1-39/90/94 Traffic Impact Analysis Process

e D ooposes

* In early 2012, WisDOT and FHWA * No new interchanges should be

agree to complete the TIA allowed on 1-39/90/94 between N ronibe stonss
— US 12/18 and US 151 —
* The 1-39/90/94 TIA started in January * Develop screening criteria
2013

* Further analysis is needed
during the 1-39/90/94 Study

+ Recommendations P to evaluate viability of two
to remove from potential interchange areas and
consideration four crossing locations
i R
INTERSTATE :C;:;:hfzr&i;? in * Questionnaires sent to local
STU DY Tier 2 officials requesting input on

the potential interchange
and crossing locations

Data Collection _ _
and Existing Tier 2 Screening

Conditions Analysis LUENEI

* Identify potential
locations for a

+ Evaluate existing gﬁ\g (lzr::)zr:i:gnge * Develop conceptual
traffic operations interchange layouts and
and crash rates evaluate impacts to the
Interstate system and
\“L . environment
\
Y * Requested input from local
/ “ officials on conceptual
\ interchange layouts
* Hold Future Land

* Identify natural

Use Meetings and cultural
with local environmental
municipalities resources
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Interchange and Crossing Locations Evaluated

ARLINGTON

Arlington /——_’/—P— \
d COLUMBUS

[e] Interchapge)study-iecation

’_7L [N Grade separated crossing study location

Project Study Limits

Q 1 mile buffer around existing local interchanges
O 2 mile buffer around existing system interchanges
}’1
Dane County 0 25 5

Columbia County

o —

l Miles

I
) Studied locations represent a thorough list of
potential new interchange and crossing locations
ccccc AT— in the Madison metropolitan area on [-39/90/94
A I B and adjacent freeways. All existing grade
WINDSOR

VIENNA DeForest separated crossings where construction of ramps
‘ is physically possible were evaluated as a potential YORK
interchange. Giggle fgparated crossing locations
were evaluated where a road exists on either side
of the freeway but currently does not connect. )

Daley Rd -

The study limits go beyond planned developments
limits. This ensures the results will be useful for
many decades into the future.
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FHWA guidance recommends new interchanges E Metro Blvd g~ ] Py - | )
be at least 1 mile from existing interchanges and Anderson Rd R mhall
2 miles from freeway-to-freeway interchanges. ‘ >4 - —
Interchanges too clos¥R8HBGRT can cause Hoepker Rd]o A\ ' Thompson Rd
congestion on the freeway, depending on the ‘ ’ \ y MEDINA
design and traffic demand. ) y
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Crash History - Years 2007 - 2011
AN | ( (

Severe Diverge
SB 1-39/90/94 to WIS 60 N
(Note: Acceleration and deceleration lengths were Leg en d )\
increased on all ramps during the crash study years.) Not To Scale

Arlingten /’f Total Crash Rate Condition Rating

= Freeway Crash Rate
® Intersection Crash Rate

[ | Crash Rate Color Scale for Freeways and Intersections
Average 18D 28D 3SD
4 SD = Standard Deviation
>
(
Poor Intersection Crash rate scale is based on crash rates of similar freeways and intersections along ||

[l 1-94 from Hudson to Waukesha. "Good" indicates below the 1-94 average crash rate,
Acounty V & 1-39/90/94 Southbound Ramps/ “acceptable” is between average and 1 standard deviation above average, “poor” is
/ between 1 and 2 standard deviations above average, etc.

DeForest H .

(
Poor Intersection
/WIS 19 & County CV \ l )
\
|
\

Poor Diverge
SB US 151 to Main St

Sun_Prairie

Poor Merge £ &
SB [-94 on from SB US 51 N S = " ‘

Severe Weave
SB US 151 between 1-39/90/94 ramps
( r
Poor Intersection

Thompson Dr & WIS 30 / Commercial Ave

\ 5|

Poor Weave
LWB WIS 30 between Thompson Dr and US 51

Marshall

Poor Diverge

WB [-94 to County N

(Note: Interchange under construction
during crash analysis years.)

Severe Intersection
US 51 & WIS 30 Eastbound Ramps

| o
\Co!tagj/G rove

X Madison
\\\ 7777777 /\ \ {
EsmETly Poor Diverge |
o SB [-39/90 to WB US 12/18 Poor Merge
o T il oA US 12/18 to NB 1-39/90 /,
( |
/ Deerfield
e

Fitchburg

T
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Existing Development and Future Growth Areas
Year 2025 and Beyond

| |
Arlington ’ |
51 N
s Legend"”“ Not To Scale
| —— Study limits
— - ff’ - | I (xisting municipal development (2012)
‘ - ) uture growth areas year 2025 and beyond
I o Note:
,,,,,, ) uture growth areas are shown as projected by
Columbia County each municipality in their comprehensive plan.
Dane County

T T
J Municipalities prepare and coordinate
S ~ comprehensive plans for the next 20 years
‘ and beyond. Planned growth areas include:

« Urban development
‘ « Farmland preservation
— | « Environmental and resource protection o
‘ « Parks and open space

WINDSOR ‘ Most growth in the Madison area is planned

\ to occur near the interstate.
Existing Town of Windsor Developments

Future Town of Windsor Developments l

(City of Sun Prairie
Beyond year 2030)

SN PRAIRIE Z )
/
/ Y

/ |
Note: C,nir of Madison planning arq“as
partially overlap with City of Sun Prairie

. 7 p and Village of Cottage Grove plans.
2 s |

~__ —

DEERFIELD

CHRISTIANA
PLEASANT SPRINGS
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Tier 1 Screening Process - Data Evaluation

(

Screening Process

7ier 1 Screening evaluated many different &
types of data. Detailed summaries, like the &
one shown here, were prepared for each &
interchange and crossing location. These &
summaries helped identify positives and &
negatives about each location. Data &
evaluated included:

e 7UDOLF e Local input
o Safety e Environthent
e Geometrics e Functional class

Safety

Evaluates the change in crashes between no-build and
build conditions. Existing year 2007-2011 crash rates were
assumed for future years, or existing averages for new
influence areas and ramp terminal intersections.

e Freeway Segments

The freeway was divided into merge, diverge, and basic
freeway segments. Change in crashes for all existing
influence areas was evaluated, as well as the change in
crashes due to converting basic freeway segments to
merge/diverge segments for the new interchange.

o Ramp Terminals
Change in crashes at the new ramp terminals as well
as adjacent interchanges are shown.

e Non-Freeway Network Crashes

The non-freeway network includes all roads not
previously used in the Freeway Influence Area
evaluation. Crashes on these roads was determined
by the change in VMT multiplied by the statewide
average crash rates for Meta-Manger peer groups,
local roads, and county trunk highways.

Traffic Map

Change in daily traffic (AADT) between the
2050 no-build and 2050 build scenarios
are displayed on the map.

Blue = decrease in traffic
Red = Increase in traffic

Thicker and Darker lines indicate higher
magnitudes. See Legend in lower left area
of map.

Lake
Only roads included in the Dan&“C8unty ¥ 'y
Model are displayed. This model was used 4
to obtain all traffic volume information used
to derive the safety and traffic information
for each new interchange.

Change in AADT
Between 2050 Build and
No-Build Conditions

Monona Dr.

— <= -3500
= -3500 to -2500
—==-2500 to -1500
—— -1500 to -500
-500 to -100
-100 to +100

P @@

Nelson Rd

Femrite Dr

+100 jo +500

«pFeometrics ...

T s ‘°o+2?r9?erchange Spacing
T *2500 &ured from the nearest existing
= >+3%0physical gore to the new interchange
cross-road, then subtract 1200 ft to
:"sé?tn‘ﬁﬁfg a new gore location.
A CD road was indicated as necessary
if the new interchange was less than 1

1

Locat]

mi to a service interchange or 2 mi to a
system interchange.

e Access Spacing

Measured from the edge of the existing
interstate to the next intersection, then
subtract 250 ft for an assumed new
ramp terminal location.

e Cross Road Expansion
Indicates estimated expansion on the
cross road between future no-build and
build conditions.

o Constraints

Lists nearby physical constrains that
may impact design or placement of the
interchange.

M Safety \ N Traffic //
Freeway Segments Existing Interchanges yith
. High/Moderate Volume Ramps
Interchange@,@hes Change in ‘Mumber of Ramps wl
(Merge & Diverge)  Crashes/Yr Favorable, . or Adverse, Changes|
+ Che
County BB 95 US 12118 & US 51 nAADT
1-39/90 & 1-94/WIS 30 +1.7
EBoffto B5 51 -1,500 @
1-39/90 &6 12/18  +5.3 WB off BB 51 -2,100° ©
WIS 30 & US 51 -0.8 WB on from 88 51 -2,1000 " ©
All Others +3.0 WIS 30 & US 51
BB! Freewa) s EBon fom 8851 3800 ©
"rea00 . WB off tRBS 51 -3,600° @
" + !
B All Basic Freeway Segments. 7.6 1-39/90 & 1-94WIS 30 - Badger
© Net Change in Crashes/Yr:  +26.3 NB R tREE|-94 +3,200 @
E Sa 6BonlromWB 194 +3,100 @
g e A #1R14 1-39/90 & US 12/18 - Beltline
H County BB, P NB Rn from EB 85 12/18  +2,400 @
E Cottage Grove Rd Change In Crashes/Yr SBBIR: GBS 12/18 +2,300 @
Interchange NB/I SB/WE 1-39/90/94& US 151
CountyBB  +13.3 +12.9 B off to +Igh &URVVILQJ+2,40(
High Crossing Blvd +0.4 +0.2 5E'NB 0"' to 152 2 1:} +2
WIS30&US51  -10.0 +2.7 on from >
WIS 30 & Thompson -1.0 -2.5 Traffic - Ramp Demand #10f 14
Net Change in Crashes/Yr +10.6 Average Ramp Demand: 15,275 45T
Safety
o #4014
Non-Freew ork Crashes #1814 Traffic - Freeway VMT
Net Change in Crashes/Yr -135 Change on TIA Freeways: #2200\
» Geometrics o Traffic - Non-Freeway T #of 14
X =|léags than 1 mi to service inerchange or 2 mi to system US & WIS:  -66,700 9077
LQWHURKDRJ5s than 1320 ft to nearest Bidesy URDG Countygk Local VMT:  -72,400 VMT
Overall Dane Co:  -16,800 9077
Interchange Spacing Non-FreewDy ER@lestion RARIHI 10.8 AL
To I-94/WIS 30 0.75Ri X Non-Freeway Gapgasion Added: 63RL
7REB 12/18 24ml o - marginal
CD Road Required? YES Local Input . @ .
Access Spacing Land Use  Connectivity
NStarDr 750 fteast X Madison (C) No Comment  Negative
Thompson Dr 250 ft wHWW x Blooming
Expansion to GromD Nossponse o Respense N Respnse
Cross Road ? 6 - Lanes Dane County Nosgesonse No Response
Constraints

Cultural

+ WNBSEHZON Bn Z H VGHRS LONUMNMYWDWH
* $patments in 1E TXDGUR®Guses In SW qiaMBAON
+ 36%e StADWIn NW TXCEBEN

Environmental Impacts (o)

6gftificant Gatural HQYBGREOIB fedbtbs/Bril nBt
‘anticipated to be within the YLFIL@Bfthe interchande.

* 7KH &LWR 0MIEVRQVRSSNHGRAVK/GROMRAEXH
WRWKHDGGI/RQD WIIIFF RQ kRWIHH* URH BG.
Pedestrian and bicycle mobility Would be negatively
LPSDFWHGRPIQFUHDVNEIRILF

Functional Classification

+ RXQW¥7Y FODVVLIAG P LQ

Environmental
Impacts

Shows results from a broad screening for
nearby wetlands, parks, resource waters,
potential historic sites and archeological

+ Historic or archaeoldfidal sites are not antidfiated
to be within the vicli@y of the interchande.

W27 1010-10-00 TR

Traffic - Existing
Interchanges

e Lists future year traffic increases and
decreases that were considered significant at
critical existing ramps within the study area.
These include existing moderate volume
ramps with 5,000 or more existing year AADT
per ramp and high volume ramps with more
than 10,000 existing year $$'7  per ramp.

e Changes were considered favorable,
neutral, or adverse, depending on the
magnitude and direction of the change.
Favorable: Decrease by 2000 or more AADT
on an existing moderate volume ramp, or
decrease by 1000 AADT or more on an
existing high volume ramp

Adverse: Increase by 2000 or more AADT on
an existing moderate volume ramp, or increase
by 1000 AADT or more on an existing high
volume ramp

Neutral: All changes in traffic between
favorable and adverse thresholds.

TIER .|1 |NTERBHANEE§CREENINE

I112: COTTAGE

g ey ey iy

Functional
Classification

A survey was sent to nearby municipalities
regarding their position on potential

Ramp Demand
and VMT

e Ramp Demand

Ramp demand gives an estimate of how much
the new interchange would be used. Less
demand indicated less need for a new
interchange. Also provides a sense of the size
of the interchange.

o VMT

Change in Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT)
between the 2050 no-build and 2050 build
scenarios shows the relative change of traffic
patterns on different routes due to a new
interchange. Important factor because
increases in VMT decrease the service life of
the interstate.

e Congestion Measures

Congestion Relief and Congestion Added
shows how many miles of roadway would have
a significant change in congestion.

Congestion Relief shows the miles of
congested roadways in the 2050 no-build
scenario that have a significant decrease in
WUTIdue to the new interchange. Congestion
Added shows the opposite—previously
uncongested roadways that have a significant
increase in traffic with the new interchange.

sites in the vicinity of the new interchange.

The functional class of the road shows the
purpose of the cross road. Local roads provide
high access to land but offer limited mobility.
Arterials provide high mobility with limited land
access and are better candidates for distributing
WUlto and from an interchange.

interchange locations and effects on their
communities. This section summarizes
feedback and key points received. No
response indicates that a municipality did
not reply to the survey after being
reminded after a months time.
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Tier 1 Screening Results

Arlington

51

[« M Interchange Locations Advancing to Tier 2

+ No overwhelming negative impacts identified during 7ier 1
« Additional detailed analysis is required to fully understand
and evaluate ivgragisf County

Locations include: Dane « «inty

« Cuba Valley Rd

Hanson Rd and Hoepker Rd&
« Milwaukee St Extension and Gaston Rd&

Crossing Locations to Evaluate
During 1-39/90/94 Study

+ Anticipated benefits to the interstate system

« Further analysis is needed to evaluate positive
and negative impacts

Locations include:

« East Metro Blvd / 7oken Creek Ln

* Anderson Rd

+ Thompson Rd

« Portage Rd / Eastpark Blvd Connector

DeForest

s

E Metro Blvd /
Token Creek Ln

Anderson Rd

S

Daentl R o
E Metro Blvd Rz

Hoepker Rd R,

s

Hanson Rd e,

Portage Rd / Eastpark Blvd
Connector

Crossing Locations with No
Further Evaluation At This Time

« No significant positive impacts were identified
« &Crossing could be allowed if requested and
funded by a local municipality

Locations include:

« Daley Rd

Daentl Rd / East Metro Blvd
Capitol Dr

City View Dr

Buss Rd

Sun.Prairie

|

iy
Marshall

Thompson Rd

(<3N Ridge Road Interchange

Low volume demand at this location

Low support from local municipality

Minimal negative impacts and minimal benefits
No further evaluation at this time. If local support

.
.
.
.

P ‘;',o changes, this location can be further evaluated in
Portage Rd / Eastpark Bivd” ‘;’; m the future.
Connector XA
\ i #\ LenRd
49 T
A ‘el S e —
% Fr——
39 0'*'~:’§{'-l, "+ —0
',‘y Gaston Rd
st (1 | ol .
Madiéon /) Extension BB c%ge
Cottage Grove Rd L Grove
(County BB) }’ Sprecher Rd J
Y, . No New Interchanges between
%% :
’, US 12/18 and US 151 (Hatched Area)
M
onena ” * Major merging and weaving conflicts
« Significant increase in 1-39/90/94 traffic volumes
=i « High percentage of new trips are local Deerfield
e * Increased traffic on high volume ramps
\ ) « High traffic volumes in residential areas
* Local opposition to several locations
&1 54 « Physical constraints would cause undesirable impacts
90,
Fitchburg McFarland /
7
39-90-94
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Tier 2 Interchange Screening - Cuba Valley Road and Windsor Road

Cuba Valley Road Interchange Conceptual Layout

| POTENTIAL_RELOCATION

RIVER_ROAD

%t
ot
X%
S oo oxxrxxnxxxkEE

RELOCATION
Intersection Access Spacing

Solid Black: >1320 ft from ramp (desirable)
Dashed Red: >1000 ft from ramp (minimum)

Solid Red: locally proposed alignment (sub-standard)
NotTo Scale

\ \ - N
f WETLANDS
[ ANl 3 RESIDENTIAL DRIVEWAYS, o |
\ N POTENTIAL RELOCATIONS |
\ — \
\ ) N

Intersection Access Spacing . | \

Solid Black: >1320 ft from ramp (desirable) :

Solid Red: 1000 ft from ramp (locally proposed
Not To Scale

minimum)
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200
-1400

> Change inAADT

Cuba Valley Road

Between 2050 Build and
No-Build Conditions

= Blue - p crease iNAADT

— Gray -No Change

| Red -| ncrease inAADT

Thicker/Darker =higher magnitude

-1000

°
Easy St %,
i=
£
o}
o
ale
=1 ]
=18
-
&
0 1 o 8 2Miles
o
Iy
Preliminary Cost Estimate Local Input
Position Connectivity
$20 2% Total *DeForest (V)
$10 M mainline reconstruction
$4 M for structures Vienna (T)
$7.3 M interchange & local roads
Windsor (T)
Westport (T) Neutral Neutral

*Potential Interchange Sponsor

Cuba Valley Rd +200

200 |~

Windsor Road

Change inAADT
Between 2050 Build and
No-Build Conditions
= Blue - pg crease iNAADT

el
x Gray -No Change
5 = Red - ncrease iNAADT
> Ao Thicker(Darker =higher magnituds
or N8
S
8
: Gray Rd
I
a0y 2

o
S
@

=400

g
h
°
%
f=
<
3 o
2 o
R0
0 ! 1 2 Miles
Preliminary Cost Estimate Local Input
Position Connectivity

$3.2 M for structure

$6.6 M interchange & local roads

*DeForest (V) No offgjs position

Vienna (T)
Windsor (T)

Westport (T)

“Potential Interchange Sponsor

MADISON TO

Study Findings
* Some local municipalities are opposed -
Consensus is needed by the nearby townships and

village for the interchange to be consistent with long-
term planning in the area.

¢ Interchange design must meet desirable
geometric standards - Changes to locally proposed
layout alternatives must be investigated in the future
if a local sponsor emerges. The final design must
meet WisDOT standards, desirable intersection
spacing, and address safety issues.

¢ Traffic impacts and benefits are minimal - A new
interchange at this location has minimal benefig
for existing interchanges and minor impacts to the
mainline.

* Costs - The local municipality requesting the
interchange is responsible for up to 100% of the cost.

* WisDOT will not pursue an interchange at Cuba
Valley Road or Windsor Road - A local municipality
may pursue an interchange at this location if desired.

Local Municipality Requirements

* Sponsorship - A local municipality must decide to
sponsor the request for a new interchange.

* Federal Approval Process - The sponsoring
municipality is responsible for completing an
Interstate Access Justification Report (IAJR) and
submitting the IAJR to WisDOT. If WisDOT supports
the request, it goes to the local FHWA Division Offge
and FHWA Headquarters in Washington DC for
approval.

Inclusion in Regional Long Range Plans - The
interchange would need to be added to the Madison
Area Metropolitan Planning Organization Long Range
Transportation Plan and Transportation Improvement
Plan.

Environmental Documentation - The sponsoring
municipality must complete an environmental
document to establish a need for the interchange
and investigate all potential environmental effects in
detail.

PORTAGE | DANE AND COLUMBIA COUNTIES
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Tier 2 Interchange Screening - Hoepker and Hanson Road

WIS 19 interchange
kD)

US 51 interchange

Token Creek Park

-3

- g
g & [ Hoepker Road
: w
Large power lines
el Y E! lﬁ

Developments &
potential historic sites

&
Bicycle path

L

Power substation \

Intersection in airport

Hanson Road

runway protection zone

American Parkway
interchange

Closely spaced

intersections % Ll
Dane County Airport

L d }“\ US 151 interchange
egen T

ﬁ( Potential Historic Site

Approximate Wetlands

Hoepker Road

Change inAADT
Between 2050 Build and
No-Build Conditions
=Blue - Decrease inAADT
Gray <No Cha Nge
= Red -Increase inAADT
| Thicker/Darker = higher magnitude

Hoepker Rd
Interchange

Nelzon R,

%"@
H
i =
Gasonsa
%
N 2z
A ()
9
o 5 2
Local Input
Position Land Use Connectivity

Madison (C)

Burke (T)

Dane Co. Airport

Hanson Road
3l

Change inAADT
Between 2050 Byild and
No-Build Contlitions
= Blue - Decrease inAADT

Gray -No Cha Nge
=Red -Increase iNAADT
Thicker/Darker = higher magnitude

Hanson Rd
Interchange \  \\%

J 3
9
N
A hf @
o | 2s i
[
Local Input

Position Land Use Connectivity
Madison (C)
Sun Prairie (C)

Burke (T)

Dane Co. Airport Neutral

Study Findings
* Viability of a new Hanson Road or Hoepker Road
interchange depends on mainline and adjacent
interchange confyyration - Due to the closely
spaced US 151 and US 51 interchanges, the viability of
a new interchange will be evaluated further during the
1-39/90/94 Study.

Potential congestion relief for existing
interchanges - Operations at the 1-39/90/94 & US 151
and US 151 & American Parkway interchanges may
improve.

* Reduction of traffic on US 51 - A new interchange
would remove traffic from US 51 but would increase
traffic on 1-39/90/94.

Next Steps

* Additional traf fic and geometric investigations -
Further analysis is needed to understand the impacts
to the existing interstate system, environment, and
Dane County Regional Airport runway protection zone.

* Sponsorship - If deemed viable, either WisDOT or a
local municipality must decide to sponsor the request
for a new interchange.

Federal Approval Process - An Interstate Access
Justification Report must be completed and submitted
to WisDOT. If WisDOT supports the request, it

goes to the local FHWA Division Office and FHWA
Headquarters in Washington DC for approval.

Inclusion in Regional Long Range Plans - The
interchange would need to be added to the Madison
Area Metropolitan Planning Organization Long Range
Transportation Plan and Transportation Improvement
Plan.

Environmental Documentation - An environmental
document must be completed to establish a need
for the interchange and investigate all potential
environmental effects in detail.




Tier 2 Interchange Screening - Milwaukee Street Extension and Gaston Road

Milwaukee Street Conceptual Layout Alt B ®
= T B e Study Findings
) % o -evisiawiand] « Impacts operations and safety at the existing
e faf o < e oo Badger Interchange - Traffic volumes at some Badger
Iy Interchange ramps would increase causing congestion
¢ and safety concerns.
8
®  Viability depends on the configuration of the Badger
Interchange - The existing left-hand exits at the Badger
4 . Interchange would cause short weaving segments.
£ R

Traffic shifts away from existing service

interchanges may not eliminate the need for capacity

) improvements - Traffic growth will slow at the WIS 30

3 o — & Thompson Drive and 1-94 & County N interchanges,
but improvements will likely still be needed at these

interchanges in the future.

@@ Yoosa Al I Milwaukee St
2| Extension
H ntorchange o

) /\ J— § ! * Impacts to local roads - Intersection improvements and
™ | roadway widening to increase capacity would be needed

Local Input along Milwaukee Street, County T, County TT, Gaston

Position Land Use Connectivity .
Road, and Vilas Road.
Madison (C)
Burke (T) ¢ Costs - The local municipality requesting the
Blooming Grove (T) interchange is responsible for up to 100% of the cost.
® Gaston Road
®
wanS, Change in AADT
% = S e e Next Steps
Hosoher Bl =Blue - Decrease in AADT
Gray “No Cha N s . - - -
ol S = neace m DT « Additional traffic and geometric investigations -
Thicker/Darker = higher magnitude . . .
i T Further analysis is needed to understand the impacts to

the Badger Interchange, existing interstate system, and
environment.

Sponsorship - If deemed viable, either WisDOT or a
local municipality must decide to sponsor the request for
a new interchange.

Federal Approval Process - An Interstate Access
Justification Report must be completed and submitted to
WisDOT. If WisDOT supports the request, it goes to the
local FHWA Division Office and FHWA Headquarters in
Washington DC for approval.

2|

N g
Gaston Rd. H

A Interchange §

Inclusion in Regional Long Range Plans - The
interchange would need to be added to the Madison
Local Input Area Metropolitan Planning Organization Long Range

Position Land Use Connectivity Transportation Plan and Transportation Improvement
Plan.

Madison (C)

Burke (T)

Environmental Documentation - An environmental
document must be completed to establish a need for the
interchange and investigate all potential environmental
effects in detail.

Blooming Grove (T)

Cottage Grove (V)

Cottage Grove (T)
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1-39/90/94 Traffic Impact Analysis Findings and Next Steps

No New Interchanges The 1-39/90/94 Study will evaluate viability
between of two potential new interchange areas and
US 12/18 and US 151 four new crossing locations
* Major merging and weaving confictg * Hanson Road / Hoepker Road Interchange
No new interchanges « Significant increase in 1-39/90/94 traffy, + Milwaukee Street Extension / Gaston Road
S O el En T volumes Interchange
in hatched area
* High percentage of new trips are local » East Metro Boulevard / Token Creek Crossing
* Increased traffic on high volume ramps * Anderson Road Crossing
* High traffic volumes in residential areas » Portage Road / Eastpark Boulevard Crossing
* Local opposition to several locations » Thompson Road Crossing

* Physical contraints would cause
undesirable impacts

These findings will be used to 54 etro Biva
support or reject future new 12 ——— . &
interchange requests Sup e

5 ha W

WisDOT will not pursue an interchange at
Cuba Valley Road or Windsor Road -
A local municipality may pursue an
interchange if desired

30

d
Madison - BB CG :::,ie*

51

Monona B

» The sponsoring municipality requesting the
interchange may be responsible for 100% of the
associated costs

nnnnnnnnnnn

* The sponsoring municipality would be responsible for completing an
Interstate Access Justification Report, an Environmental Report, and .
receiving the necessary approvals to design or construct. e

39-90-94
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