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State Route 30 
I I CORRIDOR STUDY 

I 1 'i \r; 1000 WeSI 

Study Project Team 


UDOT REGION 1 
• Rod Terry, UDOT Region 1 Project Manager 

• Vic Saunders, Region 1 Communications Mgr. 

\ 

HDR 
• Vince Izzo, Consultant Project Manager 
• Heidi Spoor, Environmental Lead 
• Tammy Champo, Public Involvement Support 

~ ~ 
KMP PLANNING PARAMETRIX 
• Mike Pepper, Public Inv. Lead • Vern Kessler, Traffic/Safety AnalYSIS 
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State Route 30 
I I COR RID 0 R STU D Y 

1-1:' (0 1000 West 

Study Overview 


• Identifies current and future roadway needs 

• Study limits -1-15 to 10th West, Logan (17.5 miles) 

• Two counties 

• Box Elder 

• Cache 

• 2040 Planning Horizon 

• Not an environmental study (EA or EIS) 

• Does not include alignment changes 

• Update the in itial 2015 Corridor Study data 
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State Route 30 
" CORRIDOR STUDY 

I 15 I 1000 Wes 

Study Purpose 


IDENTIFY CORRIDOR NEEDS 

• Safety 

• Design standards 

• Congestion and roadway capacity 

• Maintenance 

• User considerations 

• Environmental 
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State Route 30 
W CORRIDOR STUDY 

I I', ((1 leao West 

Physical Considerations 

Roadway shoulders a; Access points 

~ :~ 
Weather (fog) Intersections 

~:~ 

Sight distance o Adjacent property impacts 
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State Route 30 
I I CORRIDOR STUDY 

I 1 ~ to 1000 West 

Operational Considerations 

Safety Passing lanes ~ • 
Crashes Turning lanes 

• 

Travel delay and congestion Freight corridor considerations 
G 

• 
Maintenancee Roadway capacity 
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State Route 30 
I I CORRIDOR STUDY 

1-15 10 1000 West 

Environmental Considerations 

• Cutler Marsh Canal operations 

Wetlands • Noise 

• Wildlife Cultural resources 

Sensitive plant & animal species Recreational access &opportunities 

o Air & water quality e Economic development 

• Farmland 



State Route 30 
I I 	 COR RID 0 R 5 T U D Y 

I 1 5 1(' 10(1) WesT 

Outreach 

': 

STAKEHOLDER 
INTERVIEWS 
March 2016 
• 	 15 key 

stakeholders 
identify issues & 
concerns 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
PRESENTATIONS #1 
March 2016 
• 	 Highlight previous 

S.R. 30 Corridor Study 
• 	 Needs identification 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
PRESENTATIONS #2 
May 2016 
• 	 Results of updated S.R. 

30 Corridor Study 
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Study Outcome 


IDENTIFY CORRIDOR NEEDS 
(May 2016) 
Potential improvement projects 
• 	 Location 
• 	 General prioritization 
• 	 Project(s) limits 

State Route 30 
I I CORRIDOR STUDY 

I 15 to 1000 Wasl 

FUTURE ENVIRONMENTAL STUDY 
• 	 Identify potential need and limits 
• 	 Identify environmental documentation 

requirements 
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State Route 30 
I I COR RID 0 R STU D Y 

I 15 to 1000 West 

Stakeholders Interviewed 


• Agriculture Community 

• Cycling Community 

• Cache County Chamber of Commerce 

• Cache County Sheriff 

• Emergency Service Providers 

• Environmental Groups 

• Logan City and Cache County 

• PacifiCorp 

• The Trucking Industry 

• Utah State University 

• UDOT Maintenance 
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State Route 30 
I I CORRIDOR STUDY 

I 1_ to 1000 Wesf 

Interview Results Highlights 
• Primary Uses 

• Commuters, trucks and local traffic between 10th West and S.R. 23 

.. Physical Issues 

• 10th West to S. R. 23 

• Narrow roadway with no shoulder, especially through Cutler Marsh 
• Lack of designated pullouts for emergency or recreation use 
• Congestion / Car/truck conflicts between 10th West and Cutler Marsh 
• Lack of / Inadequate sized left & right turn lanes at high-use intersections 
• Lack of passing / slow vehicle lanes 
• Lack of left and right turn lanes to recreation access sites 
• Lack of designated / separated bike pathway 
• Lack of road edge markings for night travel 
• Cross drainage under roadway is insufficient in some areas 

• S.R. 23 to 1-15 
• Skewed intersections, such as 1400 N. and Beaver Dam Rd . 
• Limited sight distance at Beaver Dam Rd. 
• 6000 West lacks turn lanes 
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State Route 30 
" CORRIDOR STUDYStakeholder I nterview Results 

I l' Ie 1Our) We~t 

Highlights 
~ 	 Operational Issues 

• 	 Safety concerns due to narrow roadway and lack of shou lders 

• 	 Unsafe for bicyclists due to lack of shoulders, designated facility and 
debris on roadway 

• 	 Unsafe for patrol/enforcement due to lack of shoulders and pullouts 

• 	 Heavy fog is prevalent in the Cutler Marsh area creating very limited 
sight distance and unsafe conditions when vehicles slow or stop due 
to lack of shoulders, passing lanes, pullouts and at railroad crossing 

• 	 Unsafe recreation parking along roadway 

• 	 S.R. 30 is the only northwest route when Sardine Canyon is closed 

• 	 Conflicts between ag/slow vehicles due to lack of additional lanes 

• 	 S.R. 38 / S. R. 30 Northbound to Eastbound is dangerous merge 
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State Route 30 
I I CORRIDOR STUDY 

I 1 ~ Ie lOuO West 

Interview Results Highlights 
• 	 General Issues and Comments 

• 	 S. R. 23 to 1-15 generally functions well 

• 	 The most significant needs are between 10th West and S.R. 23 

• 	 The primary needs are to enhance safety, not capacity 

• 	 A safe east/west connection via a separated facility is desired by the 
bike community; at least from 10th West to S.R. 23 

• 	 Environmental impacts to implement needed safety improvements 
may be acceptable, but should be minimized 

• 	 Safe access to adjacent recreation sites should be expanded 

• 	 Passing lanes and pullouts are needed through the Marsh area 

• 	 Adequate left and right turn lanes are needed at all high use 
intersections 
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State Route 30 
I I 	 CORR I DOR STUDY 

I F 1-, 1000 West Question &Answer 

• 	 What are your key issues, concerns and needs for the S.R. 

30 Corridor? 


• 	 Additional input: 
• 	 PHONE: 435.554.1136 
• 	 EMAIL: SR30study@utah.gov 
• 	 WEBSITE : udot.utah.gov/SR30study 

mailto:SR30study@utah.gov


State Route 30 
I I COR RID 0 R STU D Y Existing Conditions I ," to 1000 West 

INTERSECTIONS, PASSING LANES, AND ACCESS POINTS 

15 
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State Route 30Identifying Improvements on State Route 30 I I CORRIDOR STUDY 
I· I~ ; 1'1 IlhO W~" 

WHAT IS THE S.R. 30 CORRIDOR STUDY? 

TNC Utah L-u;Janf11ant 01 fran!ioorlalion is l:ontJucllny.J 

carrillor sllJoy on 17.54 m·les ~f Sta18 Route 30 IS.R. :m 
or V~lIev VlfNV I hghwllvl1rOl'1 tnt<:rstatp.b 11-151 h) I ::-gilll 

1000 west {lOth West or SI~ · 252J UDOT recognizes tne 

I1nportdflce 01 me S,R. 30 ccmcJar to thB CQII'rTltjl'llt·es 

wiltUl Box UclH and C;J.che C(unlles and ~ comntilleo 

10 meetln!,l the ~hor1 and kmg-terrn nct;d!; 1111116 trllvel ng 

[)"bl!c wl1llo "nsunf\g 111" :cntlnuw <1tf,Cf:f1C; uf this 

mportanl routt: . r..." purpose (lIthe cornuo, study is :0 

I(]enll~' cillO doClJll)t;'lI "'''ill> 11""1 [Pdy llee<.! q:'€i'iI;,on~1 

(l' '0 o.aletv "1'o.nvernenl O~.CL thl' '''leUs 0 : :hll cn.rlt.h, 

<Ire ident ified UDOT wlllITlako rL'Commond<llons lor Ihe 

next 5IIms tn Impleme"tlnlurOV!.!lr, 'l1f~ 

S.R. 30 CORRIDOR (1-15 TO 400 WEST) 

HOW TO PROVIDE INPUT INTO THE 
STUDY PROCESS: 

Inpul tron- »takehuloers that use lhe COIT>OO( !O' 
personal tr~v,,1 dl'cJ thos!' Ihat rely on '1-<3 rowt" for 

bUSlne,,; acliv,lIes <11,d Ileonatn'c oevelop'T18/1I1S ""tICal 

10 IIl€ :'<)"'OOr study, As part ot the study UOO r '" II 
'each \1ul to key slakehokJcrs II IdcnV\ Wildt II~Jy !eei 

'<e Importani '8SlIe5 ,n cornoor opermon, II VOLl I IaVO 

Sp!lCnc ~,Qncern:;, pltase prnvlr)e yoLl ' C<Jrrurt!nls to 

SR30sludyV:liul~tLgov or use the attacrt€{1man and 

[1fl)vde tfJe co:npietea larm 10 ine P'Diect teilm 

WHAT IS THE CORRIDOR STUDY SCHEDULE AND NEXT STEPS? 

weal OWblop " Plan ge:Cfflllne
ldenllly!:;hrm (;ornrJOI Slw'l

StAkeholder G:JverNnell t lu 1",,.:lel'! ..nt EnVl'OllmL'flwl 
anti I '; ' 'Y 'I~",n l Resuks 

Engagel1l'3nt InpUI ano 1,J.mtifICd Study Umlls 
NffidS IJresentatlon;;

CoordinatIOn pr :JrJ1y ProJects allo Sw~e 
Begin.! Milrch-May 2016 May 2016 May 2016 MOr<:h 2016 

~~® ~@ ~@ ~@ ~ @) 

I Public and Stakeholder Engagement I I Next St.eps I 



S.R. 30 FACTS WHAT ISSUES WILL BE CONSIDERED IN THE CORRIDOR STUDY? State Route 30 
I I CORRIDOR STUDY 

,I' ,. 1 J~" I two-lane rural arterial 4L. 
1'1111 ,:1.."i1l ,III 1" ,1 

passing lanest1 ~ lJ 
1.1<. 111t"':'11 fJ\ UrJOI ,I" 1 critical trucking route ~ (1" _' l' ll,.ql f !~: IJIl! _11 /)' II't.' 1/..1111" I~ 1'1''-''. 

+ f II) I'll Intersections 

~L At. ~'I I:'f ;,o"LJI Plll".JI,( ar"r] C0."1Hn~!rc__,1

.,."..r access pOints 

a... , I I OU'J C crossing structures 
~ 


9Ool 1!!lll ~ '\' I' ' dally traffic ,11"!'. Hf' 

~~9Ool "S' l fK.1 f(l ()(j 

S.R. 30 CORRIDOR (400 WEST TO 1000 WEST) 

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERAnONS 

(9 SenslIlVe plant al 'o
Guller Marsh 

d'wnal ~r:~;1"'5 

Wel land~ o Air am; waler qu<Jhl y 

O WIKJlile (1) Falmlilnd 

PHYSICAL CONSIDERATIONS 

Roadway shuJIJers • SIyt1l J1,sWnl.<! 

Cia Weatl19r a; A~regs <JOnlS 

OPERATIONAL CONSIDERATIONS 

G) T<:lVl;1 rieliw a'll! (S) Safety . congestion e :;rasllcs 9 Roorlwav cap(.l(;::y 

• CaNl opHalwlR 

• Noose 

• CUll ural resources 

AI. 
Illtr:rsL"<' t.ull~....o Ad:<1C1';nt propeny 
·TlPact.s 

• Pnbslng larlee 

CD lutnlf'lll"II'lI)$ 

C> KCOCd lKII1 0 1 :.1CCCS!") 

I I!, I') 1,.l(j()W~,,' 

anci o~:IJOr1 l l nl l lf-,se Icolloon.,; 
developn lent 

GET ON THE MAILING kiST 

lobe ddded 10 Ino 51uoy Inillll"') 1'51 
f'~W pr()VIOO lour conlacl Inlo"11~h(JfJ 

Name. 

Eilldl! 

CD Frcl(jhl cOrrldol 

M:Jdlllg Arll~I'!S~ 

• consluerut'Orts o Md rt t"I"JtlCl 

http:Plll".JI
http:l'll,.ql


State Route 30 
I I C O RR I DOR ST U DYIdentifying Improvements on State Route 30 

1- I~ 10 IGUU WeIll 

WHAT IS THE S.R. 30 CORRIDOR STUDY? 	 HOW TO PROVIDE INPUT INTO THE WHAT IS THE CORRIDOR STUDY SCHEDULE AND NEXT STEPS? 
STUDY PROCESS: Th" Utah Dp.IJartm&ll l OJ' rransport.llIon 15 cordIJ:;'I"!} iI 

corndor study on 17.54 miles ot StatIO Route 30 IS.h. ]0 Inp"t tram stakeholders thm use the evrndor for loC<l1 	 DiJveiap a PkJII l)etelln,l1a
luentlty 5110r1 CorliriGr Slu,ly

SIai<tlflOkJer GO\'t:rnrr~nt 	 \<J lrr'ple~nt Erwor(,ln'1 lerlt<Jl 
ur Valley V,<;w HIg'lway) from InkrSlat,,1511- 1S) 10 l::Jg<Jn 	 perbOnill travel ann those 11',1t r~1y on 1"8 r,).,to tor and t.ung ·temt Resutls

Engage'nent Input and 	 IOOnimed Study LlfTllts
Neelis I're:;entar;ons1000 west (10th West J' SH-?f>?1. UDOl rCOJynlLes \h€ 	 bUSiness 'lctlV!tl"S and eoJllOrp,e rieveloprnenj is nhr;ill Coordination Pronly PrOjects ana Scope 

Imp()l1ance nlthe S.R. 3D ~o,,'oor to 'he COIJlil1lJnlt.es to me cornoor siudy As pari oj Ihe study, JDO' will Bcgill'S Morch-Mav 2016 May 2016 Mav 2016 
March 2016 

Wtnll~ Box I:.IrJ"t ancJ Car:m l'-ClJl1tlF.S ard 's committerJ leach uut 10 key stilkel)Qldor~ !L, Identity WlldllllP-'y Isel 

to IT'Osling tho shuri ilnd long-term needs of lIle traveLnq <Ire 1I11portan' Issues Irl COfT'UOI LlUC;r<ltiun II you Ildvr; 

putJllC wll,le onsun' -g I"l) cnf'lhnued eff.r:;.enc.y olthl, :;oecllic ctlnCfJ",~, pk;a>;tJ provido your oommtlnl, to 

Important route . T~.e purpose 0: tilL cornuor stu;.!y JS to SR30slu~ulah.y[)v '" lIS<! the attachr-,d rnaD and eJ) ~@ ~@ ~@ ~@ ~@)
"lentllY and document areas I"al fTldy need opal'ailonai provide the completed tarm to the pnJleCi leam 

Mi'O saiP.1y 1'I10lOVement O"CI1 Inc needs 01 Ih" COl I Public and Stakeholder Engagement I I Next Steps I
ar8 identitled UDOT w,1I make recommendalons for tho 

nt,Y.1~Ieps I[) Implement In'OO:M!treniS. 

S.R. 30 CORRIDOR (1-15 TO 400 WEST) 

~15 Nonllbound o 
~ S.R30 

""'- ­ Passing Lane 

http:COIJlil1lJnlt.es


S.R. 	30 FACTS 

'li1 •• ~I",f :." two-lane rural arterial ,A 

I'IIIP.:=, .J .r. ILLlHl1 

passing lanes ti lt; 
Uurlllf..-J I" lJ:J0 r J .1 critical trucking route ~ _(\"j "8Iql ~\Jh~ - I 1 -. 11 It, I, ; Jj. O(~ 

+ r <11 I' intersections 

,.J.,tJ Jl r ''.In 11 IHI a''lfl I ("!'JI Ir)C'lr 'd l .~ access points 

iIiIiIo. 
111 - 1;1" n, crossing structures -
~ 

I . ,.\'''' lJ' daily traffic Ir~I'"'"'- ~ -Jl t~S'"' 

S.R. 30 CORRIDOR (400 WEST TO 1000 WEST) 

WHAT ISSUES WILL BE CONSIDERED IN THE C ORRIDOR STUDY? 

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS 

t9 &:n~lhv(! >llalil dilUCuller Marsh • Canal rJ flRrAlon'ar\l~l sr;ecies 

W&lklnOb o A" ..,"0 Nat(ll nUClI ly 
• NOise 

O WlkJI.I{) ~ f-arr llklnd • CuJtwal r8-S()urc~s 

PHYSICAL CONStDERAnONS 

~ ..
Roorlway srotJloers • Slylll u<~rd:'r.~ ." lr.rers,""I·,,,,,s 

o Wrolher o Ar.cess pOln[s C Au:aCenl r roperty 
_ Impacts 

OPERATIONAL CONSIDERATIONS 

& Tr.,vol doIJV ilc;U
Solely 	 • PaSli11lg l,ne:­congesllcn 

e 1~I . ',I I) ~j larla~': =o 
Cras~"s 9 I-!oarlwa~ CilIJ<lClfy 

~ HllcreatiOnal "cress 
JnD apportun"'e;; 

e [conOlnc 
develoome'lt 

6) 
~ ,c~gl\! UJrT,[jrjl 


~J_:II~a: IB(a'lllo~ 

o MWfltW1U";:O 

State Route 30 
I I CORRIDOR STUDY 

I, . t> 10 1<)()tJ W{)SI 

GET ON THE MAILING LIST 

To IJe a;rocd tu I~" ~IJJdy trailing 1;51 
plt;1,e provide vcur cot '!acl ,nlorm<lUlfl 

Name, 

b 1\au: 

MJllinl] ;\tJdr(j~s : 



State Route 30Identifying Improvements on State Route 30 I I CORRIDOR STUDY 
I ,(, II" 1000 W", i 

WHAT IS THE S.R. 30 CORRIDOR STUDY? 	 HOW TO PROVIDE INPUT INTO THE WHAT IS THE CORRIDOR STUDY SCHEDULE AND NEXT STEPS? 
STUDY PROCESS: rhb Utah DepartmenI 'I Tfalisporw!IQII <S <.:cnuUGtl"9 a 

CorTiCOI siudy OIl 11.';)4 rr,IIeS oj Slal!: Routs 10 (S.R. 30 Input ftanl sl;)keha\der<l thai U~8 the ;nrntJor for ulc;al DevetQP '.1 p~ II 1 De1.efll'lne 
Idenhr-,' Shorl Cornrlor Slul1'! 

Slilkehoidel GO'IJt:mmenl 	 !o Impl.;<nenl EnVIronmental 
ur Valley View Highway) frorrl Il\te~liJI~ 15 (I· 15) In Legan 	 ~ersorldi travel and those TMI -ely on lhe foute lur JI1(i LOllg-leml Results 

ngayemenl I"PIlI ard 	 IciellIJ10ed Study limll$ 
Neacls Precenld:lOns1000 wesl 1101h West eJl SR-?h~i JIJOf ,1'lLognuB.'; h!' 	 bU~I"""', ad"',I~s and econQ'T'IC Llf.'\It'iop' 1crlllS Cf~IGlI CoorrlnaJl:Jr I P'lort.y PrQ(ec:~ and Scope 

Importance of the :l.R, 30 corndor to \tlB commlillilles to the wrridor study. As part ot Ih:l ~tudy, UUOf w it Begins March-Mny 201 6 M"Y 2016 May 2016 
Murch 2016 

,/,"tnll1 B0x UcJp.r ilild each" GO,,' 'lIes ar-d IS committed ream 001 to key .1a!<ehQk;fe<s to identity whaT lht3y t~1 

to n,eehn<,llhe shurl and Iony leml needs of the trilllUllrl\j ~re f'1[Jorta"1 'SSUeE 1'1 t.;Oll'dur oP<>Jall(Jl1 II ~(Jl' IklV6 

p.J1)t<- White ull';un'1lJ Itle contlnu(!(j affc.ency o!lhls Speclhc concems, please pfOlJide your commenls Ie 

Ifnportllnt ruull! , TIle Il•.• rpcse 01 I' ,; comlOr 'Iudy IS I,) SR.'OstudY@IJlah.g()\I "r US<: 11-.; .lllad leU m.m ann ~~@ ~@ ~	@~@ ~ @)
;[Jenl1lY anti document areas thar may nood operallcnal prcnia ttl;; compleled Imm to 11'6 PfO:~C1 team 

and Rarety 'I1'P':JVUq',IlI,I. 0 'CP. w,'" nf!('lls ullhg curndcr I Public and Stakeholder Engagement I I Next Steps I 
am identilleti 1)001 w It ll1akp. r6Cvnmenrlalorcs lur Ih. 

Tlf.. X· ~teps to IJT'pk=,,-.grq Irnnro'Veme'lfs 

S.R. 30 CORRIDOR (1-15 TO 400 WEST) 
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S.R. 	30 FACTS 

.A.. (;1' '" '., , two-lane rural arterial 

'I!;-..tt)..). r!!irllv p~~ingl~~I~~1I1 ~11 1 " 1"1' 

1. 1'. tll l 'J<) y~ UliO r de ,j cnlical trucking route ill"" 
~~ dr~T, J IIt. ?lq(, "~ljk - 4 ~ tI,~l !r')fll' h t"l "' ~ 

I intersections+ t!J' 
r.diII.... L .\t·, III I:r'~sn' tl ~l!t'k . LI"[1 COI,lrr - -I 
.,.r access points ... lJ" 	 ' crossing structures r;r, ,I 

'( ·1 .. 1\", ·,;1' daily lraffic I.~t 2'~" In t 
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S.R. 30 CORRIDOR (400 WEST TO 1000 WEST) 

WHAT ISSUES WILL BE CONSIDERED IN THE CORRIDOR STUDY? 

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS 

(9 SensltlVe plant :'lrxlCulte, Mar; l , 
dl1ln1al ~P()<';" :S • Can,,1 OPA' dl()~,S 

WetkmrJs o AI[ dnd walm ~ "dl l'V • NOlse 

~ I'arrnkmd • C ulrural reSOUICeS" W!ltJllfE 

PHYSICAL CONSIDERATIONS 

......
Roaolll<lY shr;, rloe"> • SI~lhl ristillll.e I nlf:l:.ccl 'ar~ .. " o We<Jlher o k :ccss panls C AOi<Jcent propert~ 

.m~ac l!' 

OPERATIONAL CONSIDERATIONS 

& rnvel dp.lay anr) (f) Safely 	 • P.lS--;ln9 !driP.!>cC1"geS:lon e ~ta.shc!j 9 F~oa[l\omy G<lp~'~lrV CD 1["' IOI1 9 1,mns 

I I 

C) Hecreal ,on,,13c;c;e"s 
and 'J[Jpor1l1nllll'~e [ conomlC 
development 

G r n:!lyr·_, ct)Tr' ior 
:"';on~li. le(il~M:Jll$ 

• Mi,JI'118nflll::El 

State Route 30 
CORRIDOR STUDY 

I - l~ Iii IOj' (l WS5' 

GET ON THE MAILING LIST 

() be iJcldt.'cJ10 "'0 slLJdy I "alll~g 1:81, 
please prOVICJe 'iOUI conl.1d Info"'~.1I!\:Jil 

Name 

I:n,,;1 

Mall"'-I i\' kJ,P'SS , 



State Route 30 
I I 	 CORR I DOR STUDY 

l !1ln 1()I.IOWe.1 

UDOT project number S-R199(185) 

Stakeholder Interview Form 

Date: _________________ 

Name/Organization_________________________________________________________ 

Address ________________________________________________________________ 

Name/Representing 	 Phone Email address 

Project Team 

1. 	 Corridor Use: Please describe how you use the SR 30 Corridor, such as commuting (work or 
school), trucking/goods transport and delivery, personal, recreational, regular destinations, 
other. 

2. 	 SR 30 Roadway/Corridor Operational Conditions Issues/Concerns: Such as congestion, 
traffic speed, safety, emergency stopping, passing, turns, signage, maintenance, environmental, 
accident data, etc. 

3. 	 SR 30 Roadway/Corridor Physical Conditions Issues/Concerns: Such as lane capacity, turn 
lanes, passing lanes, surface condition, sight distance, shoulder width, drainage, signage, right of 
way, environmental, etc. 

4. 	 Adjacent Property Issues: Issues on or affecting adjacent properties that might be addressed 
with project improvements, such as access, utilities, drainage, parking, pedestrian access and 
signage, etc. 

5. 	 Future development: If applicable, are you aware of any future plans for changes to adjacent 
property/facilities or planned operational changes that may affect roadway operation or 
access? Such as new or removed development, access changes, changes in traffic volume, etc. If 
so, what and when? 

6. 	 Other Issues and Comments: 


