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+ begin with the existing
current plans for the corridor

Results of Level 2 )
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Fifth Open House - November 2005 The US 24 improvements must
Sixth Open House - January 2006 + prote

Two build altematives were presented, US 24
Freeway and US 24 Expressway, together
with the Existing plus Committed Alternative
(No Build).

Level 3 Criteria was presented. These will be
used to evaluate the Alternatives.

At the January open house, we shared the
design options for intersections and
interchanges developed for the expressway
and the freeway alternatives and requested
comments on the Level 3 screening criteria.
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of Ideas Potential Solutions

Third Open House - April 2005 Fourth Open House - June 2005

Atthe June open house, we shared the results
of Level 1 screening

At the third open house each idea was sorted
into one of these categories:

Five ideas were eliminated from further

No Action NO. TARTS consideration. The remaining ideas became
Transit Apsly Potential Solutions to be examined in Level 2
Roadway ROty TEQ rEveijil screening.
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First Open House - November 2004
At the first open house and workshop we
introduced the project and asked for your input
regarding current corridor conditions and issues.
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Ideas
Second Open House - January 2005
All the issues from the first workshop were on

display at the second open house and
workshop in January 2005
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Needs of the multiple users who have
multiple objectives

Corridor aesthetics In the associated workshop, the discussion

Corridor's context and setting including the . o topic was "ideas” or "What could be done to
adjacent neighborhoods and surrounding E>(abh>h Develop) Create! Aznounce [y e Develop Draft Develop %;T(‘i)rl\‘e address the Critical Issues along the
businesses S Tea Rrocesst | Project Tst/Public [Reviznl Listiof | levellil | Sprojects | eXsid) A:g ey corridor?”

Economic viabilty Nissioni [Gutiine! | \website g Meeting Issues| | Griterial | Vision Srcor [Meetings JSnGos]

Surrounding natural and human environment

Safety, accessibility, and mobility

US 24 as a destination and connector to
gateways and other destinations

Coordinated implementation

Effective and fundable solutions

The workshop discussions, plus input from
community leaders and comments from the
Web site, generated 360 ideas.




