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Highway Build @
* Main Lane Pavement

Rehabilitation

Auxilary Lanes

Frontage Road Improvements

Intersection Improvements

Ramp Consolidation/Elimination

Roadway Shoulder Improvements

Congestion Management 9:3.4?_
e Information Systems/ =
Advanced Traveler Information

* Ramp Metering

* Travel Demand Management
 Transportation System Management
* Wayfinding/Signage

e Arterial Improvements

Non-Recurring Congestion

G
Management ‘

e Crash Investigation Sites

* Roadside/Motorist Assist
Enhancements

* Improvements to Detour Routes

e Variable Speed Limits
* Queue Warning
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e Horizontal/Vertical Curve
Other Modes * Arterial Bus Lanes
LaneS Improvements _ _ _ _ _ Q@
e Arterial Bus Transit  Arterial Bus Rapid Transit @&
* Bottleneck Removal . _ _
* |-30 Express Bus Transit * Bicycle/Pedestrian

e Bus on Shoulder

Quantitative Screening

Screened against
study goals and
measures
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GP C/D

Quantitative Data Methods to Support Screening

Level of Service Speed Profiles

© Nasth/Enst Baiusnd
sb,
= e
=
Fa i
= I*
3
HHEHEHEE - “H
00000 :
H —rie B n4’9$111~
i i
! i
1. B N ks
0 g r
{EBAE o\| ‘
R i N e i
i + 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 s
AP M R ME RE RE R M MR RE
pa L = X “
» ﬂf ~ = 1-30 PEL Recommended =
AN & |5l 2041 AM 10 Lane with Nz _—_— g
& 9= \ ¢ ] Downtown C/D Level of Service =~ @ | - Ea e e
NE s North of Arkansas River =

nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

\\\\\

O t022.55m) X 166(8.15M] 21a(a5am)

<
[ CoorcodeforMessures ]
O O
sssssssssss West east west east
cdyaes  9-67/120 5.85/120 .67/60
Enhance Mabilt Studv A 9.67/120 5.31/120 -67/45
w8 | /2 .4 6/6
A k hour | | speed the ridor| 45  se/ss
Miobilty of key intersections within PEL Study Area  20/19 13/10 473
Accessto N
Travel time to key destinations in PEL St a) 24/39 /24 8/8
Locations alowing for local street connectiv - + +
A V] Designs that allow n sf across 1-30| - + +
com de separated bike / ped accommodations across 1-30 o + +
B
i st Ar
| | ] i nstruction
tion of n: ional i (Br Pier

159
4
130 PEL conflct points n 31 6
1:30 PEL conflctpoints in = 3 =
31 26
improve o /15 14/12 10
o % S
Ramp a 26 3 []
i = - [ = - "
11 15
st 0 ess se
. - Totar n 0 ess re ase
o 0 ess re
5 o n TaD
impacts| 0. 8.6
mp 0 48
i 6 20
o 5 Residentta da
o H i
EI/LEP populations present n the study area?  yes s s
6
o s ne f
dions? a erc
isthe X /A 8 hones for s nes for
2 potential for mitigation to
offset displacements to E/LEP wa 8
en rent
propertiesofsimilar vlue in <
same area (count) sofeandsanitary /A 3 pert
% o A ve s ves ve
[EEEEE displacment/reiocation will jollow the Untform Relocation Act?l
isthere a ity
E/LEP populations?| " o o
e Inimizat A /s n/a wa /s
=
o amping o mping
Isthere a potentia for adverse impacts to access for EJ/LEP populations?.
VES, s there a potenta for inmizson, anformiigtonts " WA i "
oo, 1 ch s, 1ch
Isinlow Jsinlowi
hurch, 2 church, 2
i minorty a
ve yes ve
e yes ve
ye yes ve
ve ves ve
0
1
36

07:10/610)% _ — g
Interstate 530 - Highway 67

PROGRAM




