US 180 CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN ADDT

Public Open House #1
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The purpose of the US 180 Corridor Master Plan (CMP) is to identify a 20-year \ P ‘N/\)?

vision for a 17.4 miles section of US 180 corridor that addresses current safety % ;

and traffic congestion issues by evaluating a mixture of previously recommended

and newly introduced System Alternatives. These System Alternatives include \F.... —

a mix of alternatives that utilize and maintain the existing US 180 right-of-way, o it Ni/” gic T Snow Bowd Ski

alternatives that would require an expanded right-of-way, and alternative routes s ,\,,(% jj~ Resort

separate and in addition to the US 180 corridor itself. iR £

The System Alternatives are also complemented by a series of Base Build Spot [

Improvements — which constitute targeted, near-term low investment mitigation

measures that support mid- and long-term System Alternatives.
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As part of the CMP Process, a team of Project Partners (Partners) has been assembled Wing " EL | Snow BowlRd

to include representatives from the following agencies to help guide the success of Mauziaip ?Jj

the US 180 CMP study process: q%:ﬂ =k

-Arizona Department of Transportation  -Coconino County k2 F(‘mi,a”ey’;"(;”é“ 180 \’

(ADOT) US Forest Service (USFS) N

-Flagstaff Metropolitan Planning -Federal Highways Administration 4 ;Shultz/Pass Rd |

Organization (FMPO) (FHWA)

- Northern Arizona Intergovernmental ‘Northern Arizona University (NAU) = (

Public Transportation Authority (NAIPTA) -Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railroad \ A = 3

.City of Flagstaff (BNSF) < \ -
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The Project Partners established the following seven goals for the US 180 CMP | —— —M' %hﬁ%‘\ AR 1 - |

which are not prioritized in any particular order:

CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN GOALS

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

Obtain public and stakeholder
input on alternatives, including
multimodal alternatives

|ldentify the long-term (20-year)
vision of the corridor

Scope out and further implement

previous and new strategies, Assist NAIPTA in completing its Bus

Prioritize implementation projects

consistent with the long-term for design Rapid/Transit/High Capacity Transit
vision system design
Follow the Planning and
Environmental Linkages (PEL)
process to carry forward decisions
into the design and NEPA
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STUDY CORRIDOR AT A GLANCE...
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STUDY CORRIDOR AT A GLANCE...
EXISTING CORRIDOR SAFETY CONSIDERATIONS

Crash Severity Comparison

Crash Severity Number [US 180 % [Statewide Average Percentage of Crashes
%* o

Fatal 2 | 0.004% 1% Based on Severity

Injury 146 25% 31% m Fatal

Property Damage Only| 422 75% 68% m Severe Injury
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