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WHAT IS THE PROJECT?




] Q WHAT IS A CORRIDOR PLAN?

|
:j « Coordination of transportation and land
] O uses along a roadway
* Provides an overall vision for infrastructure

:j and steps to implement the vision




] Q WHY ARE WE DOING ANOTHER PLAN?

|
ij  Building on existing plans
] O * Providing more detailed information so projects
are eligible for state and federal highway funding

j * |dentifying specific projects
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Selecting the Best
Route Forward with
the Preferred Alternative

Navigating the Options
of Conceptual Alternatives

ABC

Bridging the Gaps with
Detailed Technical Analysis

Environmental Transportation ROW/Utilities Land Use

Building off the Foundation
of Previous Studies

MPO Travel Demand Model
Active Transportation Plan  Bicycle Facllities Master Plan  Missoula Downtown Master Plan MDT Design Standards and Policies
Pedestrian Facilities Master Plan  Mountain Line Long Range Transit Plan  Missoula College EA  East Broadway Corridor Study
Montana Department of Tllnpennhn (MDT) Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan  Missoula Urban Transporation District (MUTD) Strategic Plan
Activate Missoula 2045; Transportation Plan Our Missoula 2035, City Growth Policy  Mountain Line Bus Stop Master Plan




WHAT IS THE SCHEDULE?

Introductory Framework Report

Summarizing previous studies and identifying
needed information

Technical Analysis
Detailed Analysis of Needs

Open House #1
Review findings and obtain comments

Draft Design Alternatives
Open House #2
Review alternatives and obtain comments

Resource Agency Meeting

Review alternatives and obtain comments

Preferred Alternative Report

Open House #3

Present preferred alternative and obtain
comments

Draft plan released for public comment

Plan Approval




1 INTRODUCTORY FRAMEWORK

H\MJ * Reviewed 16 existing documents

} r T « Compiled findings from previous studies

- iV/ » Evaluated existing plans for consistency

\“"f;m * |dentified conflicting recommendations

] L j « Evaluated existing plans on requirements
P for likely funding sources
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WHAT DID WE FIND OUT?

* Western Segment

= |mportant gateway into Greater Downtown Missoula

Small Commercual Strip .
=S Centers are replaced with Y "’ 3 “9_,, (RS New Mixed-Use Buildings
S(reet Oriented Buildings ¥ & o> o rap a structured parking
along Broadway Street oy ¢ ™, garage covered with an
| § y ame nity deck

Cwuc Square & — G ;
Transit Stop

h Mlssomh-(:o\llege
RNer Cam w

Existing Building
! Historic Building
Projects Underway

ks

Open Space New Pedestnan Bridge
S connects River Campus &—0

B Proposed Buildings University to University of Montana y & paN S
Proposed Civic Space of Montana %“:‘

lllustrative Plan for the East Broadway Street Gateway area




" WHAT DID WE FIND OUT?

~_
N
1 * Western Segment
f:“/}/”‘\\ = Bicycle Facilities: Rated as “Not Comfortable”
J L J » Pedestrian Facilities: Low to moderate priority for
A pedestrian needs, priority intersections are Van Buren
] and 1-90 interchange
\//;% » Transit: U-Dash every 15 minutes between University
g h and Missoula College, Mountain Line service every 60
L } minutes with long-term plans to increase service to
P every 30 minutes
» Ralilroad overpass is narrow and creates safety
. problems m"
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WHAT DID WE FIND OUT?

|
« East Missoula Segment

O-C

= Vision for a safe, walkable corridor with lighting, sidewalks
and bicycle lanes...ltis desired by the community that a
variety of neighborhood oriented services locate here.
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| WHAT DID WE FIND OUT?
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« East Missoula Segment

= Bicycle Facilities: Rated as “Not Comfortable”, no
existing bikeways

= Pedestrian Facilities: Moderate priority for pedestrian
needs

» Transit: Mountain Line service every 60 minutes with
long-term plans to increase service to every 30
minutes

= Access control and parking issues

oy



" WHAT DID WE FIND OUT?
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« Eastern Segment

_ N = Transit: Mountain Line service every 60 minutes with
J { long-term plans to increase service to every 30
L P minutes

» Safety concerns at Brickyard Hill and Speedway
Avenue intersection

oy



WHAT ARE THE INFORMATION GAPS?

« Access management

* Mobility

 Parking

* Transit options

« Safety

Multi-modal connections

Circulation & traffic volumes

Infrastructure and right-of-way

Environmental analysis

oy



 TECHNICAL ANALYSIS

~_ ///

1 « Additional detailed analysis specific to the corridor
RN that identified key Issues to be addressed during
J { 1 design alternative development

~ * Analysis focused on four key areas:

/J » Transportation
7

~_ P
} [ } « Right-of-way & utilities
'//x\: ~ = Pre-NEPA environmental analysis

= [ and Use




TECHNICAL ANALYSIS
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* Western Segment

= Areas of
unrestricted access,
limited curb, gutter,
and sidewalk

= Lack of pedestrian
crossings

}/U QUQU QL
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TECHNICAL ANALYSIS

* Western Segment

= |nformal parking lots that
lack connectivity to
housing and services
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TECHNICAL ANALYSIS
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* Western Segment

= Narrow railroad
underpass limiting
bicycle and pedestrian
facilities

&

/

= Safety concern at the I-
90 eastbound ramp

O
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TECHNICAL ANALYSIS

 East Missoula
Segment

= | imited to no access
control and unrestricted
parking
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TECHNICAL ANALYSIS

 East Missoula
Segment

= No striped pedestrian
crossings

= No bicycle and
pedestrian facilities

= Limited street lighting
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TECHNICAL ANALYSIS

* Eastern Segment

= No non-motorized
Infrastructure

= Lack of trail connectivity
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TECHNICAL ANALYSIS

* Eastern Segment

= Constrained width for
Improvements between Old
Marshall Grade Road and
Marshall Canyon Road

= Potential for erosion,
sedimentation, or
disturbance from
construction impacting
surface water
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TECHNICAL ANALYSIS

« Eastern Segment

= Parking issues and
congestion from
recreational access



| OPEN HOUSE FORMAT

Y e
A
} * 4 Stations
N = 1) Overview of the Project
J L J = 2) Western Segment
N = 3) East Missoula Segment
/J = 4) Eastern Segment
~_ A
7

} [ “‘“}  Tell us your concerns & ideas




' HOW DO | STAY INFORMED?
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* Project Website:

B https://www.missoulampo.com/east-missoula-

l highway-200-corridor-

 Social Pinpoint:
https://wgmaroup.mysocialpinpoint.com/highway -
200-corridor-plan
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