US 219 South
(Meyersdale to 1-68)

Project Introduction
Project Purpose & Need
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The Project Team

PENNDOT

Maryland SHA

FHWA

Local and County Officials
Resource Agencies

Public

McCormick, Taylor & Associates
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Project History

Appalachian Corridors (’60s)
1970s EIS

Continental One

|-68 to I-76 Corridors (Mid "90s)
Project Needs (1999)

Current Engineering / Environmental
Studies
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8. Evaluation of Project Needs
d (1999)

« Capacity
Safety
Roadway Geometry
System Continuity
Land Use / Economic Development
Quality of Life
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Overall Trip Distribution

Trips To or From
the Study Area
12%

Through Trips Local Trips
32% within Study Area
56%
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s Sharp Curves

* Steep Grades

b Sight Distance Does
Not Meet Design Criteria




Flat, straight se with business access points.
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Roadway though the village of Salisbury, PA.
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70 US-219, South
D Accident Rate by Road Segment
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Hit Fixed
Object
45%

US 219: Accident Type

All
Others Non-Collision

2% 5% Rear-End
16%

Sideswipe
9%
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3B Project Purpose and Needs
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» Capacity
— Level of Service E in 2020
Safety

— Accident Rates Higher Than Statewide
Average

Substandard Roadway Geometry For:
— Lane and Shoulder Width

— Vertical Grade

— Horizontal Curves

— Sight Distance




Project Purpose and Needs

* Lack of Passing Zones
» System Continuity

» Land Use Planning / Economic
Development




Comparison of PA and MD
Project Development Steps
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E Project Planning / Development
28 Four-Phase Approach

iy

PUBLIC AND AGENCY INPUT

CONFLICTS
- . : Identify Transportation and Land

<-m-°=-=u Use Problems and Goals, and
Define Performance Criteria

Development Develop Initial Solutions
(Alternatives)

Refinement Refine Solutions (Alternatives)
Selected for Detailed Study

Final

- Identify Preferred Alternative
Comparison L

CONSENSUS
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-l Alternatives
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* No Build
« TSM / Upgrade Existing
 Relocation Alternatives

« Combination Alternatives




|
-g Environmental Studies /
| Sensitive Features

» Residential Areas / Neighborhoods
Community Facilities
Farming Operations / Access

Cultural Resources
Land Use / Development Plans
Quality of Life

- Noise

- Visual
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28 US Laws /| Regulations

* NEPA of 1969
Section 4(f) of USDOT Act

Section 106 of National Historic
Preservation Act

Endangered Species Act
Section 404 of Clean Water Act

Environmental Justice




Z_ 4 specific State Requirements

23 and Procedures

 Pennsylvania
— PA Act 100 (ALCAB) / Act 43 (ASA)

 Maryland

— SCIA (Secondary and Cumulative
Impact Assessment)

— Smart Growth (Priority Funding Areas)




l Engineering Studies

- Traffic Forecasts and Analysis

» Safety
* Roadway Geometry / Alignments

* Bridges / Structures

=% +Geology and Soils
TR WUtilities

!
i

*Interchange Designs / Locations




Public Involvement

Public Meetings / Workshops
Joint Public / Agency Workshops
Newsletters

Web Page: www.us219.com
Informational Outposts
Speakers Bureau

Toll Free Hotline







Early Project Activities /
Next Steps
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- Mapping of Features / Data
Collection

Traffic Forecast Update
Website / Newsletter
Introductory Public Meeting
Initial Agency Coordination
Preliminary Alternatives




Anticipated Schedule

Public Meeting #1 e Spring 2002
Preliminary Corridors / - Fall 2002
Alternatives

Public Meeting #2 * Winter 2002
Detailed Studies « Spring 2003
Public Meeting #3 * Fall 2003

Draft EIS / Hearing * Summer 2004
Final EIS * Winter 2004
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Thank You!
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McComick, Taylor & Associates, Inc.
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