—
"
A

issessment OPEN HOuse #2 Summary Report

APPENDIX G

Written Comments



ffriend
Note
Completed set by ffriend

ffriend
Note
Completed set by ffriend





First Name: Last Name:

aciress: [ NG - B - -

Email Address: [J Yes, add me to the US 6/Wadsworth mailing list

S Y —

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the interchange concepts? [ Yes [ No

Comments?

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the Wadsworth Boulevard concepts? [SLYeS J No

Comments?

Which criteria do you feel are most important in evaluating the design concepts carried forward? Please fill out the

checklist on the back of this page, and provide any comments on the criteria in the space provided below.
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Please take a few minutes to read through the following list and check the criteria you feel are most important in
evaluating the alternatives carried forward. Please check a maximum of five criteria for the interchange
alternatives, and a maximum of five criteria for the Wadsworth Boulevard alternatives. This will help us
understand the priorities of stakeholders as we conduct the Level 2 evaluation. Please contact a project team
member if you have any questions.

High Priority?

(check no mors than five) Interchange Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Safe pedestrian and bicycle crossings at interchange

Design of ramp entrances

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Number of weave sections (areas where vehicles must cross paths to enter or exit highway)

Congestion on interchange ramps

Spacing between ramp and frontage road intersections

Interchange capacity to accommodate highest volume movements

Local access to/from US 6

Effects to local business access, visibility, or parking

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Number of residences within 66 dBA (decibel) noise contour

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S, affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Maintenance of traffic during construction

0|0 o|o|o| 0| o|jo| o)) & (ow o|o| 0@

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth

High Priority?

(check no more than five) Wadsworth Boulevard Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Width of travel lanes

Medians for vehicular and pedestrian safety

Sidewalks for pedestrian and bicycle safety

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Medians for access control

Delay (time) vehicles experience at signalized intersections

Corridor travel time

Neighborhood traffic impacts

Local street access to/from Wadsworth

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Number of historic properties and parks affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Construction duration
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Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth
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Last Name: C -
-3 FETE

L] Yes, add me to the US 6/Wadsworth mailing list

First Name:
Address:
Email Address

}

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the interchange concepts? ,ﬁj Yes [INo

Comments? |
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Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the Wadsworth Boulevard concepts? L\EI Yes [ No
Comments? \
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Which criteria do you feel are most important in evaluating the design concepts carried forward? Please fill out the

checklist on the back of this page, and provide any comments on the criteria in the space provided below.
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Please take a few minutes to read through the following list and check the criteria you feel are most important in
evaluating the alternatives carried forward. Please check a maximum of five criteria for the interchange
alternatives, and a maximum of five criteria for the Wadsworth Boulevard alternatives. This will help us
understand the priorities of stakeholders as we conduct the Level 2 evaluation. Please contact a project team
member if you have any questions.

High Priority?

{ehecikno mere than five) Interchange Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Safe pedestrian and bicycle crossings at interchange

Design of ramp entrances

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Number of weave sections (areas where vehicles must cross paths to enter or exit highway)

Congestion on interchange ramps

Spacing between ramp and frontage road intersections

Interchange capacity to accommodate highest volume movements

Local access toffrom US 6

Effects to local business access, visibility, or parking

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Number of residences within 66 dBA (decibel) noise contour

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Maintenance of traffic during construction

x| 0| 0| 0| 0| 0|0l 0|o|ojR| o| o|o|o = |H

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth

High Priority?

(check no more than five) Wadsworth Boulevard Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Width of travel lanes

Medians for vehicular and pedestrian safety

Sidewalks for pedestrian and bicycle safety [ 1)~ 714( | Ep W /J_T.;_& £ LAWA)

Number of design exceptions (variances from épproved design standards)

Medians for access control

Delay (time) vehicles experience at signalized intersections

Corridor travel time

Neighborhood traffic impacts

Local street access to/from Wadsworth

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Number of historic properties and parks affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Construction duration

K| O|0|0|0)0|0|0| 0| 0| 0| 0]&x| Ok O

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth
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First Name: Last Name:
Address: City: Zip Code:

Email Address:. _ /I Yes, add me to the US 6/Wadsworth mailing list

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the interchange concepts? [J Yes [ No
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Do you agree with éhe results of the Level 1 screenlng for the Wadsworth Bouievard concepts? [ Yes [ No

Comments?
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Which criterfa do you feel are most important in evaluathllg"the design concepts carried forward? Please fill out the

checklist on the back of this page, and provide any comments on the criteria in the space provided below.
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Comment Form

Please take a few minutes to read through the following list and check the criteria you feel are most important in
evaluating the alternatives carried forward. Please check a maximum of five criteria for the interchange
alternatives, and a maximum of five criteria for the Wadsworth Boulevard alternatives. This will help us
understand the priorities of stakeholders as we conduct the Level 2 evaluation. Please contact a project team
member if you have any questions.

High Priority?

[eheck rio Thote thah five] Interchange Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Safe pedestrian and bicycle crossings at interchange

Design of ramp entrances

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Number of weave sections (areas where vehicles must cross paths to enter or exit highway)

Congestion on interchange ramps

Spacing between ramp and frontage road intersections

Interchange capacity to accommodate highest volume movements

Local access to/from US 6

Effects to local business access, visibility, or parking

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

7 Number of residences within 66 dBA (decibel) noise contour

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Maintenance of traffic during construction

Dmuumﬂguuummummmmm

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth

High Priority?

Wadsworth Boulevard Alternatives Evaluation Criteria
(check no more than five)

Width of travel lanes

Medians for vehicular and pedestrian safety

Sidewalks for pedestrian and bicycle safety

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Medians for access control

Delay (time) vehicles experience at signalized intersections

Corridor travel time

Neighborhood traffic impacts

Local street access to/from Wadsworth

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Number of historic properties and parks affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Construction duration

DDDDDDDDDEEﬁEDDDDD

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth
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Comment Form

First Name: __ Last Name: __!
Address: !_ City: _-_ Zip Code: !

Email Address: [ Yes, add me to the US 6/Wadsworth mailing list

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the interchange concepts? E\Yes [ No

Comments? g4

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the Wadsworth Boulevard concepts? {__ Yes [1No

Comments?

Which criteria do you feel are most important in evaluating the design concepts carried forward? Please fill out the

checklist on the back of this page, and provide any comments on the criteria in the space provided below.

Do you have any additional comments?
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Please take a few minutes to read through the following list and check the criteria you feel are most important in
evaluating the alternatives carried forward. Please check a maximum of five criteria for the interchange
alternatives, and a maximum of five criteria for the Wadsworth Boulevard alternatives. This will help us
understand the priorities of stakeholders as we conduct the Level 2 evaluation. Please contact a project team
member if you have any questions.

= Asséssmen

High Priority?

(check no more than five) Interchange Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

pa

Safe pedestrian and bicycle crossings at interchange

Design of ramp entrances

Number of design exceptians (variances from approved design standards)

Number of weave sections (areas where vehicles must cross paths to enter or exit highway)

Congestion on interchange ramps

Spacing between ramp and frontage road intersections

Interchange capacity to accommodate highest volume movements

Local access to/from US 6

Effects to local business access, visibility, or parking

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Number of residences within 66 dBA (decibel) noise contour

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Maintenance of traffic during construction

DDDDDDDUDDD"%FUEEU

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth

High Priority?

Wadsworth Boulevard Alternatives Evaluation Criteria
(check no more than five)

O Width of travel lanes
=5 Medians for vehicular and pedestrian safety
O Sidewalks for pedestrian and bicycle safety
O Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)
O Medians for access control
™ Delay (time) vehicles experience at signalized intersections
‘0 Corridor travel time
J Neighborhood traffic impacts >
‘R Local street access to/from Wadsworth . . (¢ adectoyn
O Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation
O Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired
O Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected
O Number of historic properties and parks affected
O Total cost of project
O Right-of-way cost
B Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times
‘O Construction duration
ﬁ Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth
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Address:_f Zip Code:

Email Address: —;'E\Yes, add me to the US 6/Wadsworth mailing list
~J s Ny

e =

¥

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the interchange concepts? [J Yes [ No

Comments?

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the Wadsworth Boulevard concepts? [J Yes [ No

Comments?

Which criteria do you feel are most important in evaluating the design concepts carried forward? Please fill out the

checklist on the back of this page, and provide any comments on the criteria in the space provided below.
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Comment 7?»_/741«

Please take a few minutes to read through the following list and check the criteria you feel are most important in
evaluating the alternatives carried forward. Please check a maximum of five criteria for the interchange
alternatives, and a maximum of five criteria for the Wadsworth Boulevard alternatives. This will help us
understand the priorities of stakeholders as we conduct the Level 2 evaluation. Please contact a project team
member if you have any questions.

High Priority?
(check no more than five)

Interchange Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Safe pedestrian and bicycle crossings at interchange

Design of ramp entrances

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Number of weave sections (areas where vehicles must cross paths to enter or exit highway)

Congestion on interchange ramps

Spacing between ramp and frontage road intersections

Interchange capacity to accommodate highest volume movements

Local access toffrom US 6 & oy Bon o o, sn mm X

Effects to local business access, visibility, or parking

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Number of residences within 66 dBA (decibel) noise contour

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Maintenance of traffic during construction

00|00 0|0|0|N|0|0®|0| 0|0~ 00| @

Ability to accommedate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth

High Priority?
(check no more than five)

Wadsworth Boulevard Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Width of travel lanes

Medians for vehicular and pedestrian safety

Sidewalks for pedestrian and bicycle safety

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Medians for access control

Delay (time) vehicles experience at signalized intersections

Corridor travel time

Neighborhood traffic impacts

Local street access to/from Wadsworth

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Number of historic properties and parks affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Construction duration

DDDDDDD[BEIEIQDDDDEIE]D

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth
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Comment 5’//»

First Name: ; Last Name:

Address: City: Zip Code: —

O Yes, add me to the US 6/Wadsworth mailing list

Email Address: .

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the interchange concepts? [J Yes [ No

Comments?

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the Wadsworth Boulevard concepts? [J Yes [ No

Comments?

Which criteria do you feel are most important in evaluating the design concepts carried forward? Please fill out the

checklist on the back of this page, and provide any comments on the criteria in the space provided below.
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Do you have any additional comments?
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Please take a few minutes to read through the following list and check the criteria you feel are most important in
evaluating the alternatives carried forward. Please check a maximum of five criteria for the interchange
alternatives, and a maximum of five criteria for the Wadsworth Boulevard alternatives. This will help us
understand the priorities of stakeholders as we conduct the Level 2 evaluation. Please contact a project team
member if you have any questions.

High Priority?
(check no more than five)

Interchange Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

&

Safe pedestrian and bicycle crossings at interchange

Design of ramp entrances

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Number of weave sections (areas where vehicles must cross paths to enter or exit highway)

Congestion on interchange ramps

Spacing between ramp and frontage road intersections

Interchange capacity to accommodate highest volume movements

Local access to/from US 6

Effects to local business access, visibility, or parking

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Number of residences within 66 dBA (decibel) noise contour

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Maintenance of traffic during construction

o|0)K|o|o|o|ojo|o|o|ojo|o|o|o|jo|o

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth

lkoppr (oY O weDEN

X
High Priority?
{check no more than five)

Wadsworth Boulevard Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

O Width of travel lanes

=9 Medians for vehicular and pedestrian safety + /c< 740 ¢t

)8 Sidewalks for pedestrian and bicycle safety

| Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

O Medians for access control
o A H. Delay (time) vehicles experience at signalized intersections
- Corridor travel time

O Neighborhood traffic impacts

O Local street access to/from Wadsworth

O Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

O Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

[ Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

J Number of historic properties and parks affected

O Total cost of project

0 Right-of-way cost

O Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

O Construction duration

O Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth
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Address: City: —_ Zip Code: !

Email Address: B Yes, add me to the US 6/Wadsworth mailing list

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the interchange concepts? [J Yes [ No

Comments?

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the Wadsworth Boulevard concepts? .El-.\Yes O No

Comments?

Which criteria do you feel are most important in evaluating the design concepts carried forward? Please fill out the

checklist on the back of this page, and provide any comments on the criteria in the space provided below.

Do you have any additional comments?
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Please take a few minutes to read through the following list and check the criteria you feel are most important in
evaluating the alternatives carried forward. Please check a maximum of five criteria for the interchange
alternatives, and a maximum of five criteria for the Wadsworth Boulevard alternatives. This will help us
understand the priorities of stakeholders as we conduct the Level 2 evaluation. Please contact a project team
member if you have any guestions.

High Priority?

icheck nomore than five) Interchange Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Safe pedestrian and bicycle crossings at interchange

Design of ramp entrances

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Number of weave sections (areas where vehicles must cross paths to enter or exit highway)

Congestion on interchange ramps

Spacing between ramp and frontage road intersections

Interchange capacity to accommodate highest volume movements

Local access to/from US 6

Effects to local business access, visibility, or parking

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Number of residences within 66 dBA (decibel) noise contour

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Maintenance of traffic during construction

1o o o F ac nf  m  a

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth

High Priority?

(6hiook no moie that five] Wadsworth Boulevard Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Width of travel lanes

Medians for vehicular and pedestrian safety

Sidewalks for pedestrian and bicycle safety

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Medians for access control

Delay (time) vehicles experience at signalized intersections

Corridor travel time

Neighborhood traffic impacts

Local street access to/from Wadsworth

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Number of historic properties and parks affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Construction duration

OlB\o/o|o|o|oro|oaomio/oe/oo

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth
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1S 6/Wadsworth
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Cammzf /T/:

First Name: Last Name: ]
Address: City: __ Zip Code: B
Email Address: V\Yes, add me to the US 6/Wadsworth mailing list

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the interchange concepts? [ Yes [ No

Comments?

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the Wadsworth Boulevard concepts? [ Yes [ No

Comments?

Which criteria do you feel are most important in evaluating the design concepts carried forward? Please fill out the

checklist on the back of this page, and provide any comments on the criteria in the space provided below.

Do you have any additional comments'?
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Please take a few minutes to read through the following list and check the criteria you feel are most important in
evaluating the alternatives carried forward. Please check a maximum of five criteria for the interchange
alternatives, and a maximum of five criteria for the Wadsworth Boulevard alternatives. This will help us
understand the priorities of stakeholders as we conduct the Level 2 evaluation. Please contact a project team
member if you have any questions.

High Priority?

{heckne:mors than five) Interchange Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Safe pedestrian and bicycle crossings at interchange

Design of ramp entrances

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Number of weave sections (areas where vehicles must cross paths to enter or exit highway)

Congestion on interchange ramps

Spacing between ramp and frontage road intersections

Interchange capacity to accommodate highest volume movements

Local access to/from US 6

Effects to local business access, visibility, or parking

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Number of residences within 66 dBA (decibel) noise contour

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

émmnuumﬁﬁ@mumumdﬁ

Maintenance of traffic during construction

[ Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth

High Priority?

isiacic no ord thanive) Wadsworth Boulevard Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Width of travel lanes

Medians for vehicular and pedestrian safety

Sidewalks for pedestrian and bicycle safety

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Medians for access control

Delay (time) vehicles experience at signalized intersections

Corridor travel time

Neighborhood traffic impacts

Local street access to/from Wadsworth

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Number of historic properties and parks affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Construction duration

DDDDDDdﬁﬁﬁﬁDDDG&DD

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth
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US 6/Wadsworth

-':;fom A
Comment Fo}m«

First Name: Last Name: _—
Address: City: ; Zip Code: -

Email Address: [J Yes, add me to the US 6/Wadsworth mailing list

i‘ /
Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the interchange concepts? ﬂ Yes [ No

/
Comments? '

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the Wadsworth Boulevard concepts? OYes ONo

Comments?

Which criteria do you feel are most important in evaluating the design concepts carried forward? Please fill out the

checklist on the back of this page, and provide any comments on the criteria in the space provided below.

Do you have any additional comments?
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. %Oﬁm
Comment F m

Please take a few minutes to read through the following list and check the criteria you feel are most important in
evaluating the alternatives carried forward. Please check a maximum of five criteria for the interchange
alternatives, and a maximum of five criteria for the Wadsworth Boulevard alternatives. This will help us
understand the priorities of stakeholders as we conduct the Level 2 evaluation. Please contact a project team
member if you have any questions.

ASSESSMBM

High Priority?

(éheck no more than five) Interchange Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Safe pedestrian and bicycle crossings at interchange

Design of ramp entrances

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Number of weave sections (areas where vehicles must cross paths to enter or exit highway)

Congestion on interchange ramps

Spacing between ramp and frontage road intersections

Interchange capacity to accommodate highest volume movements

Local access to/ffrom US 6

Effects to local business access, visibility, or parking

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Number of residences within 66 dBA (decibel) noise contour

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Maintenance of traffic during construction

oje(o|o|ojEes|olojojo|did|o|ojo|o

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth

High Priority?

(check no more than five) Wadsworth Boulevard Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Width of travel lanes

Medians for vehicular and pedestrian safety

Sidewalks for pedestrian and bicycle safety

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Medians for access control

Delay (time) vehicles experience at signalized intersections

Corridor travel time

Neighborhood fraffic impacts

Local street access to/from Wadsworth

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Number of historic properties and parks affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Construction duration

oj=0|o|o|olelE ojo|jela|o|jo|ojo|o|o

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth
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Last Name:

ciy 7 Coce: I

L Yes, add me to the US 6/Wadsworth mailing list

First Name:
Address:
Email Address:

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the interchange concepts? /E Yes [JNo

Comments?

. Z‘ /\ | e o }'\ 14 '7L_Vf. i .j\.\C—"Cf f) ) (/{ .Sﬂ?('/:..l'.‘(. .

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the Wadsworth Boulevard concepts? ,E] Yes [ No

Comments?

LAy M Sex Ayne  Cong
LSS oo he fj (IS O e e L\f?//(_‘:/' o

Which criteria do you feel are most important in evaluating the design concepts carried forward? Please fill out the

checklist on the back of this page, and provide any comments on the criteria in the space provided below.

Do you have any additional comments?
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US 6/Wadsworth

Commmi F;*

Please take a few minutes to read through the following list and check the criteria you feel are most important in
evaluating the alternatives carried forward. Please check a maximum of five criteria for the interchange
alternatives, and a maximum of five criteria for the Wadsworth Boulevard alternatives. This will help us
understand the priorities of stakeholders as we conduct the Level 2 evaluation. Please contact a project team
member if you have any questions.

High Priority?

(check no more than five) Interchange Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Safe pedestrian and bicycle crossings at interchange

Design of ramp entrances

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Number of weave sections (areas where vehicles must cross paths to enter or exit highway)

Congestion on interchange ramps

Spacing between ramp and frontage road intersections

Interchange capacity to accommodate highest volume movements

Local access to/from US 6

Effects to local business access, visibility, or parking

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Number of residences within 66 dBA (decibel) noise contour

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Maintenance of traffic during construction

f8\0|ojo|ojo|o|o|o|o| o olE(E(o)k o

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth

High Priority?

{chgckno: more-than Hve) Wadsworth Boulevard Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Width of travel lanes

Medians for vehicular and pedestrian safety

Sidewalks for pedestrian and bicycle safety

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Medians for access control

Delay (time) vehicles experience at signalized intersections

Corridor travel time

Neighborhood traffic impacts

Local street access to/from Wadsworth

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Number of historic properties and parks affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Construction duration

ﬁDDDDDDDDDDDDEDE‘;ﬂE

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth
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US 6/Wadsworth
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Address: | City: Zip Code: g

Email Address: 0 Yes, add me to the US 6/Wadsworth mailing list

e

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the interchange concepts? [BYes [ No

Comments?

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the Wadsworth Boulevard concepts? [J.Yes [ No

Comments?

Which criteria do you feel are most important in evaluating the design concepts carried forward? Please fill out the

checklist on the back of this page, and provide any comments on the criteria in the space provided below.

Do you have any additional comments?
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US 6/Watsworth

, .:If.‘“”’

Comment 7‘;}/44/

Please take a few minutes to read through the following list and check the criteria you feel are most important in
evaluating the alternatives carried forward. Please check a maximum of five criteria for the interchange
alternatives, and a maximum of five criteria for the Wadsworth Boulevard alternatives. This will help us
understand the priorities of stakeholders as we conduct the Level 2 evaluation. Please contact a project team
member if you have any questions.

High Priority?

{heckina:nyore than fivel Interchange Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Safe pedestrian and bicycle crossings at interchange

Design of ramp entrances

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Number of weave sections (areas where vehicles must cross paths to enter or exit highway})

Congestion on interchange ramps

Spacing between ramp and frontage road intersections

Interchange capacity to accommodate highest volume movements

Local access to/from US 6

Effects to local business access, visibility, or parking

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Number of residences within 66 dBA (decibel) noise contour

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Maintenance of traffic during construction

0|0|0|o|o|o|o|o|o|E|RE|E0| o8| o|o|o

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth

High Priority?

Wadsworth Boulevard Alternatives Evaluation Criteria
{check no more than five)

Width of travel lanes

Medians for vehicular and pedestrian safety

Sidewalks for pedestrian and bicycle safety

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Medians for access control

Delay (time) vehicles experience at signalized intersections

Corridor travel time

Neighborhood traffic impacts

Local street access to/from Wadsworth

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Number of historic properties and parks affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Construction duration

DD@DDDDDDD&DD@D@DD

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth
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18 6/Waisworth

Commemf / orm
First Name: 5 Last Name:;
Address: . Cityi- Zip Code: !

Email Address: ,E-Yes, add me to the US 6/Wadsworth mailing list

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the interchange concepts? [ Yes [ No

Comments?

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the Wadsworth Boulevard concepts? [ Yes [ No

Comments?

Which criteria do you feel are most important in evaluating the design concepts carried forward? Please fill out the

checklist on the back of this page, and provide any comments on the criteria in the space provided below.

Do you have any additional comments?
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“ ssessment

Commemf F DI

Please take a few minutes to read through the following list and check the criteria you feel are most important in
evaluating the alternatives carried forward. Please check a maximum of five criteria for the interchange
alternatives, and a maximum of five criteria for the Wadsworth Boulevard alternatives. This will help us
understand the priorities of stakeholders as we conduct the Level 2 evaluation. Please contact a project team
member if you have any questions.

High Priority?

iiheskoo:mors thanfive) Interchange Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Safe pedestrian and bicycle crossings at interchange

Design of ramp entrances

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Number of weave sections (areas where vehicles must cross paths to enter or exit highway)

Congestion on interchange ramps

Spacing between ramp and frontage road intersections

Interchange capacity to accommodate highest volume movements

Local access to/from US 6

Effects to local business access, visibility, or parking

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partialiy or fully acquired

Number of residences within 66 dBA (decibel) noise contour

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Maintenance of traffic during construction

800000008 NO0000o0RE

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth

High Priority?

Wadsworth Boulevard Alternatives Evaluation Criteria
{check no more than five)

Width of travel lanes

Medians for vehicular and pedestrian safety

Sidewalks for pedestrian and bicycle safety

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Medians for access control

Delay (time) vehicles experience at signalized intersections

Corridor travel time

Neighborhood traffic impacts

Local street access to/from Wadsworth

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Number of historic properties and parks affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Construction duration

O000RDORKDOEDOODO®ROO

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth
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US 6/Wadsworth

gl 1

First Name: Last Name:
Address:

Email Address:

Zip Code:
B\Yes, add me to the US 6/Wadsworth mailing list

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the interchange concepts? [J Yes [ No
Comments?

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the Wadsworth Boulevard concepts? [ Yes [ No

Comments?

e e e e Sy TS S O SNy 4y = Y - S

Which criteria do you feel are most important in evaluating the design concepts carried forward? Please fill out the

checklist on the back of this page, and provide any comments on the criteria in the space provided below.

' \ f { ! k /I / 4 g ]C
e, J S | / = 19, L | LA i

Do you have any additional comments? _

&
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U8 6/Waisworth

Asshssmit
Conwwmf 7‘5}

Please take a few minutes to read through the following list and check the criteria you feel are most important in
evaluating the alternatives carried forward. Please check a maximum of five criteria for the interchange
alternatives, and a maximum of five criteria for the Wadsworth Boulevard alternatives. This will help us
understand the priorities of stakeholders as we conduct the Level 2 evaluation. Please contact a project team
member if you have any questions.

High Priority?

(ki recmivre:than five) Interchange Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Safe pedestrian and bicycle crossings at interchange

Design of ramp entrances

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Number of weave sections (areas where vehicles must cross paths to enter or exit highway)

Congestion on interchange ramps

Spacing between ramp and frontage road intersections

Interchange capacity to accommodate highest volume movements

Local access to/from US 6

Effects to local business access, visibility, or parking

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Number of residences within 66 dBA (decibel) noise contour

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Maintenance of traffic during construction

0|0|0|o|o|ojw|o|o| olr|E|oE | o|o|oE

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth

High Priority?

{ehiack no more Ahan ive) Wadsworth Boulevard Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Width of travel lanes

Medians for vehicular and pedestrian safety

Sidewalks for pedestrian and bicycle safety

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Medians for access control

Delay (time) vehicles experience at signalized intersections

Corridor travel time

Neighborhood traffic impacts

Local street access to/from Wadsworth

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Number of historic properties and parks affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Construction duration

0|o|o|o|o|o|o|o|o|o)g| ok ol o

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth
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First Name: Last Name:
Address: - _____City: Zip Code:

Email Address: ; [ Yes, add me to the US 6/Wadsworth mailing list

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the interchange concepts? [ Yes [ No

e R0

Comments?

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the Wadsworth Boulevard concepts? El Yes [ No

Comments?

Which criteria do you feel are most important in evaluating the design concepts carried forward? Please fill out the

checklist on the back of this page, and provide any comments on the criteria in the space provided below.

Do you have any additional comments?
s .JI
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Please take a few minutes to read through the following list and check the criteria you feel are most important in
evaluating the alternatives carried forward. Please check a maximum of five criteria for the interchange
alternatives, and a maximum of five criteria for the Wadsworth Boulevard alternatives. This will help us
understand the priorities of stakeholders as we conduct the Level 2 evaluation. Please contact a project team
member if you have any questions.

High Priority?
(check no more than five)

Interchange Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

2

Safe pedestrian and bicycle crossings at interchange

Design of ramp entrances

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Number of weave sections (areas where vehicles must cross paths to enter or exit highway)

Congestion on interchange ramps

Spacing between ramp and frontage road intersections

Interchange capacity to accommodate highest volume movements

Local access to/from US 6

Effects to local business access, visibility, or parking

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Number of residences within 66 dBA (decibel) noise contour

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Maintenance of traffic during construction

0|0|0|0|0|g|K)0|0/&|0/oj0|o|o|ojo| &

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth

High Priority?
{check no more than five}

Wadsworth Boulevard Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Width of travel lanes

Medians for vehicular and pedestrian safety

B

Sidewalks for pedestrian and bicycle safety

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Medians for access control

Delay (time) vehicles experience at signalized intersections

Corridor travel time

Neighborhood traffic impacts

Local street access to/from Wadsworth

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Number of historic properties and parks affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to mamtarn or |mprove their response times

I

Construction duration lL’r_{-_._ A g U ACL] Lot e oty BT lepc ey

(o

O0oog0oeoooEooooEO

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworlh
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Comment F;’

First Name: - Last Name: g

Address: —— City: : Zip Code: !

Email Address:—— [ Yes, add me fo the US 6/Wadsworth mailing list
Wv; £ ‘,f,

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the interchange concepts? [ Yes JZl No

Comments?

; 4 / ;
/Z/&f:é/‘ /7/431 ‘l/W’ lrdug 2/ 3580 !// rr 20D
JL sl (,;: rrigqor }Jf’w A "f 9.7&3/,,? /f/f’a _h fu‘-/ /7 r’&/r/ﬁ : u/// .4
5.w:/c4*7 /qc,c/t,s “}/”f’”"/ﬁr’#t? : { %éf.f /‘7!£—/jc c/ |

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the Wadsworth Boulevard concepts? [ Yes E No
Comments?

/ﬁi}f /p/q o ra‘a;/v{ YA /)f s T Nhave.  yPOm Tl 7[\&: lire
I . 7 s 4m//7 gl ite taid edswsctd is

WM ¢ oy wlor ol Gud pn  PRCOG s .f/fﬁ/’/
Which criteria do you feel are most important in evaluating the design concepts carried forward? Please fill out the
checklist on the back of this page, and provide any comments on the criteria in the space provided below.
A!c:cc”{/ h.' 4 // ‘. /f/rf(m’f‘zu' .)/’; c/vr-/{f/(ﬁ/ }u,{ V' ;/(C'f; i
frq;u,{ ridlecs }4:34/(: wd" gbf4 5 Cniets C—J‘k‘}p/E/é’c’j of
7 [ 7 7
biu HFE 2 f‘y Ol L‘/ ‘w,,(‘
J([L_I(/ (f @// ot ?‘/ﬁfr_ /a}?[e«’ c{‘é’tuzc'4 MNot /ﬁ:;f Coiys ’“})z«’{ﬁb’e’r},

;

Do you have any additional comments?

: i x - _ :
Whgt shsul  _an CrpicEs bas on HE Ms  dhere youa ,)_.
”2‘-#- 4 G5Eumé M.@/ CUeryp ye- zfr ives & /M.e'--.. ot Ade ff\é/a Pl
Moe ’py‘o/;/z’ L;,f;/ I Fes ‘{r'ﬁ&;‘.«'/, 74?5-// é(—afc'-::;/; ,:{\ ﬁ/d,){_’g/ e ;;_,.‘;w}
Hﬂ'l,’wv} pwi‘/pnﬁf) cast of ]"45 bb‘pf a-?la, y :
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18 6/Wadsworth
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Comment Form

Please take a few minutes to read through the following list and check the criteria you feel are most important in
evaluating the alternatives carried forward. Please check a maximum of five criteria for the interchange
alternatives, and a maximum of five criteria for the Wadsworth Boulevard alternatives. This will help us
understand the priorities of stakeholders as we conduct the Level 2 evaluation. Please contact a project team
member if you have any questions.

High Priority?

(efigck rio iore thah Hve) Interchange Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Safe pedestrian and bicycle crossings at interchange

Design of ramp entrances

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Number of weave sections (areas where vehicles must cross paths to enter or exit highway)

Congestion on interchange ramps

Spacing between ramp and frontage road intersections

Interchange capacity to accommodate highest volume movements

Local access to/from US 6

Effects to local business access, visibility, or parking

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Number of residences within 66 dBA (decibel) noise contour

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Maintenance of traffic during construction

0O|0|0|0|0|0|0|0| 0|0 0| 0| 0| OpR 0| O

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth

High Priority?

Wadsworth Boulevard Alternatives Evaluation Criteria
(check no more than five)

O

Width of travel lanes

Medians for vehicular and pedestrian safety

Sidewalks for pedestrian and bicycle safety

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Medians for access control

Delay (time) vehicles experience at signalized intersections

Corridor travel time

Neighborhood traffic impacts

Local street access to/from Wadsworth

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Number of historic properties and parks affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Construction duration

0|0[&|0/0|0|0|0| 0| 0)K| Ok 081K

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth
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US 6/Wadsworth
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Last Name:

Assessment

First Name:

Address: Zip Code: ;

Email Address: [ Yes, add me to the US 6/Wadsworth mailing list

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the interchange concepts? [ Yes [J No

Comments?
7!}’\1‘? _,ﬁ_-«t.—;u- ,M)"‘—*—XJQ‘#‘CJ- /)\..-K.e_.f *——CL /Lu .Q/(—w?- ;ﬂ—«..Lk

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the Wadsworth Boulevard concepts? ,@ Yes [ No

Comments? |
;{34 —t’hj’ A /{’ /\'E S QLW’M /‘ZW—J‘ "Z -y

Which criteria do you feel are most important in evaluating the design concepts carried forward? Please fill out the

checklist on the back of this page, and provide any comments on the criteria in the space provided below.

Do yo have any additional comments?, P

A o sy il fod 0ttt f sl
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1S 6/Wadsworth

/

Commmzf frf’

Please take a few minutes to read through the following list and check the criteria you feel are most important in
evaluating the alternatives carried forward. Please check a maximum of five criteria for the interchange
alternatives, and a maximum of five criteria for the Wadsworth Boulevard alternatives. This will help us
understand the priorities of stakeholders as we conduct the Level 2 evaluation. Please contact a project team
member if you have any questions.

High Priority?

(check no miore thes five) Interchange Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Safe pedesirian and bicycle crossings at interchange

¥

Design of ramp entrances

=

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Number of weave sections (areas where vehicles must cross paths to enter or exit highway)

Congestion on interchange ramps

Spacing between ramp and frontage road intersections

Interchange capacity to accommodate highest volume movements

Local access to/from US 6

Effects to local business access, visibility, or parking

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Number of residences within 66 dBA (decibel) noise contour

g Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Maintenance of traffic during construction

HEREEO 0 RE EEEEN K

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth

High Priority?

(check no more than five) Wadsworth Boulevard Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Width of travel lanes

Medians for vehicular and pedestrian safety

Sidewalks for pedestrian and bicycle safety

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Medians for access control

Delay (time) vehicles experience at signalized intersections

Corridor travel time

Neighborhood traffic impacts

Local street access to/from Wadsworth

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Number of historic properties and parks affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Construction duration

T O S| P S R Y | S R

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth
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US 6/Watsworth

T Upen ]L'/ onpe -
Comment /Ta}m

First Name: Last Name: -
Address: ciry: G- 7, co..

Email Address: A Yes, add me to the US 6/Wadsworth mailing list

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the interchange concepts? [ Yes &% No
Comments? )
6TH AVE BUSINESS CENTER oON FRoNTAGE. (Codd
O NOBTH S/ipk SF G678 AVE. MUST EE Drescze.f
A Ce ESS }j’ati 70 wEsTBooND TRA Eric Cs,7784é o &
WADSWo RTH QoIrK| /NoRT Y — MUST FPrE ABCE 7o TUEY
LEFES f£LpM WAPSUWo et OXTO NORTH FEON;AE&E F0aN

—
Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the Wadsworth Boulevard concepts? [J Yes & No

Comments?

SEE nBovE. ComeprarsT S

Which criteria do you feel are most important in evaluating the design concepts carried forward? Please fill out the
checklist on the back of this page, and provide any comments on the criteria in the space provided below.
ACCESS/ B L) >y  TO FRONTAGKE RoaP CEM NIRTH S o
CF bTu ROE. 7P (CES7TEBoUND Bra AVE TEVrF/c
Exrring  ON NoPTH BoUND oADL @ onT i

Do you have any additional comments? =
JF pBovE AlesssS /S NoT fBouided T will
HAVE. A SvperanN77ALly NEZATIVE Erreds ON
THE V/ABre, 7Y  And [ BENTABILITY AND .
MAREE 7= UALLOE ©F THE G+ Aexvge (Zv8r/Negs

CENTER
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U8 8/Wadsworth

_ -

Caﬂwtemf 7_—/’

Please take a few minutes to read through the following list and check the criteria you feel are most important in
evaluating the alternatives carried forward. Please check a maximum of five criteria for the interchange
alternatives, and a maximum of five criteria for the Wadsworth Boulevard alternatives. This will help us
understand the priorities of stakeholders as we conduct the Level 2 evaluation. Please contact a project team
member if you have any questions.

High Priority?

(Bhéck 1o Hrire than fivé) Interchange Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Safe pedestrian and bicycle crossings at interchange

Design of ramp entrances

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Number of weave sections (areas where vehicles must cross paths to enter or exit highway)

Congestion on interchange ramps

Spacing between ramp and frontage road intersections

Interchange capacity to accommodate highest volume movements

Local access to/from US 6

Effects to local business access, visibility, or parking

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Number of residences within 66 dBA (decibel) noise contour

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Maintenance of traffic during construction

0000|000 00xRR|00|0|0|oo)o

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth

High Priority?

: Wadsworth Boulevard Alternatives Evaluation Criteria
(check no more than five)

Width of travel lanes

Medians for vehicular and pedestrian safety

Sidewalks for pedestrian and bicycle safety

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Medians for access control

Delay (time) vehicles experience at signalized intersections

Corridor travel time

Neighborhood traffic impacts

Local street access to/from Wadsworth

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Number of historic properties and parks affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Construction duration

00|00 00000YKR 0O0r 0000

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth
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US 6/Wadsworth

f%

OM H onpe ?2 ~“
Comment ﬁ;

Last Name:
City: Zip Code

Yes, add me to the US 6/Wadsworth mailing list

First Nam
Address:

Email Address:

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the interchange concepts? B/Yes [J No
Comments?
The & elimineded Q,Pe_w'(/vu‘ioo <immgle or teo
cotmplex, Are The Loops (0 C+ E The same
,Q,O@PS Thod ore '\'O»ow houf) ’ pES mr T'-L“ v) W
ve dorger or $ er or The Same. M:gm: '
Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the Wadsworth Boulevard %ncepts’? ErYes 1 No
Comments? ‘[’G\ e some W v el
Weadsna <howle) e & .
Phomw\am.ﬁ_-}o 4 ’D\o.r S treteh #&m Hw@h\a.m)
th 1‘0 4% 1< a Uaﬁ\e_ne_dc_o

Which criteria do you feel are most important in evaluating the design concepts carried forward? Please fill out the

checklist on the back of this page, and provide any comments on the criteria in the space provided below.

The mosT lmpMan m@mua —l*r‘a‘g;) c €low
onte and 5 % PuUoid he c,md&o
fo @ N ﬂ—uc, ‘W‘\cvl' is G:/* 2,7

am j-\f cb'\ oM.

Do you have any additional commentg?

e Bne .’__ el nel &c
TJer & u{asl 4
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Please take a few min

memi f—/’m

utes to read through the following list and check the criteria you feel are mostimportant in
evaluating the alternatives carried forward. Please check a maximum of five criteria for the interchange
alternatives, and a maximum of five criteria for the Wadsworth Boulevard alternatives. This will help us
understand the priorities of stakeholders as we conduct the Level 2 evaluation. Please contact a project team
member if you have any questions.

High Priority?
{check no more than five)

Interchange Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Safe pedestrian and bicycle crossings at interchange

Design of ramp entrances

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Number of weave sections (areas where vehicles must cross paths to enter or exit highway)

Congestion on interchange ramps

Spacing between ramp and frontage road intersections

Interchange capacity to accommodate highest volume movements

Local access to/from US 6

Effects to local business access, visibility, or parking

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Number of residences within 66 dBA (decibel) noise contour

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S, affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Maintenance of traffic during construction

KO0 0008 0O O ®&RO0ROoo

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth

High Priority?
{check no more than five)

Wadsworth Boulevard Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

- Widih uf travel lanes

. Medians for vehicular and pedestrian safety

« Sidewalks for pedestrian and bicycle safety

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Medians for access control

Delay (time) vehicles experience at signalized intersections

Corridor travel time

Neighborhood traffic impacts

Local street access to/from Wadsworth

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

 Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Number of historic properties and parks affected

+ Total cost of project

¢ Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

- Construction duration

N|&|0|0]00/00K00000&8800

“ Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth
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US 6/Wailsworth

e N i
= Ot D o
eI C omment E/:m

First Name: __i Last Name:
address: [T -, Zip code: NN

ers, add me to the US 6/Wadsworth mailing list

Email Address:

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the interchange concepts? [7es IE*FO/

Comments?

| LlIKE SFPU) TwTEAcHAras, AvVD 1T
Wover DO THE (ENST PLrRIWERTY Hime 0wwerT
Whmact . LT (At Aanez BEchse (7 15 roo VvHGA .

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the Wadsworth Boulevard concepts? m r ey

Comments?

Conee¥rT B 15 oo 2. LAwES EViCH e,
Hrleeanwd S umns ez s A mupi e cAaneS FoR.
SouBovny FRIM btz nn <

Which criteria do you feel are most important in evaluating the design concepts carried forward? Please fill out the
checklist on the back of this page, and provide any comments on the criteria in the space provided below.
WE Mmes]T mveE mevinas pn wnzsd! ‘.szZ—Mw(ﬂwaw LT,
0o wor wonk! BerTER Sibnmue Soonert. For  Gri AvE
ENST o wes?. TOO6 Conresing FonrR PRWEAS — REScLnwGg )
—AED WO O TVRR ' S/4p5 BORERD S Tufas

— T WOREED 00T AOISE geygpjo/

Do you have any additional comments?

TINE e & DRWERMS O whnS @s/véﬂ AN Y-
OF 6/, THME 0Ovbte Y&liow WOER o7 "WoRIK 71D
S/DP  cmts . very Irwacrles [
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US 6/Wadsworth

A 1 ) aé OM HO%& ? 2 - ,.
Comment F orm

Please take a few minutes to read through the following list and check the criteria you feel are most important in
evaluating the alternatives carried forward. Please check a maximum of five criteria for the interchange
alternatives, and a maximum of five criteria for the Wadsworth Boulevard alternatives. This will help us
understand the priorities of stakeholders as we conduct the Level 2 evaluation. Please contact a project team
member if you have any questions.

High Priority?

(check no more than five) Interchange Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

| Safe pedestrian and bicycle crossings at interchange

O Design of ramp entrances

O Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

M Number of weave sections (areas where vehicles must cross paths to enter or exit highway)

] Congestion on interchange ramps

O Spacing between ramp and frontage road intersections

| Interchange capacity to accommodate highest volume movements

=4 Local access to/from US 6 + S/GHNHAEHE

O Effects to local business access, visibility, or parking

1" Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

4 Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

4 Number of residences within 66 dBA (decibel) noise contour

O Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

O Total cost of project

O Right-of-way cost

O Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

O Maintenance of traffic during construction

O Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth

{checl:'gz' nﬁ;'r':rt'g : fivey Wadsworth Boulevard Alternatives Evaluation Criteria PAWBLE YELLow ciwES

Width of travel lanes L PO noT woRkk 70
Medians for vehicular and pedesirian safety ,/_/ COnTROL | LEQHAC
Sidewalks for pedestrian and bicycle safety TVRNS (ATO Uil fret

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards) Y& (L& My S {

Medians for access control //

Delay (time) vehicles expenence at signalized intersections

Corridor travel time

Neighborhood traffic impacts

3

Local street access to/from Wadsworth

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Number of historic properties and parks affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Construction duration

DDDDDDDQDQQDDQDDQD

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth
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US 6/Wadsworth

%/OWH onpe #7
Comment [orm

First Name: [N LastName: [ NN
nvress: N .. -

Email Address: M Yes, add me to the US 6/Wadsworth mailing list

Assessment

gl

«‘" & it i
v I-"

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the interchange concepts? [ Yes [ No

Comments?

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the Wadsworth Boulevard concepts? [ Yes [ No

Comments?

Which criteria do you feel are most important in evaluating the design concepts carried forward? Please fill out the

checklist on the back of this page, and provide any comments on the criteria in the space provided below.

Do you have any additional comments?
I beliece The e Sed handscaped medians ore
; o7 . — R
W wesTe oY mone S d expeasive Te MainTonin —
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US 6/Wadsworth

Cammf oI

Please take a few minutes to read through the following list and check the criteria you feel are most important in
evaluating the alternatives carried forward. Please check a maximum of five criteria for the interchange
alternatives, and a maximum of five criteria for the Wadsworth Boulevard alternatives. This will help us
understand the priorities of stakeholders as we conduct the Level 2 evaluation. Please contact a project team
member if you have any questions.

Assessment

High Priority?

(hisck ho miore than five) Interchange Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Safe pedestrian and bicycle crossings at interchange

Design of ramp entrances

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Number of weave sections (areas where vehicles must cross paths to enter or exit highway)

Congestion on interchange ramps

Spacing between ramp and frontage road intersections

Interchange capacity to accommodate highest volume movements

Local access to/from US 6

Effects to local business access, visibility, or parking

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Number of residences within 66 dBA (decibel) noise contour

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Maintenance of traffic during construction

RO 0 0RO000D0RO0OKODOR

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth

High Priority?

AT . Wadsworth Boulevard Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Width of travel lanes

Medians for vehicular and pedestrian safety

Sidewalks for pedestrian and bicycle safety

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Medians for access control

Delay (time) vehicles experience at signalized intersections

Corridor travel time

Neighborhood traffic impacts

Local street access to/from Wadswaorth

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Number of historic properties and parks affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Construction duration

W 0|0|0(x 0/0|00[E 8O0 0|00

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth

PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE #2 FEBRUARY 12, 2008




US 6/Wadsworth

Om Ho%t& # 2 e
Comment F m
e 20 ey 0

address: TR -, BN . .

Email Address: * E,Yes, add me to the US 6/Wadsworth mailing list

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the interchange concepts? % J No

Comments?

T e Strve Peint Uvbap dpelurse. seems o be
Wost et~fective— <
Gl paS Mg /fa;,f z?wé W e a2 o7 R J/{{
.iz_é_ufwj .f’?(fa{?fhlf)d?yi/ﬂuod { (SiresSes 2 ;/2«'5,/&»41»{,9

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the Wadsworth Boulevard concepts? [ Yes &No
Comments? )
" J’/w pe - hjft”j Lo/t ‘7£W"f*1~ lanes
 eni Wﬁé(&f VI ETT fane s _lex’%fw—J yEaSenelite
% _(_b,ﬁeua[ /) T UNEIE X nedd s Hp b( | nClagle L,
D’Z ﬁ?}:) £ 2t €A M{ﬂa/u@b Seépr. 1T ~~2Lc Lege Jen

nu,v,l;x 579& . U WeC(LS52 5 and y;«{’@a{’ €< g ooesS betwloe
ryui o | pebtrSec Licno—)
Which criteria do you feel are most important in evaluating the design concepts carried forward? Please fill out the

checklist on the back of this page, and provide any comments on the criteria in the space provided below.

Do you have any additional comments? o
B T s Yo The v

;ﬂ-g/if}%}ﬂ_\.. 9%}/ /@(’«f [_mmL,f;fC.- elﬂz/i”) *Acﬁ/ f/{_)%j
‘2;' ba&w»x agsol . *c.Sdlf\,fLu:\}_ s +-Lﬁu,:»‘“ CHOT
2 d#"’mﬁﬁ!{ Lovtied- wuju 50 ecpl— Car O >
L~ W ot ol wssaees
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US 6/Waisworth

-

.......

Comment Form

Please take a few minutes to read through the following list and check the criteria you feel are most important in
evaluating the alternatives carried forward. Please check a maximum of five criteria for the interchange
alternatives, and a maximum of five criteria for the Wadsworth Boulevard alternatives. This will help us
understand the priorities of stakeholders as we conduct the Level 2 evaluation. Please contact a project team
member if you have any questions.

High Priority?

(il fib more than five) Interchange Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Safe pedestrian and bicycle crossings at interchange

Design of ramp entrances

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Number of weave sections (areas where vehicles must cross paths to enter or exit highway)

Congestion on interchange ramps

Spacing between ramp and frontage road intersections

Interchange capacity to accommodate highest volume movements

Local access to/from US 6

Effects to local business access, visibility, or parking

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Number of residences within 66 dBA (decibel) noise contour

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Maintenance of traffic during construction

O|OR| OO0/ KR O/ 0|0|0|0|0|0/0|0

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth

High Priority?

(check no more than five) Wadsworth Boulevard Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Width of travel lanes

Medians for vehicular and pedestrian safety

Sidewalks for pedestrian and bicycle safety

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Medians for access control

Delay (time) vehicles experience at signalized intersections

Corridor travel time

Neighborhood traffic impacts

Local street access to/from Wadsworth

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Number of historic properties and parks affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Construction duration

O[% O 0| 0| O O % 0|0 0| C|0| 00

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth
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U8 6/Wadsworth

First Name; ast Name:
Address: _ City: Zip Code: _
Email Address: /Dées, add me to the US 6/Wadsworth mailing list

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the interchange concepts? E{Yes O No

Comments?

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the Wadsworth Boulevard concepts? ?ﬁ Yes [JNo

Comments?

Which criteria do you feel are most important in evaluating the design concepts carried forward? Please fill out the

checklist on the back gf this page, and provide any comments on the crlterua in the, $pare rovided below.

@Y Lecdal SY(OFT AOMESS Mo/ From Wadswe ,~vh

" i e
i A e~ - LY ‘1 '
7~1 OC £ 2=\ 24 ” 1S “\\k‘ \L

2.0 007 Nl A CU(' 8. S Ao, o) onad  needs
HIL',‘_ }')49 AN CLCH €, ju o

1
L \ Lo '. R i — ‘.. . . - ;: .. ; !"‘
j Dy jf{'_'_tf?f’(_ (2 JH{? _______ ) O Uy f;f’(f"g,/ﬂ

£

KQOJ\ ‘HHJ_CCY”( QS f"t LG \i 1Cs) 1o

&Y h Y Ui ('[(: )
Do you haye any additional comments?

'M'Lll'l\/

L ANG VOO S ) |eVrsecilo 7/
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1S 6/Wadsworth

Comment /‘E}m

Please take a few minutes to read through the following list and check the criteria you feel are most important in
evaluating the alternatives carried forward. Please check a maximum of five criteria for the interchange
alternatives, and a maximum of five criteria for the Wadsworth Boulevard alternatives. This will help us
understand the priorities of stakeholders as we conduct the Level 2 evaluation. Please contact a project team
member if you have any questions.

High Priority?

{hick no.mars thar five) Interchange Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Safe pedestrian and bicycle crossings at interchange

Design of ramp entrances

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Number of weave sections (areas where vehicles must cross paths to enter or exit highway)

Congestion on interchange ramps

Spacing between ramp and frontage road intersections

Interchange capacity to accommodate highest volume movements

Local access to/from US 6

Effects to local business access, visibility, or parking

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Number of residences within 66 dBA (decibel) noise contour

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Maintenance of traffic during construction

O|0|O| 0| ois| O 0|0 0| o|O| ’o| O| 3

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth

High Priority?

Wadsworth Boulevard Alternatives Evaluation Criteria
(check no more than five)

Width of travel lanes

Medians for vehicular and pedestrian safety

Sidewalks for pedestrian and bicycle safety

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Medians for access control

Delay (time) vehicles experience at signalized intersections

Corridor travel time

Neighborhood traffic impacts

Local street access to/from Wadsworth el

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Number of historic properties and parks affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Construction duration

0|0|0|0|0|0| K&/ B3| 0|0 0|00 00

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth
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First Name: ; Last Name:

Address: g_ City: Zip Code:
Email Address: Q)Fes, add me to the US 6/Wadsworth mailing list

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the interchange concepts? D}és J No

Comments?

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the Wadsworth Boulevard concepts? I;kés O No

Comments?

Which criteria do you feel are most important in evaluaﬁng the design concepts carried forward? Please fill out the

Egckust an the back of this page, and provnde any comments on the criteria in the space prowded below.
6(/CL Pﬁd fAr“ are /wfarﬁm?‘, af Are (it

204 rqu Speces /:u(a/eo./& e Choto= Fhroi

N Storae’  arees. Al plots Ykn ¥ Sirezp .f—w
G) Eutlnee sloped of Lokt tood Caled, by
fA&h— back AV‘ & 4’&&17‘&?‘ Cf‘d(’f”,—.opée @ a/a/e;a(4

(vod S ¥ (& of Fleacl
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Please take a few minutes to read through the following list and check the criteria you feel are most important in
evaluating the alternatives carried forward. Please check a maximum of five criteria for the interchange
alternatives, and a maximum of five criteria for the Wadsworth Boulevard alternatives. This will help us
understand the priorities of stakeholders as we conduct the Level 2 evaluation. Please contact a project team
member if you have any questions.

High Priority?

(check no more than five) Interchange Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Safe pedestrian and bicycle crossings at interchange

Design of ramp entrances

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Number of weave sections (areas where vehicles must cross paths to enter or exit highway)

Congestion on interchange ramps

Spacing between ramp and frontage road intersections

Interchange capacity to accommodate highest volume movements

Local access to/from US 6

Effects to local business access, v1snbmty or parking

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that weuld be either partially or fully acquired

Number of residences within 66 dBA Qdembel) noise contour

" Acres of wetlands and waters of the U S. affected

~ Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Maintenance of traffic during construction

DDDDDDGDDDD*@D*DE&

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth

High Priority?

Wadsworth Boulevard Alternatives Evaluation Criteria
(check no more than five)

Width of travel lanes H
Medians for vehicular and pedestrian safety :

Sidewalks for pedestrian and bicycle safety

Number of design exceptions (vanances from approved design standards) |

Medians for access control {

Delay (time) vehicies experience at signalized intersections

Corridor travel time

Neighborhood traffic impécts

" Local street.access toffrom'Wadswoﬁh '

" ‘Number of businesses and: res;denceﬁhat would:fequire relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquwed
‘Acres of wetlands and-waters. of therl;S, affected - e

"Number of historic prcpertles and parl$ affected -

" Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Construction duration

o i 2

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth
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First Name:
Address:

Email Address:

Last Name: [N
ciry: NN zo coco: NN

Yes, add me to the US 6/Wadsworth mailing list
e hvied MJ%, vt skl dwv\" VE.Cu\/b
Y

Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the interchange concepts? es [INo ‘k\
Comments? W

{
Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the Wadsworth Boulevard concepts? %(es 0 No

Comments?

Which criteria do you feel are most important in evaluating the design concepts carried forward? Please fill out the
checklist on the back of this page, and provide any comments on the criteria in the space provided below.
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Do you have any additional comments?
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Please take a few minutes to read thmugh the following list and check the criteria you feel are mast important in
evaluating the alternatives carried, forward, Please check a maximum of five criteria for, the interchange
alternatives, and a maximum of five criteria for the Wadsworth Boulevard alternatives: This will help us
understand the priorities of stakeholders as we conduct the Level ﬁevahnahon‘ Pl.ease contactapro;ect team
member if you, haveanyquestrons R Dt e e e e e e

¢ .y

i

High Priority?

check no more than five) Interchange Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

v Safe pedestrian and bicycle crossings at interchange

Design of ramp entrances

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Number of weave sections (areas where vehicles must cross paths to enter or exit highway)

Congestion on interchange ramps

Spacing between ramp and frontage road intersections

Interchange capacity to accommodate highest volume movements

Local access to/from US 6

Effects to local business access, visibility, or parking

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Number of residences within 66 dBA (decibel) noise contour

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Maintenance of traffic during construction

ﬂ@pmmn@@@bummuﬁuum

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth

High Priority?

Wadsworth Boulevard Alternatives Evaluation Criteria
{check no more than five)

Width of travel lanes

+. Medians for vehicular and pedestrian safety - R RN
_ Sidewalks for pedestrian and bicycle safety - - ‘

Number of design exceptlons (vanances from approved desngn standards)

A

_ Medians for access control

Delay (tlme) vehicles experience-at-signalized intersections. R

Dooeo@o

qumﬂmﬁvel time =~ ' -, L

-

[y

Nelghbomood’gtraffc lmpactsi n . ‘ L

Local'street aédess toffrom Wadsworth '

s
i

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

- Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Acres of wetlands and waters-of the U.S. affected

Number of historic properties and parks affected ) o C .;\:'.‘ \
" Total cost of project S o R o

-; . Right-of-way cost » o A o o

Ability of emergency response provnders to mamtam or lmprove thelr respdnse tlmes

" Construction duration
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Ability to accommodate future widehing of US 6 or Wadsworth
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. § First VName:- ‘ Last Name: -
% Address: ! City: - Zip Code: __
Q § Email Address: _ l&Yes add me to the US 6/Wadsworth mailing list

(F Tm ol o i
Do you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the interchange concepts? ? Yes D No

Comments?
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o you agree with the results of the Level 1 screening for the Wadsworth Boulevard concept ’? I:I Yes X No

Comments?-
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Which criteria do you feel are most important in evaluating the design concepts carried forward? Please fill out the

checklist on the back of this page, and provide any comments on the criteria in the space provided below.
/ - . V4 3!

4./( IO W S A 1

7

/n

7 ’ P
,‘/4.4'4 77 AL LA 2{4" /////

Do you have any additional comments’?
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Please take a few minutes to read through the following list and check the criteria you feel are most important in
evaluating the alternatives carried forward. Please check a maximum of five criteria for the interchange
alternatives, and a maximum of five criteria for the Wadsworth Boulevard alternatives. This will help us
understand the priorities of stakeholders as we conduct the Level 2 evaluation. Please contact a project team
member if you have any questions.

High Priority?
{check no more than five)

Interchange Alternatives Evaluation Criteria é ¢ Eé %ﬂ{x
4.
Safe pedestrian and bicycle crossings at interchange W&/ WU #

Design of ramp entrances

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Number of weave sections (areas where vehicles must cross paths to enter or exit highway)

Congestion on interchange ramps

Spacing between ramp and frontage road intersections

Interchange capacity to accommodate highest volume movements / ot ad LT WM

Local access to/ffrom US 6

Effects to local business access, visibility, or parking

Number of businesses and residences that would require relocation

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Number of residences within 66 dBA (decibel) noise contour

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Maintenance of traffic during construction

QDDDDDDDDDD@DDE‘IDD@

Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth gr -ﬁ-r ‘Hnnsﬂ'

High Priority?
{check no more than five)

Wadsworth Boulevard Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Width of travel lanes

{|O

" ‘Médians fof vehicular ahd pedestrian'safety

Sidewalks for pedestrian and bicycle safety

Number of design exceptions (variances from approved design standards)

Medians for access control

Delay (time) vehicles experience at signalized intersections

Carridor travel time

‘Neighborhood traffic impacts

Local street access to/from Wadsworth .

Number of businesses and residences that would require refocation .

Number of properties that would be either partially or fully acquired

Acres of wetlands and waters of the U.S. affected _

Number of historic properties and parks affected

Total cost of project

Right-of-way cost

Ability of emergency response providers to maintain or improve their response times

Construction duration
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Ability to accommodate future widening of US 6 or Wadsworth
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