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Stuady Overview






Project S

* Preferred Alternative — Early Summer 2019

* Approved Environmental Assessment — November 2019
* Public Hearing — Late 2019

* Completed Environmental Assessment — Early 2020



Purpose and
Route N NEP

* The purpose of the study is identify improvements
to develop a safe and efficient roadway network

along Route N

* The need of the study is to improve access and
connectivity as well as reduce congestion and delays

* |ssues affecting the existing corridor include:
* Two-lane roadway with minimal shoulders

* Difficulty turning on to and off of Route N
* Numerous major intersections and major driveways

* Higher traffic volumes than Route N was designed for

* Daily traffic ranges from 5,500 vehicles west of Route Z to over
18,000 east of Route Z
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Conceptual Alternatives

The Conceptual Alternatives are the initial range of alternatives

that were analyzed to determine whether they meet the
project’s Purpose and Need.
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Conceptual Alternatives Screening

The Conceptual Alternatives are screened against the project’s
Purpose and Need. Those Conceptual Alternatives that meet the
Purpose and Need move forward as Reasonable Alternatives.



Overall Purp
Screening R

Conceptual Alternative

PURPOSE AND . Improve Interstate Drive/ | Interstate Drive/
URPOS EVALUATION CRITERIA STANDARDS DECISION KEY (Yes/No) No Build p ' Buckner Road Near South Far South _
NEED ELEMENT Existing Wilmer Road Route Z
No
Yes - Alternative provides improved access to key 5 No _ (Does not provide
A) Provide safe and Can the alternative provide destinations and major Route N traffic generators No ir%p(isje?;gggfo No improved access to
efficient access to/from improved access to/from key No v v (Does not provide destinations westof | (Underserves traffic | destinations west of
important study area Route N destinations and major | No - Alternative does not provide improved €S €S ggztmi r?sccv’fessi L‘} Hopewell/Duello and Wiﬁigi:‘gg ;vr?dStSS)]:Jth undi‘;:teewze :?r:fﬁc
resources traffic generators? acc.esls:{ to i(eyl:l c:esﬂtrl.natlons a?d/or underserves HopewellDuello) ggii::tzxe: (;;tific; of Route N) generators west of
major Route N traffic generators Route Z and south of
Route N) Route N)
Yes - Alternative can be designed to be consistent
with future Route N roadway type and traffic No No
Purpose and Need B) Provide roadway . . volumes consistent with planned land uses (Interstate Drive and | (Interstate Drive and
. Can the alternative meet design . . .
Element #1 - Need to design and features that standards for the abbropriate No v v v v Wilmer Road design, Route Z design,
Improve Access and | meetappropriate - adw classificati%pn (sr;’? No - Alternative would result in future Route N es €S es €S Iroad"(‘j’e;y tgpe’ and Iroad"(‘j’a}y t)(;pe, and
Connectivity standards y ' traffic on incompqtiple roadways/roadway types pﬁgp son:igt;r?tev?/i’?hre psg: c?on:igt;r?tev?/i’?hre
and/or through existing or planned land uses that carrying Route N traffic) | carrying Route N traffic)
are not intended for future Route N traffic
Yes - Alternative accommodates the efficient
movement of traffic between project termini and
Can the alternati raff efficient operation for trips remaining on existing No No No
C) Improve connectivity in an the _a _ema Ve move trattic Route N (Distance from exsiting | (Inefficient movement of | (Inefficient movement of
the study area more efficiently through the No Yes Yes Yes Route N results in traffic between project | traffic between project
study area? No - Alt . its in ineffcient t of inefficent operations on | termini due to required | termini due to required
t Off-' be:na Ve res.u St'tm m? _Cle_n r]:f\_/en:en O existing Route N) turns) turns)
raffic between project termini or inefficien
operations for trips remaining on existing Route N
Yes - Alternative provides sufficient capacity for
Does the alternative provide traffic using existing and future Route N and does No No No
A) Provide ad t v that ds th not adversely affect other area roadways (Does not improve
) rollll eI a eqRua te N ;:apam ); dat ef)]:.Ceg S ed | No Yes Yes Yes traffic flow on existing (Adversely gffects (Adversely gﬁects
capacily alohg Route ;gif:iﬁ ratic demand along No - Alternative does not provide sufficient Route N given distance Intevr\'/si’:?r;czrDchl)vae d?nd Intersts(t)eug r'zv)e and
' capacity for traffic using existing Route N and/or from existing Route N)
adversely affects other area roadways
Does the alternative offer the Yes - Alternative improves/accomodates efficient No
Purpose and Need | ) Provide adequate | PRr el 2 B el O | B ot drveways (Doss not mprove No
Element #2 - Need to | operation at the project's . ) y operations for existing (Does not improve key
Reduce Conaestion and| key intersections and (urban sections) or better at key No Yes Yes Yes intersections and Yes intersections and
u g maior drivewavs Route N intersections and No - Alternative does not improve/accommodate driveways given driveways
Delays : y improved operations at major efficient operations at existing and future Route N distance from existing west of Route Z)
driveways? key intersections and major driveways Route N)
Yes - Alternative provides opportunities to manage
. the number and spacing of access points along
C) Provide access Does the. alternative offir the Route N* No No No No
manaaement opportunities opportunity to mahage the No (Limited opportunities | (Limited opportunities Yes* Yes* (Limited opportunities | (Limited opportunities
J PP number and spacing of access - , . - for access for access €S €S for access for access
along Route N oints along Route N? No - Alternative provides limited, if any, management) management) management) management)
P J ' opportunities to manage the number and spacing g J J J
of access points along Route N
Number (%) of Purpose and Need elements met 0/6 (0%) 5/6 (83%) 5/6 (83%) 5/6 (83%) 2/6 (33%) 1/6 (17%) 0/6 (0%)
Reasonble Alternative? (BYﬁsl’e) Yes Yes Yes No No No
y Ru

Note: This evaluation is current as of 2/21/2019 and is subject to change based.

* Assumes that MoDOT will purchase access rights when acquiring Right-of-Way.
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Reasonable Alternatives

The Reasonable Alternatives will be analyzed in greater detalil
to determine their engineering, environmental, and

community impacts. These impacts will influence the selection
of the project’s Preferred Alternative.



Route N
Reasona

Improve Existing Alternative Buckner Road Alternative

The Reasonable Alternatives will be further
developed to determine:

* The number of lanes required
* The sizing of intersections

e The construction costs

* The impacts to the natural and human
environments

Near South Alternative
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Your Involvement and Input



