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managed by Jacobs, with public engagement support by StratCommRx.
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1. St. Charles County Public Officials and Public Meeting Minutes

[-70 PEL Public Officials /Public

Subject: Meeting
Meeting Date/  July 18,2018
Time: 4 pm, 5:30 pm
Meeting O’Fallon City Hall
Location:

Client: MoDOT

Project:  1-70 PEL Study

Project MoDOT: ]613038
Number Jacobs: C1X32800

Meeting Participants
Public Officials

Janice Bader, St. Mary’s Institute

Russ Batzel, City of St. Peters

Joe Cronin, St. Charles County

Steve Ehlmann, St. Charles County

Sally Faith, City of St. Charles

Nick Guccione, City of Wentzville

John Gwaltney, City of Edmundson

Rhoda Gwaltney, City of Edmundson

Justin Hill, Missouri House of Representatives
Ginny Jaskiewicz, St. Mary’s Institute

Wade Montgomery, City of O’Fallon

Ben Motil, O’Fallon Economic Development
Mike Pheney, City of O’Fallon

76 Members of the Public

[-70 PEL Team Members

MoDOT

Tom Blair

Matt Burcham
Wesley Stephen
Shaun Tooley
Andy Tuerck
Eddie Watkins

Consultant Team

Tracey Lober (Jacobs)

Kelly Ferrara (StratCommRx)

Heather Lasher Todd (StratCommRx)
Kennedy Moore (StratCommRx)

MaryAnn Taylor Crate (Added Dimension)

Summary of Meeting

1. Welcome and Introductions

A. This meeting is to update public officials and the public on what is

happening with the study.

B. Can someone define what vision is and why it is so important?
i. PEL is a way to streamline the NEPA process.
ii. What will I-70 look like in the year 2040 and how it ought to

serve the region and the nation?

iii. In addition to moving freight we need to make sure that cars
and other vehicles are safe while they are on the corridor.

C. We need to do NEPA, why?

i. Whenever you do a project, there is a process required by law
that you accurately and correctly identify problems and that
the solutions do not have consequences on the environment.

2018 07 Public Officials-Public Meetings-Summary FINAL.docx



D. Is NEPA just as burdensome now as it was before?

i. Yes, I acknowledge that there needs to be a different process
to streamline NEPA. We want to take this effort to set a vision
for this project.

E. Why does this project stop (west) where it does? There was a NEPA
study from across the state from as far west as Independence, MO in
2009 that analyzed that area.
2. Project Update
A. At lot has happened since March 2017. We took a step back to look at the
vision for this project.
B. This is a multilevel corridor-wide vision for the corridor.
3. Public Engagement Update
A. This research was compiled by identifying Technical and Senior Advisory
Group members to facilitate research, media, interviews, surveys, etc.
1. 40,000 pieces of data received
B. Vision Statement captured what the team thought the vision of the corridor
looked like.
4. PEL Study
A. These are concepts we have developed. Ideas of things that can be done
and these ideas are not set in stone.
B. We identified corridor wide goals, as well as segment goals for each of the
five segments

1. The corridor is 40 miles long, so we decided to split it into
segments because some segments may have different goals than
the overall corridor or other segments.

1. Segments allow for flexible and more in-depth NEPA analysis.
C. We identified how strategies would be applied in each segment.
1. These strategies were prioritized, ranked (good, bad, poor) in
comparison to how it would meet the specific goals.
1. Strategies that improve transportation system
2. Strategies that impact surrounding communities
D. We identified how strategies would be applied in each segment.
1. These strategies were prioritized, ranked (good, bad, poor) in
comparison to how it would meet the specific goals.
1. Strategies that improve transportation system
2. Strategies that impact surrounding communities
5. Corridor-Wide Strategies
A. Transportation Demand Management
1. Informing/educating people on how to use transit
B. Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS)
1. What MoDOT would like to see
C. New and emerging technologies (autonomous vehicles/connected
vehicles)
6. Segment 1
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A. The number one thing we have right now is congestion and capacity.
Bicycles and people riding to work are not a high priority (various public
officials)

7. Segment 2

A. Most of the local/parallel road system is in the segment.
B. Was the railroad included in this conversation?

1.

11.

8. Segment 3

MoDOT has not been able to have any leverage when it comes to
improving railroads in this segment.
Maybe we need to build better relationships with the railroads.

A. Similar to Segment 2

9. Segment 4

A. Roads are a bit narrower in this segment

10. Segment 5

11. Action Items:

A. Any project that moves forward we want to make sure it meets the goals
of the segments
B. Reversible Lanes

1.

12. Questions?

Develop technical memorandum.
1. History on how the lanes came about.
2. 1-70 travel patterns/existing conditions.
3. Stakeholders’ vision for reversible lanes in the next 20-30
years.
4. What we could do with those reversible lanes.

A. Public Officials

1.

11.

11l.

1v.

Discussion centered on the Traffic Demand Model and the average
growth rate that was applied across the full 40-mile corridor, as
they are federally-approved numbers for East-West Gateway to use
in their planning initiatives. It was stated repeatedly that St.
Charles County is growing at a much faster rate than St. Louis City
or St. Louis County. Participants would prefer the planning study
had used a different projected growth rate for the western end of
the study area.

Strong preferences were voiced for an additional lane in the
western end of the study area.

The railroad bridge just west of the study area created a host of
comments and questions, including why the study area stopped
short of an element in the highway system that pinches and limits
traffic. MoDOT officials explained that previous studies included
that bridge area, which is why our study begins at Highway Z.

It was also articulated that this PEL Study does not limit what
projects can be presented to East-West Gateway, what they may
choose to pursue, or how local governments can fund projects.
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v. Attendees commented on the pending gas tax initiative and
stressed this tax passing as a priority in order to free up funding for
MoDOT.

B. Public Attendees

1. Is the report needed for federal funding? These strategies
legitimize these plans in the eyes of the federal government.

1. How does some of the funding come about for these projects? Two
sources of funding that have not been changed in over 20 years.

1. Federal gas tax

2. Missouri gas tax

3. The gas tax has not kept up with inflation. The money for

gas tax has not been able to fund these types of projects.
4. License registration
1ii.  Within 2 years (2019) this should be in the long-range plan, why is

Highway 70 never in the 2-year plan? There are pieces of it in the
long-range plan, such as money identified for the Zumbehl
interchange. The main issue with trying to implement these
strategies is funding. We have to conduct the studies to identify the
problems to implement solutions.

C. In many stretches of Highway 70, liter is horrendous; is it MoDOT or
individual cities’ responsibility to clean that up? It is the responsibility of
MoDOT to pick up trash, but let’s keep questions to the I-70 corridor.

D. What did the study cost? What year for implementation? What is the
solution to get the funding? Where does funding come from? I see bikes
and pedestrians as high priority, but bike and pedestrian trails are mainly
in Wentzville. I think before we look at the “want” list we need to look at
the “need” list. It took two years to get to this point. It cost $1 million, we
have to do this so that we can get federal funding for these projects. Some
funds have been identified but the earliest funds could be put to use from
2016-2019. Fuel taxes, registration fees are where the funds come from.

E. Do any of these boards address this parallel route, what are they going to
do about them? It has to do with access to these routes on I-70, all we say
in the study is that something needs to happen to these roads, we don’t
have a clearly defined answer.

F. Doesn’t the state need to look at all the areas of the roads instead of one
section of it and putting bells and whistles on it? I definitely agree.

13. Adjourn
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2. St. Louis County Public Officisals and Public Meeting Minutes

[-70 PEL Study

Subject: Technical Advisory Group (TAG)
Meeting

Meeting Date/  July 19,2018

Time: 4 pm, 5:30 pm

Meeting UMSL JC Penny Building

Location:

Client: MoDOT

Project:  1-70 PEL Study

Project MoDOT: ]613038
Number Jacobs: C1X32800

Meeting Participants
Public Officials

Jaqueline Carr, St. Louis County Council
Gary Elmstead, St. Charles County
Robert Irvin, Bel-Nor Building Official
Adam Spector, St. Louis County

Matt Unrein, City of Ferguson

11 Members of the Public

[-70 PEL Team Members

MoDOT

Bill Schnell
Wesley Stephen
Shaun Tooley

EWG
Jerry Blair
Marcie Meystrik

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. Public Officials

a. Why have the 5 segments not been broken down further to look at?
Because the study is regional. The Federal Highway and Federal
Transit approve the regional demand model.

b. Have you compared the memorandum about the express lane? We
are working on that right now and it will be posted on the website.

c. Ifeel like people have been struggling with those reversible lanes for
over 35 years, is that what you’'re working on? We could get rid of
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them all together; we could convert them to have more lanes
available or even expanding them. There is a range of things for us to
look at, and measure the pros and cons. This is important for not
only MoDOT, but also East West Gateway. They are not functioning
optimally right now and they don’t carry a large amount of traffic
either. It affects the City of St. Louis as well as the region.

Every time [ come back on I-70 from Columbia, MO there is always
an accident around Wentzville, why is that? There have been at least
three NEPA studies on I-70 from Independence to St. Louis. From
these studies we have found that the corridor was not designed to
carry these heavy loads. There is a constant pounding on a 60-year-
old infrastructure and it needs to be rebuilt and widened. What
you're seeing in some areas is congestion around the curve in
Wentzville. It's a bottleneck that has emerged.

B. Public Attendees

a.

What do you mean by mainline capacity? That would be adding a
lane for more cars. And its low on the list because adding a lane
doesn’t mean that meets the goals on the list.

Since it is so conceptual do you have an estimated construction cost?
No, we have high level cost ranges, for example we know at MoDOT
we can build an interchange for $25-50 million. It has to be studied
in more detail to find the true cost. The next level has to be a detailed
analysis then the challenge for the region is how do you fund it? This
is not a project; the region must prioritize going forward and making
this interstate functional for all users, people who drive, people who
walk, and certainly the body of trucks that use this region. Truck
traffic is projected to grow much higher than it already is. Freight
moves through and is in this region, keep in mind I-70 was not
designed for the amount of traffic.

When will this period of opportunity happen? Funding will drive a
lot of this and right now we don’t have funding. There is a possibility
in passing a bill this fall to raise the gas tax by 10 cents. Legislature
and the citizen’s voice is what will drive having a better
transportation system.

The 10 cents tax increase will allow some funding to go to this
project? It's possible; it depends on the priorities of the state.

The railroad bridge in Wentzville that impacts traffic, what was the
decision on how the bridge impacts traffic? This study stops at Hwy
Z and doesn’t go beyond that. The reason we stopped at Z is because
there have been three NEPA studies on that segment of I-70.

Why does the railroad have so much power? The railroad was there
first; when they were installed in the 1800s they were given that
power. They're a transportation partner, too.

Does the study impact the NGA facility? Did you look at the Merchant
Bridge? We did reach out and had a meeting with NGA staff; they
were concerned about their employees on the Illinois side and about
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crossing the bridge and also their employees’ commute. Nothing we
are doing here will adversely impact them meeting their deadline to
open. The Merchant Bridge is a part of the study, but the detail was
included in the freight study that was conducted.

Now what about the Chain of Rocks Bridge? For most river crossings,
IDOT takes the lead. The bridge will be designed with three lanes. As
aresult, we will have to build some infrastructure on the Missouri
side.

What were some other considerations for autonomous vehicles or
vehicles that are connected? We want to make sure that projects in
the future don’t inhibit use of those type of vehicles.
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3. Comments from July 18 and 19, 2018 Meetings

Meeting: _Jdic
ENV'SION Dat:: 7/[2//2
Time:
I.7Q Place: _© Fud loa .
MoDOT Public Comment Form ety bal/

Please leave any comments below. We appreciate your input.
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ENVISION Meeting: p\fﬂﬁﬂ,

Date: _ Z“Q/ %
I.7Q Time: _ S 10
Place:_[ﬁ@}v\—
MoDOT Public Comment Form
Please leave any comments below. We appreciate your input.
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Name (Optional): Ch /M&J\
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ENV'SION Meeting: _gZ—IZ’ d0/5

Date: Pt dat
® Time: &30
I 7Q Place: __ (O Falirx ~
MoDOT Public Comment Form

Please leave any comments below. We appreciate your input.

A/; Lharloe lf.cu_,,,u?‘ <

Name (Optional): A bt

W~ O \\/ / eetin o J‘Y\ c
170" LR \Q: o 4 T
ace:_""EaM__
MoDOT Public Comment Form " :

Please leave any comments below. We appreciate your input.

Trask ¥ O TRR sl /0/4,
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//7;7/" ‘/ZD/Q’.) “Fﬁf‘{d%’% WIC S CM}Q{ )/ﬁ'IL'\A)\HM}K

Name (Optional):

and vjsfers, Tbu; wag H’l’)ppﬁfam_!_.
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ENVISION Meeting: ?x.\ﬂ]ib

Date: ~JFTE
® Time: _5°50 74
Place: 2 /5. 000/

MoDOT Public Comment Form
Please leave any comments below. We appreciate your input. A/
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ENVISION Meeting:(anwi-sv; T2

Date: 7- 1§-18
® Time: _S: 30
Place: OFa i, Chy Hhat
MoDOT Public Comment Form

Please leave any comments below. We appreciate your input.

[:O MC“T‘ wkf\f" Or\e WOU‘, Sen Jiee QDAOJ
MBQ""\A/"CC.’\ CAQC. s’P"';’35 A O MAO Q(JUS‘ {Y)AU 0(‘!\/9

IR )
o C\'\fa’\‘(ef‘ 'chs wWas b"OUg\\"‘ UP O *L\L LasT
oV ~+ =
N PoOvVe ments sas A= 9, AMD Was +ymned dow 3.
JSimess own 7

Ownaers and res dends

Name (Optional):fDAn/e Zeisen Dave Senclaia binegin 51 Fetess

2018 07 Public Officials-Public Meetings-Summary FINAL.docx



B th(>E‘¥“> T
ENVISION 47/ ’

Meeting: _17 ) F—[> L20\
Date: /121D
I. 7 Q Time:_ 2 300
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MoDOT Public Comment Form

Please leave any comments below. We appreciate your input
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MoDOT Public Comment Form

Please leave any comments below. We appreciate your input
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ENVISION v
Date:i?z//OD—’/C?
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MoDOT Public Comment Form

Please leave any comments below. We appreciate your input.
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ENVISION Meeting: _ublit /W7

Date: ﬁ_)ﬁig___
@ Time: __S:30pm
I 7Q Place: UM L
MoDOT Public Comment Form

Please leave any comments below. We appreciate your input.
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Submitted via email following meeting:

| understand that this project it officially just in the "study" phase, however it is my
understanding that it is the desire of some public officials to make the 170 service roads one
way. | would like to go on record and let it be known that | emphatically oppose any one way
service road project, specifically between Zumbehl and Mid Rivers Mall dr. That corridor is
home to many businesses of many different sizes, and speaking from personal experience, one
way service roads can greatly hinder business. My business was located on highway 94 before
and during the HWY 364 project. After the project was complete, our business walk in traffic
decreased significantly. The property that we once occupied has had 2 other failed businesses
since we have moved and | understand that the property now rents for almost half of what it
once did. | would be happy to share further thoughts and comments.

Thank you,

Dan Grosvenor

5 Star Auto Plaza
3690 West Clay St

St Charles, MO 63301
636-940-7600
S5starcar.com

I own a business that would be adversely affected by creating one-way service roads along I-70 between St.
Charles and St. Peters. The inconvenience put upon my customers every time they visit my business will
cause them to take their business elsewhere, outside of St. Charles County.

There are numerous residents on either side of I-70 who will be inconvenienced greatly in their every day
travels. It may take three minutes to drive to the grocery store but fifteen minutes to get back home. More
miles driven equals more fuel consumed and more carbon dioxide in the air.

St. Charles County officials say they are concerned about the vacant business properties in the area who
are not bringing in sales tax to the County. How does chasing away businesses who are currently collecting
sales tax help that situation?

When | have questioned the City and County officials as to whom the one-way service roads is supposed to
help, the answer is always "to improve traffic flow". But how is traffic flow improved when local residents
have to drive farther to get to their destination?

Every time someone turns the wrong way on a one-way road and has a head-on collision, traffic flow will
certainly not be improved. Will the County or State be willing to assume that liability?

Please come up with a different solution to the traffic problems and don't make the I-70 service roads one
way. It appears that the only people who are in favor of this proposal are those who do not have to deal with
it every day.

David G. Sandfort, Owner
Cave Spring Golf Center, Inc.
3650 West Clay,

St. Charles, MO 63301
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Hi Kelly,

| was told to email you regarding comments about the Envision 170 proposed project in St. Charles County.
We are highly against this project. In other areas of the county that have the one-way outer roads, it hurt
several businesses and caused them to close. This will have a significant impact to my business from I-70
westbound guests. They will have to pass my hotel and make a large loop, backtracking their way to the
hotel. At that point, they will just find a hotel that is down the road.

This will also make travel for out of town guests harder to navigate. | do not travel highway 94 frequently in
St. Charles County, but when | do, | get very turned around and frustrated when trying to get to the
businesses | need to use. | prefer finding another business, maybe paying a little more, just to avoid that
area. | would hate for that to be the mindset of people in this area when it comes to their choice in
businesses. The county seems to think it will help business on the outer roads, but it won’t. Along 1-70 at Mid
Rivers, where it has been a one-way for some time now, near the mall, a restaurant has sat vacant for
around 5 years and the city has not been able to fill the empty HHGregg, HomeGoods and Marshall’s stores
that sat there before either.

I hope my comments will be added to the report along with others that have voiced their concerns.
Have a wonderful day!

Amanda Prouhet
General Manager

Hampton Inn — St. Louis/St. Charles

3720 West Clay Street, Saint Charles, MO 63301
Phone: (636) 947-6800 | Fax: (636) 947-0020
www.stlouisstcharles.hamptoninn.com

HHH
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