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Level 2 alternatives screening involved a more detailed evaluation of all alternatives carried forward from Level 1. The alter- The criteria below were used, where appropriate, to evaluate the alternatives.
natives were evaluated with the relevant information that was available at this level, both qualitative and quantitative.

US HIGHWAY 40 - CRITERIA

Alternatives carried forward from Level 2 as a result of those evaluations have been analyzed further, with more detail, in

Level 3, to develop recommendations for the Preferred Alternative package of improvements. The figure below illustrates
this process. Purpose and Need Element - Meet existing and future operational needs.

1. Ability of the alternative to provide acceptable intersection levels of service during typical AM and PM peak periods.

ALTERNATIVES 2. Ability of the alternative to provide acceptable travel times during typical AM and PM peak periods.

Purpose and Need Element - Improve access control by implementing the US 40 Access Control Plan.
1. Ability of the alternative to comply with the access control plan.

2. Ability of the alternative to provide safe and effective ingress/egress to adjacent property.

Purpose and Need Element - Expand multi-modal opportunities and service along the US 40 Corridor.
1. Ability of the alternative to promote alternative modes of travel by providing attractive mobility options.

. Ability of the alterative to provide competitive travel time for transit, bicycle and pedestrian modes.

2
3. Ability of the alternative to complete the bicycle and pedestrian network in the US 40 corridor.
4

. Ability of the alternative to provide improved transit access to activity centers in the US 40 corridor.

LEVEL 1 SCREENING

C
@
Q

QUALITATIVE @/
ANALYSIS

MORE
DETAILED
ANALYSIS

DETAILED
ANALYSIS

Documented Cat-Ex

I PR apor sdurr coury JACOBS

ST o TR TR _J




ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFT

B WEST OF STEAMBOAT SPRINGS

US HIGHWAY 40 - NEPA STUDY June 22, 2009

Criteria to Address Project Goals:

Address known safety problems for all users and meet transportation safety standards with all new improvements. Avoid and minimize adverse effects to environmental resources
1. Ability of the alternative to provide pedestrian and bicycle networks away from vehicular conflicts. 1. Resources include:
2. Ability of the alternative to meet current design standards. a. Wetlands
- . . . . . b. Water Resources
3. Ability of the alternative to provide safe crossings for pedestrians and bicycles.
c. Ecological/wildlife habitat
4. Ability of the alternative to accommodate emergency service vehicles. )
d. Hazardous materials
Maintain compatibility with existing and proposed off highway circulation routes. e. Historic or Potentially Historic Resources
. ) o o f.  Parks and Recreation Resources
1. Ability of the alternative to maintain access to existing and proposed roads.
g. Environmental justice
Provide a plan that can be implemented in phases. h. Air Quality

1. Ability of phasing to match foreseeable funding streams. . C . . . . . . .
yorp & & Avoid and minimize right-of-way impacts and relocation to commercial and residential properties.

2. Ability of phasing to provide independent utility.

1. Relative impact on private property.

3. Ability of phasing to be consistent with land use development. 2. Relative impact on business property.

Support economic viability of the project area. . . . . .
PP ty of the proj Provide practical and financially realistic transportation improvements.

1. Relative impact to existing business operations in the study area. . . )
P & P Y 1. Relative capital cost of the alternative.

2. Relative effect on future economic development plans or potential. : : .
2. Relative operating cost of transit elements.

3. Ability of the alternative to maintain acceptable business access. . .
3. Relative maintenance cost of roadway elements.

Maintain compatibility with previous local planning efforts. Provide a plan that is adoptable by the City, County, and Continue to function as an important link in regional, state, and national highway system.
CDOT, and is supported by the community

1. Ability of the alternative to maintain mobility through the study area, including as an alternative highway route to I-70.
1. Relative consistency with the goals and objectives of US Highway 40 System Needs Study.

. . ) . i 2. Ability of the alternative to address existing and future travel markets.
2. Relative consistency with CDOT’s regional and statewide long range plans.

) ) ) ) 3. Ability of the alternative to accommodate the needs of truck freight and commerce.
3. Relative consistency with other relevant local and regional plans.

Incorporate Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS) into the planning and design including community based issues such as
urban design and aesthetics while recognizing the differences in each segment of US 40.

1. Ability of the alternative to preserve community integrity and cohesion.

2. Ability of the alternative to reflect the urban and environmental context.
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