



 

Meeting Minutes 

       

 

  2017 06 28 Resource Agency Meeting Minutes FINAL.docx 

Subject:  I‐70 PEL Study  
Resource Agency Meeting 

Client:  MoDOT 

Meeting Date/ 
Time: 

June 28, 2017 
10:30 am 

Project:  I‐70 PEL Study 

Meeting 
Location: 

MoDOT Headquarters, Jefferson City, 
MO 

Project 
Number: 

MoDOT:  J6I3038 
Jacobs:  C1X32800 

Meeting Participants 
 

Resource Agency Representatives 

 

Brad 

Raegan Ball, Federal Highway Administration 

Mark Bechtel, Federal Transit Administration – via webinar 

Renee Cook, USDA – via webinar 

James Heard, US Department of Housing and Urban Development 

Jennifer Hoggatt, EPA 

Alan Leary, Missouri Department of Natural Resources – via webinar 

Karen Herrington, U.S. Department of the Interior, U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service 

Scott Tener, Federal Aviation Administration, St. Louis Lambert 

International Airport – via webinar 

 

 

I‐70 PEL Team Members 

 

MoDOT 

Laura Ellen 

Richard Moore 

 

EWG 

Paul Hubbman  

 

Consultant Team 

Tracey Lober (Jacobs) 

Kelly Ferrara (StratCommRx) 

Heather Lasher Todd (StratCommRx) 
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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. 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.  

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 I‐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 I‐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? IE: 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. Can you 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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k. 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.  

l. 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.  

m. 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.  

n. Note importance of increasing accessibility of public transit. Balance with needs of 

freight, considering this corridor.  

o. What is target date for completion? Final report early in 2018.  

8. Adjourn 
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6/8/18	

1	

Resource Agency Scoping Meeting 
I-70 PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES (I-70 PEL) STUDY 

JUNE 28, 2017 

WELCOME 

2	

PEL Study 

3	

!   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 I-70/I-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 
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2	

PEL Study 

4	

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 

Planning and Environmental Linkages 
(PEL) Study 

 
What is it? 

PEL Study 

5	

!  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? 

What is the I-70 PEL? 

PEL Study 

6	

!  Early public involvement 

!   Improved decision-making 

!   Streamlining project development 

!  Does not prohibit existing project in corridor 
from moving forward 

Benefits of a PEL? 
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3	

PEL Study 

7	

!  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 becomes available 

Outcome of a PEL? 

SCHEDULE 

8	

PUBLIC OUTREACH 

9	
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4	

Public Outreach 

10	

!  Advisory Groups (Senior and Technical) 

!  Public Officials Briefings 

!  Public Meetings 

!  Website 

!   Social Media 

!  Digital Survey 

Public Outreach 

11	

www.EnvisionI70.com 

Public Outreach 

12	

MetroQuest Survey 
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5	

MetroQuest Survey Data 

13	

!  2,601 submitted 
surveys 

!  32,525 data 
points received 

!  10,022 markers 
dropped 

MetroQuest Survey Data 

14	

!   Project Team is 
reviewing 
substantive 
comments 

!   Comments will be 
used to determine 
broad range of 
alternatives 

!   Comments 
reviewed to date 
have verified 
existing conditions 

Who Participated? 

15	
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6	

Purpose and Need 

16	

!  Drives the study process and outcomes 

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

!  Determines which strategies are reasonable, 
prudent, and practicable 

Purpose and Need 

17	

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. 

Purpose 

Purpose and Need 

18	

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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7	

Purpose and Need 

19	

Corridor-Wide Needs 
 
!   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 

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

!   Improve operational 
characteristics to and from 
interchanges 

!   Upgrade freight vehicle 
access 

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

!   Improve connectivity of the 
on-street network to the 
greenway network along and 
across I-70 

!   Anticipate evolution and 
application of new/smart 
technologies 

!   Improve the condition of the 
infrastructure for sustainability 
of the corridor 

!   Increase safety throughout 
the corridor 

!   Limit impacts to manmade 
and natural environmental 
attributes in the corridor 

Purpose and Need 

20	

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 

Purpose and Need 

21	

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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8	

Purpose and Need 

22	

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? 

23	

What’s Next? 

24	

!  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 



	 216 

	
	

6/8/18	

9	

What’s Next? 

25	

!  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! 

26	

Ques%ons?	
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I-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 

x Improve connections across I-70 to maintain community cohesion on 
either side of the highway, including active transportation 
accommodations 

x Enhance aesthetics all along the corridor 
x Maintain and increase access to current and future employment 

centers along the corridor 
x Improve operational characteristics to and from interchanges 
x Upgrade freight vehicle access 
x Increase transit and active transportation travel options in the 

roadway network 
x Improve connectivity of the on-street network to the greenway 

network along and across I-70 
x Anticipate evolution and application of new/smart technologies 
x Improve the condition of the infrastructure for sustainability of the 

corridor 
x Increase safety throughout the corridor 
x 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 
x Improve alternative modes of transportation to local hospitals 
x Improve functionality of parallel road system 
x Manage transportation network that serves future development and 

redevelopment areas 
x Increase accessibility to public transportation 

 
St. Louis County 

x Improve access to St. Louis Lambert International Airport for 
passengers and freight/cargo 

x Improve active transportation options to public transit 
x Provide connection to potential MetroLink expansion 

 
St. Louis City 

x Improve functionality of the reversible lanes 
x Increase transportation options to households without access to 

vehicles 
x Accommodate freight access to river ports 
x Provide full access interchanges 
x Provide connection to potential MetroLink expansion 

 
### 
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MEETING NOTES 
07 26 2018 

	

	

	
Meeting	Minutes	

	 	 	 	

	
	 2018	07	26	Resource	Agency	Meeting	Notes	FINAL.docx	

Subject:	 I-70	PEL	Study		
Resource	Agency	Meeting	

Client:	 MoDOT	

	Meeting	Date/	
Time:	

July	26,	2018	
2:00	pm		

Project:	 I-70	PEL	Study	

	Meeting	
Location:	

Webinar	via	Zoom		 Project	
Number:	

MoDOT:	 J6I3038	
Jacobs:
	 C1X32800	

	Meeting	Participants	
	
Resource	Agency	Representatives	
	
Raegan	Ball,	Federal	Highway	Administration	
Cecilia	Tapia,	Environmental	Protection	Agency		
Joe	Summerlin,	Environmental	Protection	Agency	
	
MoDOT	
Richard	Moore	
Andy	Tuerck		

Consultant	Team	
Tracey	Lober	(Jacobs)	
Kelly	Ferrara	(StratCommRx)	
Kennedy	Moore	(StratCommRx)	
	
East-West	Gateway	
Marcie	Meystrik	

	
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.		
2. PEL	Refresher		

a. Study	allows	flexibility	for	projects	moving	forward.	
b. Robust	engagement	with	the	public	for	stakeholders.	

3. 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.	

4. Corridor-Wide	Goals	
a. Goals	we	felt	were	needed	for	the	entire	corridor.	

i. Safety	is	a	high	priority	goal.	
	

5. Corridor	Segments		
a. Forty-mile	corridor	from	Wentzville	to	Downtown	St.	Louis.	

i. Five	segments	based	on	shared	traits	within	the	corridor.	
6. Prioritization	of	Strategies	
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a. Goals	in	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 

	

	

	
Meeting	Minutes	

	 	 	 	

	
	 2018	02	14	NGA	Key	Influencer	Notes	D3.docx	

Subject:	 I-70	PEL	Study		
NGA/MoDOT		
Key	Influencer	Meeting	

Client:	 MoDOT	

	Meeting	Date/	
Time:	

February	14,	2018	
2:45	pm	

Project:	 I-70	PEL	Study	

	Meeting	
Location:	

MoDOT	 Project	
Number:	

MoDOT:	 J6I3038	
Jacobs:		C1X32800	

	Meeting	Participants	
	

NGA	
Julia	Collins	
Tom	Bukowski	
Darren	Guttmann	
	
I-70	PEL	Team	Members	
	
EWG	
Marcie	Meystrik	
	

MoDOT	
Laura	Ellen	
Wesley	Stephen	
Michelle	Forneris	
Tom	Blair	
Bill	Schnell	
	
Consultant	Team	
Tracey	Lober	(Jacobs)	
Kelly	Ferrara	(StratCommRx)	
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	22nd	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.	

e. 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	I-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.		

b. 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.		

c. 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.		

b. 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.		

• 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.		

o 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.	

• I-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	I-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.	

	
• 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?		
• 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.	
	

• 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.	

	

	
	



	 229 

	 	

Meeting	Minutes	
(Continued)	

	 Page	5	of	6	

	 2018	02	14	NGA	Key	Influencer	Notes	D3.docx	

		

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.	I-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.		

o 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?		
	

• I	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	I-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	I-170	to	the	exit,	it	creates	confusion	for	drivers	who	miss	the	
dedicated	airport	lane.		

	

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?	

• 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)	

• 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	Illinois.		

	
###	
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02 14 2018 Key Influencer Meeting 
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KEY INFLUENCER SURVEY SUMMARY 
07 2018 

	

	

	 	

I-70	PEL	Key	
Influencer	Online	
Survey	Summary		
	
July	2018	

	
OCTOBER/NOVEMBER	2017	
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Overview	
As	the	I-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	
• Mark	Rhoades,	VP	of	Operations	TVS	Supply	Chain	Solutions	–	St.	Peters,	MO	
• 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	
• 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	I-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	I-64	interchange,	the	short	
on/off	ramps	to	I-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/I-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	I-70/I-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	I-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.		

###	
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RESOURCE AGENCY WEBINAR SLIDES 
07 26 2018 

	

	

9/7/18

1

Resource Agency Meeting
I-70 PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES (I-70 PEL) STUDY

JULY 26, 2018

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

2
envisionI70.com

I-70 PEL Study

3

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

I-70 PEL Study

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. 

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). 

4

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. 

Vision Statement

envisionI70.com
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9/7/18

2

I-70 PEL Study

5

Communities along the corridor will 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 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. 

Vision Statement (continued)

envisionI70.com

I-70 PEL Study - Goals

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 

6envisionI70.com

I-70 PEL Study - Goals

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

7envisionI70.com

I-70 PEL Study

8

Corridor Segments

envisionI70.com
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3

I-70 PEL Study

9

Prioritization of Strategies

envisionI70.com

I-70 PEL Study

Corridor-Wide Strategies 
Transportation Demand Management (TDM)

Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS)

New and emerging technologies (autonomous 
vehicles/connected vehicles)

10envisionI70.com

I-70 PEL Study

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

11envisionI70.com

High-Priority Strategies

I-70 PEL Study

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

12envisionI70.com

High-Priority Strategies
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4

I-70 PEL Study

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

13envisionI70.com

High-Priority Strategies

I-70 PEL Study

Segment 4:  I-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

14envisionI70.com

High-Priority Strategies

I-70 PEL Study

Segment 5:  Florissant Rd to End of Express Lanes
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/provide full access 
interchanges
Bring facility to current standards (address substandard curves, 
narrow shoulders, etc.)
Improve local/parallel road system

15envisionI70.com

High-Priority Strategies

I-70 PEL Study

16envisionI70.com
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5

I-70 PEL Study

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?

17envisionI70.com

Evaluation Criteria for Future Project Proposals

I-70 PEL Study

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? 

18envisionI70.com

Evaluation Criteria for Future Project Proposals (continued)

I-70 PEL Study

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?

19envisionI70.com

Evaluation Criteria for Future Project Proposals (continued)

I-70 PEL Study

Technical Memorandum 

History of the reversible lanes

I-70 travel patterns/existing conditions

Stakeholder outreach

Proposed conditions

– Pros and cons

– Range of costs

20envisionI70.com

What About the Reversible Lanes?
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6

I-70 PEL Study

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

21envisionI70.com

THANK YOU!

22

Questions?
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MEETING MINUTES 
07 26 2018 Resource Agency Meeting 

	

	
	
	

	
Meeting	Minutes	

	 	 	 	

	
	 2018	07	26	Resource	Agency	Meeting	Notes	FINAL.docx	

Subject:	 I-70	PEL	Study		
Resource	Agency	Meeting	

Client:	 MoDOT	

	Meeting	Date/	
Time:	

July	26,	2018	
2:00	pm		

Project:	 I-70	PEL	Study	

	Meeting	
Location:	

Webinar	via	Zoom		 Project	
Number:	

MoDOT:	 J6I3038	
Jacobs:
	 C1X32800	

	Meeting	Participants	
	
Resource	Agency	Representatives	
	
Raegan	Ball,	Federal	Highway	Administration	
Cecilia	Tapia,	Environmental	Protection	Agency		
Joe	Summerlin,	Environmental	Protection	Agency	
	
MoDOT	
Richard	Moore	
Andy	Tuerck		

Consultant	Team	
Tracey	Lober	(Jacobs)	
Kelly	Ferrara	(StratCommRx)	
Kennedy	Moore	(StratCommRx)	
	
East-West	Gateway	
Marcie	Meystrik	

	
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.		
2. PEL	Refresher		

a. Study	allows	flexibility	for	projects	moving	forward.	
b. Robust	engagement	with	the	public	for	stakeholders.	

3. 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.	

4. Corridor-Wide	Goals	
a. Goals	we	felt	were	needed	for	the	entire	corridor.	

i. Safety	is	a	high	priority	goal.	
	

5. Corridor	Segments		
a. Forty-mile	corridor	from	Wentzville	to	Downtown	St.	Louis.	

i. Five	segments	based	on	shared	traits	within	the	corridor.	
6. Prioritization	of	Strategies	
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Meeting	Minutes	
(Continued)	

	 Page	2	of	2	

	 2018	07	26	Resource	Agency	Meeting	Notes	FINAL.docx	

a. Goals	in	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 

	

	

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 I-70 corridor.

Thursday, March 30, 2017
5:00 – 7:00 p.m.

Normandy Government Office
7700 Natural Bridge Road, Courtroom

Normandy, MO  63121
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WELCOME 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

I-70 Regional Needs 
Assessment and Strategies 

Development Study 
 

Public Meeting 
March 30, 2017 

 

UPDATE 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� 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 

What’s Happened Since 2014? 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (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 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

What is the I-70 PEL? 

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

Will the future I-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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� Early public involvement  

•� Improved decision-making 

•� Streamlining project development 

•� Does not prohibit existing projects in corridor 
from moving forward 

Benefits of a PEL 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� 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 

Outcome of a PEL 

SCHEDULE 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 
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PUBLIC OUTREACH 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� Advisory Groups 

•� Public Official Briefings 

•� Public Meetings 

•� Website 

•� Social Media 

•� Digital Survey 

ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Senior Advisory Group (SAG) 
invited 
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ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Groups (TAG) 
 

��St. Charles County 
��St. Louis County 
��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. 
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ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Group (St. Charles) 
invited 
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ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis County) 
invited 
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ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis City) 
invited 
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DATA COLLECTION 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� St. Peters’ Outer Road AJR 
•� O’Fallon Transportation Study 
•� I-70/Hanley/Scudder AJR 
•� I-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 5th 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 
�

Previous and Ongoing Studies/Projects 
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PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Help the project team identify other 
important information that we should 

consider incorporating into the 
Purpose and Need 

�

Why Are You Here Today? 

PURPOSE AND NEED 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 & Need 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Needs – St. Charles County 
•� Improve alternative modes of 

transportation to local hospitals�

Purpose & Need 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Needs – St. Louis County 
•� Improved access to Lambert Airport�
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Purpose & Need 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Needs – St. Louis City 
•� Better use of reversible lanes 
•� Identify transportation options to support 

development that will backfill areas of 
aging population 

•� Accommodate freight access to river 
ports 

•� Provide access to NGA�

PUBLIC OUTREACH 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

E7AA7@G�
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A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

THANK YOU! 
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03 30 2017 and 04 07 2017 Public Officials Meetings 

MEETING INVITE/ANNOUNCEMENT 
03 30 2017 and 04 07 2017 Public Officials Meetings 
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WELCOME 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

I-70 Regional Needs 
Assessment and Strategies 

Development Study 
 

Public Officials Briefing 
March 30, 2017 

 

UPDATE 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� 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 

What’s Happened Since 2014? 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (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 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

What is the I-70 PEL? 

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

Will the future I-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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� Early public involvement  

•� Improved decision-making 

•� Streamlining project development 

•� Does not prohibit existing projects in corridor 
from moving forward 

Benefits of a PEL 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� 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 

Outcome of a PEL 

SCHEDULE 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 
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PUBLIC OUTREACH 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� Advisory Groups 

•� Public Official Briefings 

•� Public Meetings 

•� Website 

•� Social Media 

•� Digital Survey 

ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Senior Advisory Group (SAG) 
invited 
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ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Groups (TAG) 
 

��St. Charles County 
��St. Louis County 
��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. 
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ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Group (St. Charles) 
invited 
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ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis County) 
invited 
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ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis City) 
invited 
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DATA COLLECTION 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� St. Peters’ Outer Road AJR 
•� O’Fallon Transportation Study 
•� I-70/Hanley/Scudder AJR 
•� I-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 5th 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 
�

Previous and Ongoing Studies/Projects 
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PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Help the project team identify other 
important information that we should 

consider incorporating into the 
Purpose and Need 

�

Why Are You Here Today? 

PURPOSE AND NEED 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 & Need 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Needs – St. Charles County 
•� Improve alternative modes of 

transportation to local hospitals�

Purpose & Need 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Needs – St. Louis County 
•� Improved access to Lambert Airport�
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Purpose & Need 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Needs – St. Louis City 
•� Better use of reversible lanes 
•� Identify transportation options to support 

development that will backfill areas of 
aging population 

•� Accommodate freight access to river 
ports 

•� Provide access to NGA�

PUBLIC OUTREACH 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

E7AA7@G�

G�

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

THANK YOU! 
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WELCOME 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

I-70 Regional Needs 
Assessment and Strategies 

Development Study 
 

Public Officials Briefing 
April 7, 2017 

 

UPDATE 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� 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 

What’s Happened Since 2014? 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (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 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

What is the I-70 PEL? 

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

Will the future I-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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� Early public involvement  

•� Improved decision-making 

•� Streamlining project development 

•� Does not prohibit existing projects in corridor 
from moving forward 

Benefits of a PEL 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� 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 

Outcome of a PEL 

SCHEDULE 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

I-70 PEL STUDY 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 
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PUBLIC OUTREACH 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� Advisory Groups 

•� Public Official Briefings 

•� Public Meetings 

•� Website 

•� Social Media 

•� Digital Survey 

ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Senior Advisory Group (SAG) 
invited 
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ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Groups (TAG) 
 

��St. Charles County 
��St. Louis County 
��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. 
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ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Group (St. Charles) 
invited 
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ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis County) 
invited 
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ADVISORY GROUPS 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Technical Advisory Group (St. Louis City) 
invited 
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DATA COLLECTION 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

•� St. Peters’ Outer Road AJR 
•� O’Fallon Transportation Study 
•� I-70/Hanley/Scudder AJR 
•� I-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 5th 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 
�

Previous and Ongoing Studies/Projects 



	 287 

E7AA7@G�

D�

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Help the project team identify other 
important information that we should 

consider incorporating into the 
Purpose and Need 

�

Why Are You Here Today? 

PURPOSE AND NEED 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 & Need 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Needs – St. Charles County 
•� Improve alternative modes of 

transportation to local hospitals�

Purpose & Need 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Needs – St. Louis County 
•� Improved access to Lambert Airport�
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Purpose & Need 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

Needs – St. Louis City 
•� Better use of reversible lanes 
•� Identify transportation options to support 

development that will backfill areas of 
aging population 

•� Accommodate freight access to river 
ports 

•� Provide access to NGA�

PUBLIC OUTREACH 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

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 

E7AA7@G�

G�

A Planning and Environmental Linkages  (PEL) Study 

THANK YOU! 
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COMMENTS 
03 30 2017 and 04 07 2017 Public Officials Meetings 

	
	

	
	 	

 
     Analysis of MoDOT Public Officials Briefings    
                          

Briefing dates:  
   March 30, 2017 

April 7, 2017 

Please indicate your response to each statement  
by checking the appropriate box. 

 
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. I 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 
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SIGN-IN SHEETS 
07 18 2018 Public Meetings 
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EXHIBITS 
07 18 2018 and 07 19 2018 MoDOT Public Officials Briefings and Public Meetings 

	

	

7/19/18

1

Public Officials Briefing and Public Meeting
I-70 PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENTAL LINKAGES (I-70 PEL) STUDY

JULY 18-19, 2018

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

2
e n v is io n I7 0 .c o m

I-70 PEL Study

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. 
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). 

3

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. 

Vision Statement

e n v is io n I7 0 .c o m

I-70 PEL Study

4

Communities along the corridor will 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 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. 

Vision Statement (continued)

e n v is io n I7 0 .c o m
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7/19/18

2

I-70 PEL Study - Goals

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 

5
e n v is io n I7 0 .c o m

I-70 PEL Study - Goals

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

6
e n v is io n I7 0 .c o m

I-70 PEL Study

7

C o r r id o r  S e g m e n ts

e n v is io n I7 0 .c o m

I-70 PEL Study

8

P r io r i t iz a t io n  o f  S t ra te g ie s

e n v is io n I7 0 .c o m
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3

I-70 PEL Study

Corridor-Wide Strategies 

Transportation Demand Management (TDM)
Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS)

New and emerging technologies (autonomous 
vehicles/connected vehicles)

9
e n v is io n I7 0 .c o m

I-70 PEL Study

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

10
e n v is io n I7 0 .c o m

High-Priority Strategies

I-70 PEL Study

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
11

e n v is io n I7 0 .c o m

High-Priority Strategies

I-70 PEL Study

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
12

e n v is io n I7 0 .c o m

High-Priority Strategies
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I-70 PEL Study

Segment 4:  I-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

13
e n v is io n I7 0 .c o m

High-Priority Strategies

I-70 PEL Study

Segment 5:  Florissant Rd to End of Express Lanes
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/provide full access interchanges
Bring facility to current standards (address substandard curves, 
narrow shoulders, etc.)
Improve local/parallel road system

14
e n v is io n I7 0 .c o m

High-Priority Strategies

I-70 PEL Study

15e n v is io n I7 0 .c o m

I-70 PEL Study

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?

16
e n v is io n I7 0 .c o m

E v a lu a t io n  C r i te r ia  fo r  F u tu re  P ro je c t  P ro p o s a ls
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I-70 PEL Study

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? 

17
e n v is io n I7 0 .c o m

E v a lu a t io n  C r i te r ia  fo r  F u tu re  P ro je c t  P ro p o s a ls  ( c o n t in u e d )

I-70 PEL Study

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?

18
e n v is io n I7 0 .c o m

E v a lu a t io n  C r i te r ia  fo r  F u tu re  P ro je c t  P ro p o s a ls  ( c o n t in u e d )

I-70 PEL Study

Technical Memorandum 

History of the reversible lanes

I-70 travel patterns/existing conditions

Stakeholder outreach

Proposed conditions

– Pros and cons
– Range of costs

19
e n v is io n I7 0 .c o m

What About the Reversible Lanes?

I-70 PEL Study

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

20
e n v is io n I7 0 .c o m
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THANK YOU!

21

Questions?
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NEWSLETTER ARTICLE 
03 03 2017 

	
	

	
	

  
 
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 I-70/I-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 I-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 I-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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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 
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 I-70/I-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 I-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.  
 

MoDOT is eager to collect your thoughts 
on I-70. Please use their digital survey 
today. Link is available at Envisioni70.com.	

MoDOT	Hosts	Public	Meeting	
March	30,	2017,		5	–	7pm	

Normandy	Government	Office	
Courtroom	

7700	Natural	Bridge	Road	
Normandy,	MO		63121	
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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, StratCommRx. Her email is Kelly@StratCommRx.com.  

 

 
Cutline: MoDOT is eager to collect your thoughts on I-70. Please use their digital 
survey today. Link is available at Envisioni70.com. 
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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.Envisioni70com. 
 
 
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	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 I-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. 
 

###	
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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 I-70/I-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 I-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.) 



	 323 

PUBLIC OFFICIALS COMMUNICATIONS 
04 12 2017 

	

	
	

	 1	

  
 
 
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 
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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 
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 I-70/I-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 I-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.  
 
 

 
 

MoDOT is eager to collect your thoughts 
on I-70. Please use their digital survey 
today. Link is available at Envisioni70.com.	
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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.  

 

 
Cutline: MoDOT is eager to collect your thoughts on I-70. Please use their digital 
survey today. Link is available at Envisioni70.com. 
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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.Envisioni70com. 
 
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 I-70 corridor. The I-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 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. 
 

###	
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Planning	and	Environmental	Linkages	Study	Fact	Sheet	
FEBRUARY	2018	

	
	

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 SEGMENTS MAP 

02 07 2018 
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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 I-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 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 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 
5:30 – 7:00 pm 
O’Fallon City Hall 
Multi-purpose Room 
100 N Main Street 
O’Fallon, MO 63366 
 

Thursday, July 19 
5:30 – 7:00 pm 
JCPenney Building, Room 202 
University of Missouri-St. Louis 
1 University Drive 
St. Louis MO 63121
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Suggested social media posts: 
 
Tweet:  
Is I-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 I-70 a part of your community or your commute? Please join MoDOT at one of 
two final public meetings to discuss the I-70 corridor, from just west of the I-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 I-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 I-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 I-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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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 I-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 
5:30 – 7:00 pm 
O’Fallon City Hall 
Multi-purpose Room 
100 N Main Street 
O’Fallon, MO 63366 

 
Thursday, July 19 
5:30 – 7:00 pm 
JC Penney Building, Room 202 
University of Missouri-St. Louis 
1 University Drive 
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.  
 

### 
 
For more information contact: 
Kelly Ferrara 
Kelly@StratCommRx.com 
314-221-2251 
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SOCIAL MEDIA PUBLIC COMMENTS 
2018 

 

 

I-70	PEL	Social	Media	Public	Comments		
	
Via	Facebook:	80	
Via	Twitter:	2	
	
	
Breakdown	

• FOX2NOW’s	Twitter	@chrisregniertv 	
• More 

o I-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 
I-70. Stretch under consideration runs from just west of 70/I-64 interchange 
in Wentzville to the end of the express...(1) 

o (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 I-70 this morning in St. 
Charles. The Envision I-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 I-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) 

o (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_Illinois @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 

• MoDOT	STL’s	Facebook		
o 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	
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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	I	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	I	
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.	
I	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.	
I	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.	
I	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	
a	return	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!	I	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	I70	goes	from	3	lanes	to	
2	lanes	in	Wentzville.	Firstly,	by	the	time	that	the	3rd	lane	was	
added	to	I70,	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!!	I	
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?	I	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/I-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,	I	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	I	

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.	

o 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	

o March	17,	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	I	
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”	

o 1	Comment	
§ Layne	Bradford	what	is	the	cost	of	construction?	(via	

Facebook)	
• Bryan	Spencer’s	Facebook	Page	(on	post	about	July	2018	Public	Meetings)	

o 2	Comments	
§ Steve	Patchin	Something	Kansas	City	needs	to	do	from	about	

Blue	Springs	to	downtown	Kansas	City.	
§ Rebecca	Vogler	Splain	I'm	so	worried	that	it's	going	to	

become	a	toll	road.	I	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)		

o 2	Comments	
o Jack	Selph	Perhaps	the	Railroad	could	inject	some	funds	to	assist	

in	
that	bridge	problem.	Wonder	about	their	liability	if	they	don't.	

o Joan	Tucker	Why	does	propane	and	natural	gas	taxes	also	
increase?	

	
	


