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January 2016 FHWA Meeting Summary

» Objective: an alternative that stays within existing 66’ of
R/W except at intersections. This would greatly reduce
impacts and as byproduct slow traffic.

» Narrow median to 2'— use overhead signing only
» Narrow lanes and use integral curb & gutter at
inside & outside lanes 223.5" curb face to curb face
» Outside of curbs, use minimum allowable values
(3’ grass median and 5’ sidewalk)
» This prioritizes pedestrian accommodations
(documented need) over bike accommodations
(undocumented need) in this constrained environment.
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Narrow Median-
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rrow Median- No Bikes - East
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South Avenue — Green Bay to Ward Avenue

REAL ESTATE IMPACTS/COSTS
MARCH 2016

Opiion bm. Mo Bikes
66°/75" Section

Displacerments {EACH}

$2,024,333.00

Residential R/W; Fee {ACRES)

55,800.00

Residential _ﬁé  TLE {ACRES).

557600

Commercial RAW; Fee {ACRES)

$625,200.00

Commercial mhgm TIE{ACRES

59.036.00

Totat

52;665,345.00 |

_ Eﬂﬁ?ﬁmm on One mmm_m um%mw F82L.5} Seciion

Displacements

_ $3,212,320.00

Residential RYW; Fee [ACRES)

$36,800.00

Residential R/W, TLE {ACRES)

51,038.00

Comimercial RAW; Fee (ACRES)

$674,400.00

Commercial B/W; TLE {ACRES

50,064.00

Total

Motes:

T $3,927,622.00

1} R/W acreages-do not include parcels purchased as part of displacements; those

costs are included with displacement costs.
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No Bikes Narrow Median Alternative- Advantages

» This alternative meets purpose and need of project by:
» Eliminating left-turn movements out of thru traffic lanes
» Reducing number of conflict points
» Improving intersection safety

Improving bike and pedestrian crossings

» This alternative takes into account city feedback:
» Reduced lane widths - Reduced speeds-> Traffic Calming
» Reduced lane widths =2 Reduced displacements/impacts
» Roundabouts - Reduced speeds = Traffic Calming

» This alternative meets budget constraints.

» Brings ratio of real estate costs to construction costs down
to more reasonable levels

w o_: o.m L ain’t _um% in mo:_ms:@ City goals
Tal=Ta __"_ma mﬁ w\o\mo\_m LOM.
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South Avenue Project Schedule

» A. Review Public Involvement Plan:
» Strategies — currently each round includes LOM,CAG,PIM
Modify? Use different strategy?
» Typicals to move forward with
» Alternatives to move forward with

» Begin public involvement in early April or will not be able to
deliver project on current schedule

» B. Preliminary Design Completed, May 2017, w/plat
» C. Final Plan submittal date: August 1, 2019

» D. Oc:m:ﬁ_u\ anticipated construction year: 2020
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