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[-90 Exit 61 to 67 Corridor Study
Public Meeting #1
July 26, 2016

MEETING OVERVIEW AND COMMENT SUMMARY

Meeting Overview

Date: July 26, 2016, 5:30pm — 7:00pm

Location: Black Hills State University, Box Elder, SD

Attendance: Approximately 50 people, plus consultants, Study Advisory Team members and
SDDOT representatives

Purpose: Provide overview of project and gather public input on critical issues and
alternatives

Meeting Graphics:  Meeting handout and 14 display boards

Feedback: 16 comment sheets

Comments Summary

Comment Sheet Questions:

Please characterize your use of the 1-90 Corridor:
Commuter 5
Resident of study area 11

Through traveler 0

As shown, most respondents were residents of the study area.

In the study area, how would you rate:

Poor Inadequate Fair Acceptable  Excellent
Efficiency of traffic flow? 0 7 3 5 0
Traffic safety? 3 5 6 1 0

Traffic safety was rated lower than operational efficiency of the corridor. Most indicated Inadequate to
Fair safety levels. No excellent ratings given.
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What traffic problems and/or safety concerns do you experience when traveling at or along:

a.

1-907?

Icy crosswind dangers

Icy conditions at Elk Vale and ramp of exit 63 in winter

1-90 closes at 61 in inclement weather as opposed to the base
Merging is difficult (5)

Right lane slower because of exiting at 63 (4)

Careless drivers

County Highway 1416

Slow moving

People get confused and stop where there’s no sign
Crossing over lanes (3)

Congestion at stop signs during peak hours (3)

Too much traffic, not enough signs for safety

Accidents at EB intersections/WB traffic congestion

At Radar Hill Road, might need a traffic light

Intersection of Radar Hill Road (2)

Speeding, turning

Radar Hill Road and S. Ellsworth dangerous intersections

Exit 63

Not two-way exit; inability to go east (5)

Base traffic backing up causing traffic

Too spread out — WB on ramp curve — numerous “drive offs”
People missing exit, slowing down and then traffic backs up
Single lane slows way down for left turns

The 4-way stop right before the ramp is a pain

Failure to yield right of way

Other

South gate experiences several “almost” accidents due to traffic set-up
Traffic using wrong ramp at Exit 67 — eliminate Exit 67B

Other ways in and out, but no one uses the Blvd.

Box Elder Road and 1416 confusion at intersections; yield signs, stop signs
500 accidents in 5 years is a lot but what % is during winter?

Drivers speeding

What criteria would you use to select the best option for the future of Exit 63 and 1-90 corridor?
Open up bridge at Radar Hill site

Safety, displacement of people incapable of finding replacement housing. They will need
options.

Efficient movement with least amount of stops/intersections
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Cost

Constructability

Safety and traffic flow on CH1416

Traffic safety and efficiency of traffic flow — look at options near South gate/Commercial

Safety of travelers — need better option for AFB traffic

Future traffic flow needs and safety; Something needs to be done with 1416 also — maybe non

divided?

e Use the most cost-efficient, safest, simplest change. Less confusion- option “Radar Hill
Diamond” would be best for the amount of traffic and way less confusing

o Traffic flow and safety concerns. Too many accidents

e Winter traffic safety should be #1 consideration when selecting the future Exit 63. It rains,
freezes, then snows so less complicated stops, no hard/sharp (for winter) turns/corners.

e Convenience and use for the majority of the users of the exit. Right now traffic on Radar Hill
Road is getting heavier and that divided highway makes crossing to go to the exit for the
interstate dangerous.

¢ Most of the areas of concern are due to how the drivers are driving — it's not so much an

engineering calamity, but improvements in your study area will help.

General Comments:

e Very good presentation. Need to break out accidents due to weather. Road on Elk Vale should
be lowered to alleviate some accidents during bad weather.

e How will any future exits improve EAFB accessibility that was affected when the exit was
removed years ago?

o Traffic lights for Exit 61 and Cheyenne Blvd. need to be timed better for traffic flow.

e Personnel and growth for Box Elder Community with EAFB.

e | don't believe having the exit at Radar Hill Road/Gumbo is the answer. | think another area
should be looked at closer. | appreciate the meetings with the public and the advertisement for
the meetings.

¢ | would suggest the Radar Hill Road diamond as most preferred option. RWO acquisition could
be joint between DOT and Ellsworth Authority (already acquiring property). This would also align
[-90 travelers with route to regional airport. Either option at westgate would be too strung out
and in curve of 1-90.

e Something needs to be done soon. Box Elder is growing and nothing is done for traffic safety or
law enforcement.

¢ | would love for the new exit to be located at Radar Hill Road. The bonus would be that people
going to and from the airport would have a nice, close exit to the interstate. Please, strongly
consider Radar Hill Road for the location of Exit 63.

¢ Have had a few serious accidents where Mall Driver intersects N. Elk Vale Road. Due to speeds
and the rise in the hill from N Elk Vale traveling south toward Mall Drive very poor visibility (rise
needs cut down — cannot see small vehicles — very dangerous) especially with the new soccer
field traffic and traffic from the Seger Drive area.
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1-90 Corridor Exit 61 to Exit 67
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July 26, 2016
BHSU Rapid City Center



Introduction

e Welcome
 Housekeeping ltems

e Methods of Commenting
e Comment Card tonight
e Comment Card later
e Conversation with project representatives
e Correspondence after the meeting

e Comments due by August 10



Project Contacts

SDDOT Project Manager: FHU Project Managers:

Steve Gramm, PE Lyle DeVries

Planning Engineer Todd Frisbie

Ph: (605)773-6641 Ph: (303)721-1440

steve.gramm@state.sd.us lyle.devries@fhueng.com
Study Advisory Team Entities:

* Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) e Ellsworth AFB

» City of Box Elder e Ellsworth Development Authority

* Rapid City Area MPO e SDDOT Departmental/Local Staff



Project Background

e Recommended in BESTPlan as a more focused study of important
corridor

e Positioned to:

* Answer key questions in advance of I-90 rehab/reconstruction (8 yrs. out)
e Address future of Exit 63

e Collaborative effort among several entities



+ The need for other multimodal mobility enhancements

2. Interchange Access












Current Traffic Volumes and Levels of Service

LEGEND




2011-2015 Corridor Crash History



Environmental Resource Data




Future Growth and Roadway Network

Future 1-90
Service Road
Removal







Prior Exit 63 Ideas



DRAFT Solution Evaluation Criteria

* Traffic Flow

 Traffic Safety

* Construction Cost

e Environmental Impacts

e Right-of-Way Impacts

e Compatibility with EAFB/JLUS

e Compatibility with Development
e Constructability
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WELCOME

Please provide your views and ideas through discussions with study
team members, and written comment sheets, and keep up to date with

the project through:
. FELSBURG
{ QuoLT &

ULLEVIG




Planning Context

The planning area for this project includes multiple entities, each with important input on the future of 1-90 and its interchanges.
Documented information about the goals and I-90 perspectives held by each agency is provided below:

Entity

SDDOT

Ellsworth
Development
Authority

Ellsworth Air
Force Base

City of Box Elder

Rapid City Area
MPO

Pennington
County

Goals

/) i
Safe and effective
transportation system

i

Maintain the operational
mission of EAFB while

accommodating surrounding
growth and economic
development and protecting
public health and safety

N

J -
Continuing success of
operational mission

N

d Community vitality,
sustainability, and
financial health

N

Improve mobility through
national leadership,
innovation and program
delivery

N\

e .

Focus on effective
regional transportation
planning/federal funding
coordination

Repair, maintain and
reconstruct county roads

NN NN

R

Documents 1-90 Input
& 20002010 Decennial Interstate o
Corridor Study

< Involvement in Meade County,
Pennington County and BESTPIlan
Transportation Plans

pe

) . .
<> 2009 Moving Forward with
Ellsworth Transportation Work Plan

<> 2016 Ellsworth AFB Joint Land Use
Study (JLUS)

N\

& 2014 BESTPlan
<> Zoning regulations

e

J . .

<> Design and planning standards for
Interstate facilities, procedural
documents

S

JQ 2015 RapidTrip 2040, Regional
Long Range Transportation Plan

N

/) .
<& Pennington County Master
Transportation Plan (CHAPS)
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Months

Public Involvement

Needs and Solutions Analyses

Environmental

& @
& Exit 61 to Exit 67 Corridor Study

May June July August September

Website

v v

Baseline Conditions Needs Assessment

@ Project Initiation @ Existing Traffic and Safety
@ Data Collection:
@ Future Growth Impacts
e Traffic counts

© Mapping @ Regional Road Connections

© Travel Patterns
@ Intelligent Transportation

e Infrastructure Conditions Systems Assessment

Schedule/Work Plan

November December January February March April

Study Advisory Team Meetings

Continues for 6 Months After Project End

1 L

000 000
(222) (222)
Solutions Project Recommendations

@ Identify Solutions 4 Conceptual Design

@ Evaluation and Screening @ Package Corridor-wide
—’ Improvements
€ Recommendations

@ Select Build Scenarios

@ Report

* Eg;gonmental Resource @ Purpose and Need
' Development

@ Agency Outreach

We Are
Here

\\Available

' @ Environmental \ for
Documentation / NEPA

/ Process

4 Environmental Impacts

LEGEND ffﬁ Public Meeting . Rapid City Area MPO Meeting (open to the public)
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@ Exit 61 to Exit 67 Corridor Study StUdy Area &

® Project Goals & Needs

Study Goals:
Complete a list of transportation issues and needs facing the
I-90 corridor within the study area

Study Area

Develop feasible solutions to address those issues and needs
that meet current design standards and/or traffic level of
service expectations under both the current and predicted
future traffic conditions while promoting a livable community
that will enhance the economic and social well-being of all
users of the corridor.

Two primary areas of need will be investigated in this study.

1.1-90 Corridor Capacity
The need for 1-90 and the surrounding roadway network to
provide acceptable traffic operations and safety now and into

the long range future.

Traffic counts, forecasts and analyses may support:
+ The need for an additional travel lane along I-90 for all or part of the study corridor
« The need for particular regional roadway network improvements to accommodate vehicle-trips and support I-90
+ The need for other multimodal mobility enhancements

2. Interchange Access

The current half movement interchange provides only for movements to and from the west, not in compliance with current
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) policy requiring that service interchanges provide for all movements. The study will
investigate options to bring Exit 63 into compliance with FHWA policy.
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Exit 61 to Exit 67 Corridor Study Safety H |story

@ Reported Crashes (2011-2015)

I- 90/I.i1berty Blvd.
Interc ange
Crash Types 190 Segmnt2 7 Wild anma
* 7 Wild anima 4 Qverturn
- * 3 Overturn o 4 Otherfixed object
B:Itzbval‘:i\m 9“'?3""’ § * 4 Other fixed object g = o1 Sideswipe =
o1 0| anima e * 1 Pedestrian 2 T o1Domesticanimal |2
o3 O\tlﬁétruf::ed object |2 T = £ e3Guarduil g
o X I = =
1-90 Segment 1 * 17 Guardrail tBlueb'rd br. =l > ° Diiar
e 13 Wild animal ol i el I
e 2 Overturn T~ z 7~
® 14 Other fixed object /
® 23 Guardrail
o 1 Other ® Q\
= E 1446 Commercial | Z g
o 1416 Radar HillRd.  '= Gate Dr. ] g
s 1416 West Gate Rd. 34 Angle = * 13 Angle = o
2 7 Angle * 9 Rear-end o 6 Rear-end =
] o 5 Rear-end o 5 Fixed object « 2 Fixed object 1?166Af‘lgllsguonh Rd.
* 3 Fixed object * 2 Qverturn 1 Qverturn
o 1 Sideswipe 2 Wild animal « 1 Sideswipe 3 Rear-end
2 1 Wild animal 2 Other o1 lead-on o 2 Fixed object
T~
Crash Severity
LEGEND
@ - ratal Crashes
O = Injury Crashes
© = Property Damage Only Crashes
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Exit 61 to Exit 67 Corridor Study

Existing Traffic Conditions

LEGEND
@ X/X = AM/PM Peak Hour Signalized
Intersection Level of Service
o ® x/x = AM/PM Peak Hour Unsignalized
P> 5 Movement Level of Service u
‘/l \A @1%?1//% ‘/I\‘ @%b/b @) = AM/PM Freeway Level of Sevice - free A/l |@/lc)//§
—_— 22— 7 4 —— () = AM/PM Merge/Diverge Level of Service 5 e
bc//lfé@ ‘\JT/’ :;g\@ Y XXXX = DainTrafficVolumes(Weekday) \‘ Y\JT
> 5 @ = StopSign >
= l = Traffic Signal i~
FC/C % <> = Intersection Approach Lanes § ,_mz ‘% @
2 = g =
N free | > Bluebi 13,350 2 - 5
u \\ - ‘4 4 Bluebird Dr. @ s = @ . @
—_— 1 3 7,950 3 = ' |
= b M b/b<® V\T - = -IJ
= L - | 3
1
, County Highway 1416 N——9———3 @
7,650 2 ‘ o
_ 8,500 g = o (WA
- = = 2
BB)| = 4 o = S &
= B/B = = S
2 \all Dr & L2g.800 |
— < ’
&8 | 16,200
b e g =
1 = [ 7] l=n
== () N Y SV . Aa/a
Y c/c ~
12 6,200 Z fos| (2 Nl ol ®|@ - b/b /l o b 2
88) |2 ® INPYad o o |® ] = [© 1IN
N @12 \)11'@ ,vai \ 9 &8 ‘ﬁ 7 ——
o & 2
= /£ <> "\U_W @| N e = o) @‘ & ‘ r
= A A @V R @AV
7,600 - -~ -
- I
32,650 Q B
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& Exit 61 to Exit 67 Corridor Study

@
Level of Service
Description
I§:‘:$rli coef Description
A Free flow with low volumes and high speeds
B Reasonably free flow, but speeds beginning to
be restricted by traffic conditions
C In stable flow zone, but most drivers are restricted

in the freedom to select their own speeds

D Approaching unstable flow; drivers have little
freedom to select their own speeds

E Unstable flow; may be short stoppages

= Unacceptable congestion; stop-and-go; forced flow

Source: Adapted from the AASHTO Green Book. 11995 Highway Capacity Manual
(Special Report 209), Transportation Research Board, Washington, DC, Third Edition, updated 1994
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Corridor Travel Patterns

About 57% of s Patriot Gate
Ellsworth AFB
‘. . o
traffic uses Exit 63 26% || 1129
Main
Gat
About 70% of g ¥ EELL
Exit 63 traffic 2 W
travels to/from % 17%
Ellsworth AFB &
= . o _
% Other Commercial Gate_ B g
= Locations fu :
5 ) = Exit
67

Py YUOMS|I3°S ) Py yMoms|I N 2
// |
1g 9dnids / %I/

=
QU
o
QU
= | =
- T
E —
=~ —
5 Other &
@ .
— Locations
P_

87% o 13% About 7% of
= Rapid City Regional
5 Airport (RCRA) traffic
- uses Exit 61
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Year 2045
Land Use Growth Forecasts

HOUSEHOLDS * EMPLOYMENT %
Growth Growth
. 2013 2045 | TR 2013 2045 | o
. Rapid City Region | 43,219 | 60,759 14 51,734 | 88,971 1.7
_____________ Sunnyside el o Sub Area 3,163 6,658 | 2.1 3252 | 11,608 | 3.6
"""" . */s provided by the Rapid City Area MPO o
B =
\\\ g
. S
. Country Rd. e =
= ) = < z
1 N < o
! @ . @ <
. e ' 5 %
' = . . e =
i w e Bluebird Dr. *\ & R ]
f @ = Y @« << I Seaoa=="
. = E . e
1 '(_D._ _____ °
SR N |
/ = Exit E><7|t
o J/ 63 : pp— .
s Future 190 - L o
=y ] SRervice }}oad ' y ' m — |
2 emova . 8 : =
Seger Dr.[= ! = ' 5 %)
1 = N = 5
! ’ ' b @
| | | o
! ! LEGEND !
61 R e s ronennneeed - oo
Cheyenne Blvd. -7 ! ! : I L = Proposed Roadway '
E ! E : = Highest Residential Growth Area "
o : ' ' X = Highest Employment Growth Area ‘:
§ E E E ' = Highest Residential & Employment Gowth Area E
=) ' ' ! ' [ = 190 Study Corridor '
o
' = = Study Area Boundary
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Bridge Locations

© Elk Vale Road over I-90

@ 1-90 & Service Road over Box Elder Creek
© County Highway 1416 WB over I-90

O West Gate Road over |-90

© 1-90 over Commercial Gate Road

@ 1-90 over Abandoned RR Tracks

@ 1-90 over Ellsworth Road

© Liberty Boulevard over 1-90

1-90 Characteristics:
Approximate

3007

Right-of-Way
Through Corridor

4 Travel Lanes
(2-WB, 2-EB)
Separated by

50" Depressed Median

Mainline 1-90 Conditions

Current and Forecast |-90 Weekday Traffic
(Preliminary)

60000
Approximate 4-Lane Capacity

50000

2016 AWDT
40000

= 2045 Forecast (Preliminary)

30000

20000

0
West of 61 61to 63 63 to 67 East of 67

2-way Vehicles Per Day

Location along 1-90 (By Exit #)
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Exit 61 to Exit 67 Corridor Study

Prior Exit 63 Ideas
Radar Hill Road Diamond

West Gate Road Diamond

Modified County Hwy. 1416 Diamond
—
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67/
63

- | | Environmental Resource Data
Exit 61 to Exit 67 Corridor Study

6
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Environmental
Justice Data

Minority Persons

Low Income Persons
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LY Exit 61 to Exit 67 Corridor Stud
5 90 y DRAFT

Alternative Evaluation
Criteria

o Traffic Flow

o Traffic Safety

© Construction Cost

© Environmental Impacts
© Right-of-Way Impacts

© Compatibility with
Ellsworth Air Force Base/
Joint Land Use Study

o Compatibility with Development
o Constructability
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@

Schedule/Work Plan

City of Box Elder
FHWA
Rapid City Area MPO

Months May June July August September October November December March April
= Study Advisory Team Meetings
(<5
=
2 Website Continues for 6 Months After Project End
S [ o
o
E YY) YT} YY)
m m m
" Baseline Conditions Needs Assessment Solutions Project Recommendations °
(5}
2 @ Project Initiation @ Existing Traffic and Safety @ |dentify Solutions 4 Conceptual Design a n o u O o u I n e e S
< I I I
c
< # Data Collection:
2 4 Future Growth Impacts
2 © Traffic counts A A 4 Evaluation and Screening @ Package Corridor-wide
2 Improvements
[%7] © Mapping @ Regional Road Connections [ ]
k=]
=4
3 © Travel Patterns @ Select Build Scenarios 4 Recommendations
3 @ Intelligent Transportation
% © Infrastructure Conditions Systems Assessment
@ Report
A h A
=5 y
f=4
< # Environmental Resource c Available
£ Scan # . Eurptlnse andtNeed # # Environmental Impacts < gnwronmfnt'fal >N§;A
S @ Agency Outreach evelopmen ocumentation /PR
=
i}

LEGEND &% pubiic veeing (@) Rapid City Area MPO Meeting (open to the public)

We Are
Here

¢ Complete Analyses of Existing Conditions

@ Exit 61 to Exit 67 Corridor Study
@

Next Steps

& Refine Future Traffic Forecasts

@ Develop I-90 Corridor and Exit 63 Alternatives

This handout includes some of the displays
from the July 26, 2016 Open House.

All displays may be viewed at
www.i90corridor61to67.com

For more information, please contact:

Steve Gramm, PE - Planning Engineer

South Dakota Department of Transportation
(605)773-6641

steve.gramm@state.sd.us

Lyle DeVries - Consultant
Felsburg Holt & Ullevig
303.721.1440
lyle.devries@fhueng.com

We look forward to your involvement in this project!

. FELSBURG

{'HOLT &

ULLEVIG

Or visit the website:
www.i90corridor61to67.com
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Study Area & Project Goals & Needs

Study Goals:
Complete a list of transportation issues and needs facing the
1-90 corridor within the study area

Develop feasible solutions to address those issues and needs
that meet current design standards and/or traffic level of
service expectations under both the current and predicted
future traffic conditions while promoting a livable community
that will enhance the economic and social well-being of all
users of the corridor.

Two primary areas of need will be investigated in this study.
1.1-90 Corridor Capacity

The need for I-90 and the surrounding roadway network to
provide acceptable traffic operations and safety now and into

the long range future.

Traffic counts, forecasts and analyses may support:

Study Area

« The need for an additional travel lane along I-90 for all or part of the study corridor
- The need for particular regional roadway network improvements to accommodate vehicle-trips and support I-90

« The need for other multimodal mobility enhancements

2. Interchange Access

The current half movement interchange provides only for movements to and from the west, not in compliance with current
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) policy requiring that service interchanges provide for all movements. The study will

investigate options to bring Exit 63 into compliance with FHWA policy.

Mainline 1-90 Conditions

Bridge Locations

@ Elk Vale Road over I-90

@ 1-90 & Service Road over Box Elder Creek
© County Highway 1416 WB over |-90

O West Gate Road over 1-90

© 1-90 over Commercial Gate Road

@ 1-90 over Abandoned RR Tracks

@ 1-90 over Ellsworth Road
O Liberty Boulevard over 1-90

1-90 Characteristics:
Approximate

300°

Right-of-Way
Through Corridor

4 Travel Lanes
(2-WB, 2-EB)
Separated by
50" Depressed Median (1]

Current and Forecast I-90 Weekday Traffic
(Preliminary)

60000

50000
:
o
-
-
) ‘
‘

2.way Vehicles Per Day

West of 61 61t0 63 63t0 67 East of 67

Location along 1-90 (By Exit #)

Prior Exit 63 Ideas

Radar Hill hoad Diamond

RADAR HILL RD

West Gate Road Diamond

&

Modified County Hwy. 1416 Diamond




Interstate 90 Exit 61 to Exit 67 Corridor Study
July 2016

Public Meeting Summary

Comment Sheets

I-90 Exit 61 - 67 Corridor Study




































S R T T LS R R T

RS s comtirpats ubea v e

o
472
inily

it 61 to Exit 67 Conridor Study

Comment Card

Please characterize your use of the 1-90 Corridor (circle your answer):

a.

Commuter b. Resident of study area c. Through traveler

In the Study Area, how would you rate:

1. Efficiency of traffic flow? 1 @ 3 | 4 5

2. Traffic safety? (™ 2 3 4 5

oor inadequate fair acceptable excellent
p q P

What traffic problems and/or safety concerns do you experience when
traveling at or along:

a.
b.
C.

d.

90 TLQNG uyeth e -Rrge. corang o tenpice Slos
County Highway 1416_100 cauCD e - 0ok eftniny. Sans S @
Exit 6300000 0\ \ 0 Jpodo noed o R e XS « fonte
Other?CHVCLALS DA &k Yoy Y0 e vees Nop i Riua

What criteria would you use to select the best option for the future of Exit 63 and
the 1-90 Corridor?

Usp e, pocsk Comte efBeent Solesk . Sinplesk Qe Less
A= Aoy > Redae B\ Diateoed)” oS v Lo\

WP AT of i, and WRY e m%f\\f\a

GENERAL COMMENTS:
OG- DA X0 DA, 000, R B\ 1S o)

Qe \\O}&\\@g\) \S Q0P -G SN THEC, Sofet o \oam oOkeRu0ng

Project Contacts: please email, mail or fax completed comments to:

SDDOT Project Manager Lyle DeVries, PE, PTOE

Steve Gramm, PE Felsburg Holt & Ullevig

ph: (605) 773-6641 ph: (303) 721-1440 fax: (303) 721-0832
email: steve.gramm@state.sd.us 6300 South Syracuse Way, Suite 600

Centennial, CO 80111
email: lyle.devries@fhueng.com

S R S AT s e S S Y S R SR

R S R R S B S A T AT
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Please characterize your use of the 1-90 Corridor (circle your answer):

a. Commuter esident of study area c. Through traveler

In the Study Area, how would you rate:

1. Efficiency of traffic flow? 1 @ 3 4 5

2. Traffic safety? 1 2 @ 4 5

What traffic problems and/or safety concerns do you experience when
traveling at or along:

a. 1-90__ (one.
b. County Highway 1416

c. Exit 63 The Hetariny Shyo € ;‘ﬂht b&fﬁ:&(a the. famp is a pain

d. Other? It is veny inconvenind widen Connirna hone fronn He oo
ot 4o bl dole T €xit OFF of et -632 to go hone .
What criteria would you use to select the best option for the future of Exit 63 and

the 1-90 Corridor?

Lonvensence 3+ use foc He g ch'*:‘]‘\-{ o f Hhe users of Ha's esi'h.
Rt nows draféic on Badar W1 R s’ geliong heawer and Hhak diliced
\'\kq\r\wa—f Nelde S Crossing fo 98 the Bxit fc Yo inderstale, danﬂemws,
GENERAL COMMENTS: .

T woudd  LoVE Gr fe fowo ext 4o Be locatkd at Radar HAL RJ.

The, bonug woold be Hhad people aona to and from Hhe airpat
noold hase, oo Nice C,\os~:~ et 1o Jhe ‘ndeSmlc .

Pease, .Sl-ﬂom\w Considec Mm W Rel. £ Hhe locohon of £x 143,

Project Contacts: please email, mail or fax completed comments to:
SDDOT Project Manager Lyle DeVries, PE, PTOE

Steve Gramm, PE Felsburg Holt & Ullevig

ph: (605) 773-6641 ph: (303) 721-1440 fax: (303) 721-0832

email: steve.gramm@state.sd.us 6300 South Syracuse Way, Suite 600

Centennial, CO 80111
email: lyle.devries@thueng.com

SR G B G RO R B s e R e
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; A ]
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Received email:

Mr. DeVries,

Thank you for the informative presentation on the I1-90 corridor study. | appreciate you and the SDDOT
involving the public in this process. | have attached a few comments which | thought about after
attending the open house. Thank you for your consideration of my comments and concerns.

Robert Miller

320 Ruhe Lane

Box Elder, SD 57719
605-431-5113

Attached comments:
Comments to I-90 Exit 61 to Exit 67 Corridor Study Open House presentation:

The Safety History slide shows a large number of crashes along 1416, will this study give this area any
attention with regard to safety?

There is also a high concentration of reported crashes just east of exit 61. | believe the cause of many of
these crashes is the convergence of traffic with the through traffic (eastbound). Much of the through
traffic is headed for exit 63, so they move to the left lane to allow traffic to merge from the exit 61 on
ramp and then have trouble getting back over to the right lane prior to exit 63. This is compounded by
traffic slowing to less than the speed limit well before exit 63. From my observations, many of these
slower drivers are destined for a left turn at West Gate Road.

The Existing Traffic Conditions slide depicts intersections 8 and 10 incorrectly. At intersection 8, the
northbound to westbound traffic is not required to stop. Also, the southbound to westbound traffic is
required to yield, although this rarely happens. At intersection 10, the westbound traffic is not required
to stop.

The Existing Traffic Conditions do not indicate the “frontage road” on the north side of 1416 or the
railroad on the south side of 1416. | believe both of these contribute to traffic conditions along this
corridor.

The Corridor Travel Patterns slide shows 70% of the traffic using exit 63 going to and from Ellsworth AFB.
If exit 67 was constructed to replace the exit at Ellsworth Road (66?) why are travelers to the base not
encouraged to use exit 67? Maybe this would reduce the number of reported crashes on 1416. Maybe
there would not be a need for six lanes (including frontage road) of traffic on 1416 if the traffic volumes
were reduced. Maybe a two or three lane road would be sufficient to serve the local traffic in this area.
Maybe the remaining ROW could be sold or returned to adjacent landowners for redevelopment.



The Prior Exit 63 Ideas slide shows three options of which two would require significant acquisitions and
relocations. The Modified County Hwy 1416 Diamond seems like a reasonable option, but why not
connect 1416 to Seger Drive or Mall Drive to the west? This would provide an additional avenue for
local traffic between Box Elder and Rapid City without entering and exiting 1-90.

The Environmental Justice Data slide depicts a large area near the west end of the study area as
“minority” and “low income.” Most of this area is undeveloped farm land or flood plain. How does it

get this designation? Also it appears that Ellsworth AFB is designated “minority” and “low income” as
well?



T: 605-368-2714

27125 Parklane Drive / Sioux Falls, SD 57106
¢ F: 605-368-2036
Toll Free: 800-950-1516 . www.ditchwitchsd.com

August 5, 2016

Re: Exit 61 to Exit 67 Corridor Study — East Mall Drive extension

Steve Gramm SD DOT

Lyle DeVries Felsburg Holt & Ullevig

Gentlemen,

I'am writing this as a property owner within the defined study area. | am the owner of Ditch Witch of
South Dakota at 2108 Elk Vale Rd. After attending the public meeting on July 26" | would like to share a
concern that will affect my business significantly. The extension of East Mall Drive from Elk Vale Rd is a
project that will change traffic flow both in and out of my property and also within the property lines of
Ditch Witch and my neighbors.

I have had a couple of meetings with Stacy Bartlett and Michael Carlson of the SD DOT on this topic also.

[ do not have property that is directly part of the right of way acquisition process however | have a
unique situation that will leave me tremendously affected. Ditch Witch, Excel Trucking, and Quality
Transportation all share a common driveway and access point from Elk Vale Road and also share a
common central area within all of our property lines giving all of us effective operating square footage
for our customers far greater than our own property lines. I and my neighbors all have the need for
space to handle semi-truck traffic for our customers. With the elimination of the Excel Building and the
Quality Transportation building and the right of way property for the new road | will lose my access
point and the shared square footage needed to be a viable location for and underground construction
equipment business and its related customer traffic needs. This situation is difficult to see on paper but
standing on site seeing the dynamics brings this to light.

As of this writing | am not standing in the way of the East Mall Drive extension project however I will
need the state and the City of Box Elder to work with me to keep me viable moving forward. | will need
East Mall Drive access across property that | do not currently own and any thought of Elk Vale Road
access will not handle the semi-truck needs and any access point driveway will be very close to the
future controlled intersection making it very unsafe. Realistically | will need to acquire the remaining
Excel property to have enough yard square footage to handle the truck turn around needs of my
business.



I look forward to discussions to work through options to coordimate and balance future road expansion
and development with my need to be left with a viable site to continue to do business moving forward.

Regards,

Todd Madson
President
Ditch Witch of South Dakota

DWSD Properties LLC.
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SOUTH DAKOTA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING / OPEN HOUSE
FOR
THE 1-90 CORRIDOR EXIT 61 to 67 STUDY

Date: July 26, 2016
Time: 6:00 p.m. to 7:30 p.m.
Place: Black Hills State University Rapid City, Main Atrium

4300 Cheyenne Boulevard Rapid City, SD 57709

The South Dakota Department of Transportation (SDDOT) in cooperation with
the City of Box Elder, the Rapid City Area Metropolitan Planning Organization
(MPO) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), will hold an open
house style public meeting for the Interstate 90 (I-90) Exit 61 (Elk Vale Road)
to 67 (Liberty Boulevard) Corridor Study. The study is being done to identify the
recommended future configuration for mainline 1-90 and the Exit 63
interchange. The purpose of this public meeting is to gather information on
community needs and desires for the corridor as input into the study document
that is being prepared. The open house will be informal, with one-on-one
discussion available with SDDOT, FHWA, Rapid City Area MPO, City of Box
Elder and consultant staff.

Between 6:00 p.m. and 7:30 p.m., public agency and consultant staff will be
available with displays to discuss issues, answer your questions, and take your
ideas and opinions regarding the study corridor. During this time, you will also
have the opportunity to provide written comments. A short presentation will be
given at approximately 6:15 p.m.

Notice is further given to individuals with disabilities that this public meeting is
being held in a physically accessible place. Any individuals with disabilities who
will require a reasonable accommodation in order to participate in the public
meeting should submit a request to the department’s ADA Coordinator at
605-773-3540 or 1-800-877-1113 (Telecommunication Relay Services for the
Deaf). Please request the accommodations no later than 2 business days prior
to the meeting in order to ensure accommodations are available.

All persons interested in the corridor study are invited to attend this open
house meeting to share their views and concerns any time between 6:00 p.m.
and 7:30 p.m. Those who cannot make the meeting are invited to visit the
webpage: http://www.i90corridor61to67.com

For further information regarding the study, please contact Steve Gramm at
(605) 773-6641 or by email at steve.gramm@state.sd.us



mailto:steve.gramm@state.sd.us

6300 S. Syracuse Way, Suite 600
Centennial, CO 80111
303.721.1440

' FELSBURG
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ULLEVIG

connecting and enhancing communities
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[-90 Exit 61 to 67 Corridor Study
Public Meeting #2
March 3, 2017

MEETING OVERVIEW AND COMMENT SUMMARY

Meeting Overview

Date: March 6, 2017, 6:30pm — 8:00pm

Location: Black Hills State University, Box Elder, SD

Attendance: Approximately 30 people, plus consultants, Study Advisory Team members and
SDDOT representatives

Purpose: Provide overview of project and gather public input on critical issues and
alternatives

Meeting Graphics:  Meeting handout, Power Point presentation and 22 display boards
Feedback: 6 comment sheets

Comments Summary

Comment Sheet Questions:

What Exit 63 alternatives or corridor improvements that you like have not been considered by
the project team?

e | amin favor of Alternative 4 as it maintains a connection to 1-90 from 1416, but may reduce or
at least slow traffic headed eastbound on 1416. It also has little impact on currently developed
properties.

o Alternative #4 is best

o Alt #4 best

Do you agree that the Exit 63 alternatives selected by the project team are all appropriate for
further consideration?

Yes No
3 1

e Closing of Exit 63. | feel it is not a good idea. Hundreds of people live on the north side of I-90

just in Thunder Bird alone. There is no other way out except over country roads. This is not a
good road to have hundreds of people on daily.

1-90 Exit 61 - 67 Corridor Study



If no, please explain which alternative(s) you would include and why:

e (in favor of Alternative 4) however, any alternative with direct access to 1416, similar to current
situation, will not resolve traffic issues/safety concerns on Highway 1416.

What Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) technology solutions appeal to you for this
corridor?
e Advanced travel information further down the road

General Comments:

e | think the public should be informed of other projects/improvements (planned or in the works)
for areas west of Exit 63 and along Highway 1416. This may help gain community support.
Very glad the meetings are taking place

e Need to maintain access to 1-90 for businesses located at Highway 1416 and Westgate Road. If
Exit 63 closed, it would add a significant amount of additional travel for these businesses.

o Recent revisions to the flood plain have added flood insurance costs to property owners along
Highway 1416.

¢ North Service Road from Westgate Road to Bennett Avenue should not be closed. It provides
an alternate route to 1-90 when 1-90 is closed.

Revise Alternative 4 to tie into North Service Road instead of simply closing the service road.

e Do not eliminate Exit 63 interchange.

1-90 Exit 61 - 67 Corridor Study
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1-90 Corridor Exit 61 to Exit 67
Corridor Study

Public Meeting #2
March 6, 2017
BHSU Rapid City Center



Introduction

e Welcome
* Housekeeping ltems

e Methods of Commenting
e Comment Card tonight
e Comment Card later
e Conversations with project representatives
e Correspondence after the meeting

e Comments due by March 24



Project Contacts

SDDOT Project Manager: FHU Project Contacts:

Steve Gramm, PE Lyle DeVries

Planning Engineer Todd Frisbie

Ph: (605)773-6641 Ph: (303)721-1440

steve.gramm@state.sd.us lyle.devries@fhueng.com
Study Advisory Team Entities:

* Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) e Ellsworth AFB

» City of Box Elder e Ellsworth Development Authority

* Rapid City Area MPO e SDDOT Departmental/Local Staff



Project Background

e Recommended in BESTPlan as a more focused study of important
corridor

e Positioned to:

* Answer key questions in advance of I-90 rehab/reconstruction (8 yrs. out)
e Address future of Exit 63

e Collaborative effort among several entities



Traffic counts, forecasts and analyses may support:
«The need for an additional travel lane along |-90 for all or part of the study corridor

«The need for particular regional roadway network improvements to accommodate vehicle-trips and support 1-90
+ The need for other multimodal mobility enhancements

2. Interchange Access

The current half movement interchange provides only for movements to and from the west, not in compliance with current
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) policy requiring that service interchanges provide for all movements. The study will
investigate options to bring Exit 63 into compliance with FHWA policy.



Project Update

e Public Meeting last July attended by 50 people, input included:
e Safety concerns, particularly weather-related and Highway 1416 intersections

e Try to minimize vulnerability to poor winter road conditions, when 27% of
crashes occur

e Some favor for interchange at Radar Hill Road vs other options

 Team meetings to discuss key components
e Alternatives workshop to brainstorm options at Exit 63
 |TS Stakeholder meeting to discuss technology solutions

 Work has focused on:
e Exit 63 drawings
e Analysis of traffic forecasts
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Current Traffic Volumes and Levels of Service

LEGEND



Daily Traffic Forecasts



2045 Level of Service-No Action



Solutions Process



Impact of External Roadway Connections



Intelligent Transportation Systems



Intelligent Transportation Systems



Exit 63 Alternatives

e Goal of alternatives is to provide full movements at Exit 63, not
necessarily at the current interchange location

e 12 alternatives have been developed, including the no action and
removal of Exit 63

e Conceptual designs address basic layout and key design implications
of options, including grades, property impacts and control of access

 Locations of alternatives fall into two categories: west (near current
Exit 63) and east (vicinity of Radar Hill Road)

e Further analyses to be performed for alternatives carried forward
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Alternative 1: Interchange at West Gate

PARCEL IMPACT |
REMOVAL [
PROPERTY LINE ——

ACCESS TO BE CLOSED X
WALL ———
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Alternative 3: Interchange at West Gate
with existing west ramps and new east ramps




m Carry Forward: YES
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Alternative 5: Interchange at Radar Hill Road
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Alternative 6: Interchange at Radar Hill Road
with braided ramps to Commercial Drive
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m Carry Forward: NO
® Does Not Facilitate Movement to EAFB




— T S -

Alternative 10: Split Diamond Interchange
At Commercial Drive
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Alternative 11: Remove Exit 63
Interchange

PARCEL IMPACT |

REMOVAL [

PROPERTY LINE ——
ACCESS TO BE CLOSED

WALL ———




Feasibility Screening Matrix
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Please provide your views and ideas through discussions with study
team members, and written comment sheets, and keep up to date with

the project through:

. FELSBURG

{l HOLT

ULLEVIG
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63
@Exitéﬂ to Exit 67 Corridor Study . StUdy Area &
@ Project Goals & Needs

Study Goals:
Complete a list of transportation issues and needs facing the
I-90 corridor within the study area

Study Area

Develop feasible solutions to address those issues and needs
that meet current design standards and/or traffic level of
service expectations under both the current and predicted
future traffic conditions while promoting a livable community
that will enhance the economic and social well-being of all
users of the corridor.

Two primary areas of need will be investigated in this study.

1.1-90 Corridor Capacity
The need for 1-90 and the surrounding roadway network to
provide acceptable traffic operations and safety now and into

the long range future.

Traffic counts, forecasts and analyses may support:
+ The need for an additional travel lane along I-90 for all or part of the study corridor
« The need for particular regional roadway network improvements to accommodate vehicle-trips and support I-90
+ The need for other multimodal mobility enhancements

2. Interchange Access

The current half movement interchange provides only for movements to and from the west, not in compliance with current
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) policy requiring that service interchanges provide for all movements. The study will
investigate options to bring Exit 63 into compliance with FHWA policy.

1-90 Exit 61-67 Corridor Study 16-034 03/06/17
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2-way Vehicles Per Day

Exit 61 to Exit 67 Corridor Study
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1-90 Exit 63
Alternative 1 - Interchange at West Gate

® Carry Forward: YES
® Fewer Property Impacts
® Simplicity of Configuration

1-90 Exit 61-67 Corridor Study 16-034 03/06/17



-90 Exit 63
Alternative 2 - Interchange at West Gate Rd.
with Direct Access to Eastbound 1416

® Carry Forward: YES
® Facilitates Movements to EAFB
® Simplicity of Configuration
® Uses Existing Infrastructure

1-90 Exit 61-67 Corridor Study 16-034 03/06/17



1-90 Exit 63
Alternative 3 - Interchange at West Gate Rd.
with Existing West Ramps and New East Ramps

m Carry Forward: YES
® Facilitates Movements to EAFB
® Uses Existing Infrastructure
@ Maintains N. Service Road Access
® Provides Desired Ramp Spacing

1-90 Exit 61-67 Corridor Study 16-034 03/06/17



1-90 Exit 63
Alternative 4 - Diamond Interchange
at nghway 1416

m Carry Forward: YES
® Fewer Property Impacts
® Simplicity of Configuration
® Provides Desired Ramp Spacing

@ Minimal Impact to
Existing Property Access

@ Maintains N. Service Road Access

PARCEL IMPACT =

REMOVAL [

PROPERTY LINE ———
ACCESS TO BE CLOSED

WALL ———
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1-90 Exit 65
Alternative 5 -
Interchange at Radar Hill Rd.

® Carry Forward: NO
® Property Impacts
® Environmental Impacts
® Access Impacts
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I-90 Exit 65
Alternative 6 - Interchange at Radar Hill Rd.
with Braided Ramps to Commercial Gate Rd.

® Carry Forward: NO
® Property Impacts
® Environmental Impacts
® Access Impacts
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m Carry Forward: NO
® Property Impacts
® Environmental Impacts
® Access Impacts

@ Does not Meet Desired Intersection
for Intersection Ramp Spacing

1-90 Exit 65
Alternative 7 - Split Tight Diamond with

Radar Hill Rd. and Commercial Gate Dr.
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I-90 Exit 65
Alternative 8 - Split Diamond Interchange with

Radar Hill Rd. and Commercial Gate Dr. with Exclusive Ellsworth AFB Ramp

B Carry Forward: NO
® Property Impacts
® Environmental Impacts
® Access Impacts

@ Does Not Meet Desired
Intersection Ramp Spacing

® Interchange Complexity
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S Exit 61 to Exit 67 Corridor Study

m Carry Forward: NO
@ Does Not Facilitate Movement to EAFB

® Does Not Accommodate Existing
Transportation Planning

® Property Impacts
@ Proximity to Exit 61

@ Lack of Connectivity to Existing
Tranportation Network

1-90 Exit 62
Alternative 9 -
Interchange at Bennett Rd.

e |

by AR LT
PARCEL IMPACT =
REMOVAL [

PROPERTY LINE ——
ACCESS TO BE CLOSED X
WALL ——
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I-90 Exit 65
Alternative 10 - Split Diamond Interchange

at Radar Hill Rd.

® Carry Forward: NO
@ Interchange Complexity
@ Property Impacts
@ Environmental Impacts
® Access Impacts
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-90 Exit 63
Alternative 11 - Exit 63 Removal
at County Hwy 1416

m Carry Forward: YES
® No Property Impacts
® Low Construction Cost
@ Maintains N. Service Road Access
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@J Exit 61 to Exit 67 Corridor Study

@

Best accommodates current
Long-Range planning efforts

to property

Has the fewest impacts

1-90 Exit 63

Interchange Alternatives Evaluation

Alternatives at Westgate are most compatible
with EAFB and Box Elder Land Planning

| Best utilizes
existing infrastructure

FACILITATES ACCOMODATES CONNECTIVITY WITH SIMPLICITY OF
EXIST 63 INTERCHANGE A:;:E:z l:g:‘::_? APZ CONFLICTS E""::‘;’:’;ngAL PRIVﬁDPngRW TO AND TION ABILITY COSsTS COMPAT.:E[I:'SITY (ITH EXISTING ROAD INTERCHANGE DESIGN CRITERIA CONTROL OF ACCESS Carry Forward?
RECONSTRUCTION ALTERNATIVES FROM EAFB APPROVED PLANS NETWORK CONFIGURATION
2 1

The No Action Alternative

Alternative 1 - Interchange at Westgate

Alternative 2 - Interchange at Westgate
with Direct Access to EB 1416

Alternative 3 - Interchange at Westgate
Rd. with Existing West Ramps and New
East Ramps.

Alternative 4 - Interchange at Highway

Alternative 5 - Interchange at Radar Hill
Road

Alternative 6 - Interchange at Radar Hill
Rd. with Braided Ramps to Commercial
Dr.

Alternative 7 - Split Interchange with
Radar Hill Rd. and Commercial Dr.

Alternative 8 - Split Diamond with Radar
Hill Rd. and Commercial Dr. with
Exclusive EAFB Ramps

I

Alternative 9 - Interchange at Bennett
Road

Alternative 10 - Split Diamond
Interchange at Commercial Dr

Alternative 11 - Remove Exit 63

| ||| | ||| | ||el
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d || 8|9 9= =8| 3|28

D 3|8 @ || |8|8|f

L2 IR = RV = v L RV A R VA P

@ © @ ©|© © 0o o @ o @ |0

Interchange
|| Alternatives have most impacts on || Alternatives at Radar Hill Road
low income and minority populations have highest construction costs
LEGEND
1 PointValue=0  Least meets criterion
Point Value = 1
=) Point Value = 2
Point Value = 3
t PointValue =4  Best meets criterion
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1-90 Widening
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Intelligent Transportation

Current ITS Devices

Systems (ITS)

EB
0c
o
1o H
B = —
Potential I-90 Corridor ITS Solutions and Benefits
ITS Solution Description Goal/Potential Benefits
1 | Roadway condition warning/anti-icing for existing WB Exit | Uses sensors and signs and/or sprayers Improve safety
63 on- ramp to 1-90 to reduce crash risk
2 | Intersection conflict warning for County Highway 1416 Uses detection and flashers to alert Improve safety
intersections drivers approaching conflicting traffic
3 | Remotely operated “intelligent” gates Allows current manual closure gates to | Improve safety and staff efficiency
be operated remotely
4 | Additional vehicle detection and surveillance on 1-90 Allows data collection and monitoring Improve mobility and efficiency
of “trouble” spots, reducing response
time and improving awareness
5 | Fiber optic “trunk” along I-90 to connect devices to unify Enables reliable communications and Improve mobility and efficiency
communications full-motion video. Places all devices on
one high performance network
6 | Control software to unify DMS, CCTV, detection and other | Enables monitoring, data collection and Improve efficiency
operations control from a single interface.
Reduces training time and IT workload
7 | Variable speed limit signs (VSL) Uses active signs to display speed limits Improves safety
that vary based on conditions
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Schedule/Work Plan

City of Box Elder
FHWA
Rapid City Area MPO

Months May June July August September October November December January February March April May June July
£ Study Advisory Team Meetings
= = = .
S Website Continues for 6 Months After Project End
[<]
=3
£ (] o o
=
= M ] MR
Baseline Conditions Needs Assessment Solutions Project
# Project Initiation @ Existing Traffic and Recommendations
Safety

# Data Collection:

@ Future Growth Impacts

o Traffic counts  |dentify Solutions 4 Conceptual Design

Needs and Solutions Analyses

© Mappin @ Regional Road
pPINg Connections @ Evaluation and Screening @ Select Build Scenarios
o Travel Patterns 5
@ Intelligent
e Infrastructure Transportation Systems
Conditions Assessment

¢ E’;‘égﬁ?&esné%'n @ Purpose and Need

4 Agency Outreach Reeoiicht

LEGEND &% Public Meeting @ Repid Giy Area MPO Meeting (open o the public) We Are
Here

Next Steps

¢ Conduct More Detailed Analysis of the Advanced
Exit 63 Alternatives

4 Environmental Impacts

Environmental

@ Develop Preliminary Corridor Recommendations
for Public Review

& Continue Analysis of Environmental Resources

@ Package Corridor
wide Improvements

4 Recommendations

@ Report

@ Environmental

Documentation |/ NEPA
|/ Process

For more information, please contact:

Steve Gramm, PE - Planning Engineer

South Dakota Department of Transportation
(605)773-6641

steve.gramm@state.sd.us

Lyle DeVries - Consultant
Felsburg Holt & Ullevig
303.721.1440
lyle.devries@fhueng.com

Or visit the website:
www.i90corridor61to67.com

1-90 Exit 61-67 Corridor Study 16-034 03/06/17

|\ Available
fol

Thank you for your interest

in the
& @

@ Exit 61 to Exit 67 Corridor Study

This handout includes some of the displays
from the March 6, 2017 Open House.

All displays may be viewed at
www.i90corridor61to67.com

We look forward to your
continued involvement in this project!

. FELSBURG

{'HOLT &

ULLEVIG



Mainline I-90 Analysis

Traffic Forecasts

2-way Vehicles Per Day

60000

50000

40000

30000

20000

10000

2016 and Forecast I-90 Weekday Traffic

(approximate 4-Lane Capacity)

H2016 AWDT 12045 Forecast

West of 61 61to 63 63 to 67 East of 67

Location along 1-90 (By Exit #)

4-Lane |-90 is
expected to be
adequate beyond
the year 2045

When widening becomes necessary,
it could be accomplished as shown

v

Exit 63 Alternatives

& Exit 61 to Exit 67 Corridor Study

@

6 Alternatives have been selected for further consideration,
they include the No Action, Removal of Exit 63,
and these:

I-90 Exit 63
Alternative 1 - Interchange at West Gate

I-90 Exit 63
Alternative 2 - Interchange at West Gate Rd.
with Direct Access to Eastbound 1416

® Carry Forward: YES
© Fewer Property Impacts
@ Simplicity of Configuration

I-90 Exit 63
Alternative 3 - Interchange at West Gate Rd.
with Existing West Ramps and New East Ramps

® Carry Forward: YES

W Carry Forward: YES
@ Facilitates Movements to EAFB
@ Simplicity of Configuration
@ Uses Existing Infrastructure

[-90 Exit 63
Alternative 4 - Diamond Interchan?e
at Highway 1416

= Carry Forward: YES

- Full size PDF versions may be viewed at -
www.i90corridor61to67.com

Eliminated Alternatives
include:

# Interchanges at or around
Radar Hill Rd./I-90

# Interchange at Bennett Rd.

Feedback
Appreciated!
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Public Meeting Summary

Advertisements / Communication

The following display advertisement publicizing the meeting was published on February 15, 2017 and
February 24, 2017 in the Rapid City Journal and on February 15, 2017 and February 22, 2017 in the
Native Sun News.

1-90 Exit 61 - 67 Corridor Study



SOUTH DAKOTA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING / OPEN HOUSE
FOR THE 1-90 CORRIDOR EXIT 61 to 67 STUDY

Date: March 6, 2016
Time: 6:00 p.m. to 7:30 p.m.
Place: Black Hills State University Rapid City, Main Atrium
4300 Cheyenne Boulevard Rapid City, SD 57709

The South Dakota Department of Transportation (SDDOT) in cooperation with the City of Box
Elder, the Rapid City Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPQO) and the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), will hold an open house style public meeting for the Interstate 90 (I-90)
Exit 61 (Elk Vale Road) to 67 (Liberty Boulevard) Corridor Study. The study is being done to
identify the recommended future configuration for mainline 1-90 and the Exit 63 interchange. The
purpose of this public meeting is to review the alternative concepts developed and to gather
comments on the feasible interchange alternatives for a future replacement of the existing Exit
63 interchange. The open house will be informal, with one-on-one discussion available with
SDDOT, FHWA, Rapid City Area MPO, City of Box Elder and consultant staff.

Between 6:00 p.m. and 7:30 p.m., public agency and consultant staff will be available with
displays to discuss issues, answer your questions, and take your ideas and opinions regarding
the study corridor and alternatives presented. During this time, attendees will also have the
opportunity to provide written comments. A short presentation will be given at approximately
6:15 p.m.

Notice is further given to individuals with disabilities that this public meeting is being held in a
physically accessible place. Any individuals with disabilities who will require a reasonable
accommaodation in order to participate in the public meeting should submit a request to the
department’s ADA Coordinator at 605-773-3540 or 1-800-877-1113 (Telecommunication Relay
Services for the Deaf). Please request the accommodations no later than 2 business days prior
to the meeting in order to ensure accommodations are available.

All persons interested in the corridor study are invited to attend this open house meeting to
share their views and concerns any time between 6:00 p.m. and 7:30 p.m. Those who cannot
make the meeting are invited to visit the webpage: http://www.i90corridor61to67.com.

For further information regarding the study, please contact Steve Gramm at (605) 773-6641 or
by email at steve.gramm@state.sd.us.
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Connecting South Dakota and the Nation
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[-90 Exit 61 to 67 Corridor Study
Public Meeting #3
September 13, 2017

MEETING OVERVIEW AND COMMENT SUMMARY

Meeting Overview

Date: September 13, 2017, 6:00pm — 7:30pm

Location: Comfort Suites Crown Ballroom, Rapid City, SD

Attendance: Approximately 20 people, plus consultants, Study Advisory Team members and
SDDOT representatives

Purpose: Provide overview of project and gather public input on critical issues and
alternatives

Meeting Graphics:  Meeting handout, Power Point presentation and 15 display boards
Feedback: Six comment sheets

Comments Summary

Comment Sheet Questions:
Do you agree that the Exit 63 alternatives selected by the project team are all appropriate?

Yes No
5 1

e This exit has needed to be addressed. Thank you!

If no, please explain which alternative(s) you would include and why:

e Option 1 is not feasible. Hard impact to the businesses at the interchange and this option woiuld
not be at all efficient for traffic flow.

Of the Exit 63 feasible options, do you prefer the interchange location at Westgate Road or at
Highway 1416?

Westgate Road Interchange (Alternative 1) Highway 1416 Interchange (Alternative 4A/4B)
0 6

o Divergent is best

1-90 Exit 61 - 67 Corridor Study



What feasible corridor solutions do you view as the top priorities for future implementation?

¢ Alternative 4a would be the best option
e | think a high priority be placed on exit 61/Elk Vale due to the multi traffic lanes and closeness of

the service road and Chynee Blvd. intersection.
e Business and residential growth and maintenance of current business in conjunction with

weather (winter).
e Alternative 4B (diverging diamond)

General Comments:
none

1-90 Exit 61 - 67 Corridor Study
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1-90 Corridor Exit 61 to Exit 67
Corridor Study

Public Meeting #3
March 6, 2017
BHSU Rapid City Center



Introduction

e Welcome
* Housekeeping ltems

e Methods of Commenting
e Comment Card tonight
e Comment Card later
e Conversation with project representatives
e Correspondence after the meeting

e Comments due by September 29



Project Contacts

SDDOT Project Manager: FHU Project Contacts:
Steve Gramm, PE Lyle DeVries

Planning Engineer Todd Frisbie

Ph: (605)773-6641 Ph: (303)721-1440
steve.gramm@state.sd.us lyle.devries@fhueng.com

Study Advisory Team Entities:
* Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
» City of Box Elder
* Rapid City Area MPO



Project Background

e Recommended in BESTPlan as a more focused study of important
corridor

e Positioned to:

* Answer key questions in advance of I-90 rehab/reconstruction (8 yrs. out)
e Address future of Exit 63

e Collaborative effort among several entities
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@ Exit 61 to Exit 67 Corridor Study

Study Goals:
Complete a list of transportation issues and needs facing the
I-90 corridor within the study area

Develop feasible solutions to address those issues and needs
that meet current design standards and/or traffic level of
service expectations under both the current and predicted
future traffic conditions while promoting a livable community
that will enhance the economic and social well-being of all
users of the corridor.

Two primary areas of need will be investigated in this study.
1.1-90 Corridor Capacity

The need for 1-90 and the surrounding roadway network to
provide acceptable traffic operations and safety now and into

the long range future.

Traffic counts, forecasts and analyses may support:

Study Area &
Project Goals & Needs

Study Area

+ The need for an additional travel lane along I-90 for all or part of the study corridor
« The need for particular regional roadway network improvements to accommodate vehicle-trips and support I-90

+ The need for other multimodal mobility enhancements

2. Interchange Access

The current half movement interchange provides only for movements to and from the west, not in compliance with current
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) policy requiring that service interchanges provide for all movements. The study will

investigate options to bring Exit 63 into compliance with FHWA policy.

1-90 Exit 61-67 Corridor Study 16-034 09/13/17



Project Update

* Public Meeting held March 6, 2017 to present project and existing
conditions information, input included:
* Need for east-west connections supporting 1-90
e Favor for new Exit 63 slightly west of current location
e Maintain business access

e Project efforts:
e Further analyses/screening to identify feasible solutions
e Coordination with Study Advisory Team

* Now presenting findings to public for review and input



Months

Public Involvement

Needs and Solutions Analyses

Environmental

May June

Website

.

Exit 61 to Exit 67 Corridor Study

Baseline Conditions

@ Project Initiation
# Data Collection:
e Traffic counts
e Mapping
o Travel Patterns

e Infrastructure
Conditions

2016
August September

December I January

Study Advisory Team Meetings

L

Needs Assessment
# Existing Traffic and
Safety

@ Future Growth Impacts
Y

@ Regional Road
Connections

@ Intelligent
Transportation Systems
Assessment

Schedule/Work Plan

2017
February March April - July August September October November December

Continues for 6 Months After Project End
o [ [

] A

L L

@ Environmental
Resource Scan

@ Agency Outreach

Solutions Project

4 |dentify Solutions

4 Evaluation and Screening

Recommendations

@ Package Corridor

© Conceptual Design Wide Improvements

h 4

. . 4 Recommendations
@ Select Build Scenarios

LEGEND @3 Pubiic Meeting (@) Rapid City Area MPO Meeting (open to the public)

@ Purpose and Need
Development

@ Environmental Impacts

@ Report
) \ Available
@ Environmental | for
Documentation / NEPA
/ Process

We Are
Here
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Solutions Process

EXTERNAL
SCENARIOS

ACCOUNT FOR IN EVALUATION OF SOLUTIONS
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Exit 63 Alternatives Carried Forward
for Further Evaluation

" < Fover ropary mpacs 1-90 Exit 63

® Simplicity of Configuration Alternative 1

Interchange at

West Gate

e ovaments to EAFB 1-90 Exit 63
2 ety of orfuraten Alternative 2

Interchange at

West Gate Rd.

with Direct Access to
Eastbound 1416

® Carry Forward: YES

® Facilitates Movements to EAFB I-9O EXIt 63

@ Uses Existing Infrastructure Alternative 3
® Maintains N. Service Road Access

® Provides Desired Ramp Spacing InterChange_at

West Gate Rd. with

Existing West Ramps

and New East Ramps
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® Carry Forward: YES
® Fewer Property Impacts
@ Simplicity of Configuration
@ Provides Desired Ramp Spacing

©® Minimal Impact to
Existing Property Access

® Maintains N. Service Road Access

Exit 63 Alternatives Carried Forward

for Further Evaluation

I-90 Exit 63
Alternative 4
Diamond Interchange
at Highway 1416

® Carry Forward: YES
® No Property Impacts
@ Low Construction Cost

|-90 Exit 63
Alternative 11

® Maintains N. Service Road Access EXIt 63 Removal

at County Hwy 1416
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Best meets driver expectancy

Best utilitizes existing infrastructure

Easiest to construct

-90 Exit 63

Evaluation of Options Carried Forward

PointValue =4  Best meets criterion

CARRY
FORWARD?
NO ACTION 4 @
WESTGATE DIAMOND 4@ = S = 1@ A ™ A @
eeeomoym | g n 7 > Y > 7 s:1 > | o
WESTGATE WITH LOOP RAMP 4+ ™ 4 = = 3 A 4 = A = Q
HIGHWAY 1416 DIAMOND 4 4@ = 4 4 1 T @ @ 1 @
REMOVE EXIT 63 N 72 ¥ A 4 & ] & S 02 @
|| Alternatives have most impacts | | Control of access
on private property cannot be achieved
LEGEND Lowest driver expectancy
4 PointValue =0  Least meets criterion
“% Point Value =1
=) PointValue = 2
" Point Value = 3
1
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Feasible Option 1 -
Westgate Diamond

Evaluation Results

Parcels Impacted 13 (10 with property
access option)
Area of New Right-of-Way 5.84 Acres
Construction Costs $11.3 M
Ramp Terminal Operations EB Ramps - B/B
WB Ramps - A/B
Maintenance of Traffic Easiest compared
During Construction to other alternatives
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Feasible Option 4a -
Highway 1416 Diamond

Evaluation Results

Parcels Impacted 2

Area of New Right-of-Way 10.12 Acres

Costs $17.1 M

Ramp Operations EB Ramps - B/B
WB Ramps - B/B

Maintenance of Traffic Hardest compared

During Construction to Alternative 1
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Feasible Option 4b -
Highway 1416 Diverging Diamond
Interchange (DDI)

Evaluation Results

Parcels Impacted 5

Area of New Right-of-Way 9.10 Acres

Construction Costs $23.8M

Ramp Terminal Operations EB Ramps - A/A
WB Ramps - A/A

Maintenance of Traffic Hardest compared

During Construction to Alternative 1
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@

Alternative 1
2045 Projected Traffic Conditions

LEGEND
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@ Exit 61 to Exit 67 Corridor Study Alternatlves 4a and 4b

@ 2045 Projected Traffic Conditions
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Exit 61 to Exit 67 Corridor Study

RECOMMENDED ACTIONS FROM 1I-90 CORRIDOR STUDY

1-90 Mainline Widening

© Accommodate and
advance with 2023
1-90 grading and
surfacing

Exit 63 Reconstruction

_J

© Pave and stripe for 6
lanes when need is

~

triggered by operational
condition (post-2045)

© Accommodate with
2023 1-90 grading and
surfacing

ITS Solutions

Study Area
Project Implementation

OTHER ACTIONS

/

_J

_

Generalized Project Implementation Steps may include:

@ Further study/documentation as needed to achieve agency clearances

© Reconstruct interchange\
when triggered by:
© Structural condition
© Operational need

© Accommodate and
advance with 2023
1-90 grading and
surfacing

~
>
_J

© Incorporate solutions \

into statewide ITS
planning efforts

© Coordinate with
stakeholders

© Conduct Systems
Engineering process

© Deploy cost effective
ideas

>

_

@ Inclusion in local, Rapid City Area MPO and statewide transportation plans

@ Identification of funding and year of construction

\

~

O External roadway
connections (e.g.
Mall Drive project)

© Local development
projects

O Infrastructure
projects

O Ellsworth AFB
Actions

/

*ITS = Intelligent

Transportation
Systems
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Next Steps

e Update Rapid City Area MPO Committees 9/14
* Incorporate public and MPO input
* Formulate final recommendations
e Develop draft and final reports
Ongoing input appreciated!
e Visit the project website at www.i90corridor61to67.com

e Contact the project team
e Fill out a comment card
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WELCOME

Please provide your views and ideas through discussions with study
team members, and written comment sheets, and keep up to date with

the project through:
. FELSBURG
{ Quort

ULLEVIG




Months

Public Involvement

Needs and Solutions Analyses

Environmental

May June

Website

.

Exit 61 to Exit 67 Corridor Study

Baseline Conditions

@ Project Initiation
# Data Collection:
e Traffic counts
e Mapping
o Travel Patterns

e Infrastructure
Conditions

2016
August September

December I January

Study Advisory Team Meetings

L

Needs Assessment
# Existing Traffic and
Safety

@ Future Growth Impacts
Y

@ Regional Road
Connections

@ Intelligent
Transportation Systems
Assessment

Schedule/Work Plan

2017
February March April - July August September October November December

Continues for 6 Months After Project End
o [ [

] A

L L

@ Environmental
Resource Scan

@ Agency Outreach

Solutions Project

4 |dentify Solutions

4 Evaluation and Screening

Recommendations

@ Package Corridor

© Conceptual Design Wide Improvements

h 4

. . 4 Recommendations
@ Select Build Scenarios

LEGEND @3 Pubiic Meeting (@) Rapid City Area MPO Meeting (open to the public)

@ Purpose and Need
Development

@ Environmental Impacts

@ Report
) \ Available
@ Environmental | for
Documentation / NEPA
/ Process

We Are
Here
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Study Goals:
Complete a list of transportation issues and needs facing the
I-90 corridor within the study area

Develop feasible solutions to address those issues and needs
that meet current design standards and/or traffic level of
service expectations under both the current and predicted
future traffic conditions while promoting a livable community
that will enhance the economic and social well-being of all
users of the corridor.

Two primary areas of need will be investigated in this study.
1.1-90 Corridor Capacity

The need for 1-90 and the surrounding roadway network to
provide acceptable traffic operations and safety now and into

the long range future.

Traffic counts, forecasts and analyses may support:

Study Area &
Project Goals & Needs

Study Area

+ The need for an additional travel lane along I-90 for all or part of the study corridor
« The need for particular regional roadway network improvements to accommodate vehicle-trips and support I-90

+ The need for other multimodal mobility enhancements

2. Interchange Access

The current half movement interchange provides only for movements to and from the west, not in compliance with current
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) policy requiring that service interchanges provide for all movements. The study will

investigate options to bring Exit 63 into compliance with FHWA policy.
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Solutions Process
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Exit 63 Alternatives Carried Forward
for Further Evaluation

" < Fover ropary mpacs 1-90 Exit 63

® Simplicity of Configuration Alternative 1

Interchange at

West Gate

e ovaments to EAFB 1-90 Exit 63
2 ety of orfuraten Alternative 2

Interchange at

West Gate Rd.

with Direct Access to
Eastbound 1416

® Carry Forward: YES

® Facilitates Movements to EAFB I-9O EXIt 63

@ Uses Existing Infrastructure Alternative 3
® Maintains N. Service Road Access

® Provides Desired Ramp Spacing InterChange_at

West Gate Rd. with

Existing West Ramps

and New East Ramps
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® Carry Forward: YES
® Fewer Property Impacts
@ Simplicity of Configuration
@ Provides Desired Ramp Spacing

©® Minimal Impact to
Existing Property Access

® Maintains N. Service Road Access

Exit 63 Alternatives Carried Forward

for Further Evaluation

I-90 Exit 63
Alternative 4
Diamond Interchange
at Highway 1416

® Carry Forward: YES
® No Property Impacts
@ Low Construction Cost

|-90 Exit 63
Alternative 11

® Maintains N. Service Road Access EXIt 63 Removal

at County Hwy 1416
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Best meets driver expectancy

Best utilitizes existing infrastructure

Easiest to construct

-90 Exit 63

Evaluation of Options Carried Forward

PointValue =4  Best meets criterion

CARRY
FORWARD?
NO ACTION 4 @
WESTGATE DIAMOND 4@ = S = 1@ A ™ A @
eeeomoym | g n 7 > Y > 7 s:1 > | o
WESTGATE WITH LOOP RAMP 4+ ™ 4 = = 3 A 4 = A = Q
HIGHWAY 1416 DIAMOND 4 4@ = 4 4 1 T @ @ 1 @
REMOVE EXIT 63 N 72 ¥ A 4 & ] & S 02 @
|| Alternatives have most impacts | | Control of access
on private property cannot be achieved
LEGEND Lowest driver expectancy
4 PointValue =0  Least meets criterion
“% Point Value =1
=) PointValue = 2
" Point Value = 3
1
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Feasible Option 1 -
Westgate Diamond

Evaluation Results

Parcels Impacted 13 (10 with property
access option)
Area of New Right-of-Way 5.84 Acres
Construction Costs $11.3 M
Ramp Terminal Operations EB Ramps - B/B
WB Ramps - A/B
Maintenance of Traffic Easiest compared
During Construction to other alternatives
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Feasible Option 4a -
Highway 1416 Diamond

Evaluation Results

Parcels Impacted 2

Area of New Right-of-Way 10.12 Acres

Costs $17.1 M

Ramp Operations EB Ramps - B/B
WB Ramps - B/B

Maintenance of Traffic Hardest compared

During Construction to Alternative 1
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Feasible Option 4b -
Highway 1416 Diverging Diamond
Interchange (DDI)

Evaluation Results

Parcels Impacted 5

Area of New Right-of-Way 9.10 Acres

Construction Costs $23.8M

Ramp Terminal Operations EB Ramps - A/A
WB Ramps - A/A

Maintenance of Traffic Hardest compared

During Construction to Alternative 1
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& @

@ Exit 61 to Exit 67 Corridor Study
@

Alternative 1
2045 Projected Traffic Conditions
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63 .
@ Exit 61 to Exit 67 Corridor Study Alternatlves 4a and 4b

@ 2045 Projected Traffic Conditions
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Exit 61 to Exit 67 Corridor Study

RECOMMENDED ACTIONS FROM 1I-90 CORRIDOR STUDY

1-90 Mainline Widening

© Accommodate and
advance with 2023
1-90 grading and
surfacing

Exit 63 Reconstruction

_J

© Pave and stripe for 6
lanes when need is

~

triggered by operational
condition (post-2045)

© Accommodate with
2023 1-90 grading and
surfacing

ITS Solutions

Study Area
Project Implementation

OTHER ACTIONS

/

_J

_

Generalized Project Implementation Steps may include:

@ Further study/documentation as needed to achieve agency clearances

© Reconstruct interchange\
when triggered by:
© Structural condition
© Operational need

© Accommodate and
advance with 2023
1-90 grading and
surfacing

~
>
_J

© Incorporate solutions \

into statewide ITS
planning efforts

© Coordinate with
stakeholders

© Conduct Systems
Engineering process

© Deploy cost effective
ideas

>

_

@ Inclusion in local, Rapid City Area MPO and statewide transportation plans

@ Identification of funding and year of construction

\

~

O External roadway
connections (e.g.
Mall Drive project)

© Local development
projects

O Infrastructure
projects

O Ellsworth AFB
Actions

/

*ITS = Intelligent

Transportation
Systems
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& @
@ Exit 61 to Exit 67 Corridor Study

Next Steps
@

B Update Rapid City Area MPO Committees (9/14)
B |ncorporate public and MPO input
® Formulate final recommendations
B Develop draft report for October MPO meeting

® Finalize report for December or first 2018 MPO
meeting

B Please visit us at:
www.i90corridor61to67.com
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& Exit 61 to Exit 67 Corridor Study

RECOMMENDED ACTIONS FROM 1-90 CORRIDOR STUDY

1-90 Mainline Widening

Exit 63 Reconstruction

© Accommodate and © Accommodate with
advance with 2023 2023 1-90 grading and
1-90 grading and surfacing
surfacing

/) )

© Pave and stripe for 6 \
lanes when need is
triggered by operational
condition (post-2045)

/

© Reconstruct interchange
when triggered by:
© Structural condition
© Operational need

) _

Generalized Project Implementation Steps may include:

Study Area
Project Implementation

ITS Solutions

© Accommodate and
advance with 2023

1-90 grading and
surfacing H

© External roadway
connections (e.g.
Mall Drive project)

J © Local development
projects

© Incorporate solutions
into statewide ITS
planning efforts

© Coordinate with H
stakeholders

© Conduct Systems
Engineering process

© Deploy cost effective

ideas J

O Infrastructure
projects

© Ellsworth AFB
Actions

- /

*ITS = Intelligent
Transportation

@ Further study/documentation as needed to achieve agency clearances Systems

@ Inclusion in local, Rapid City Area MPO and statewide transportation plans

@ Identification of funding and year of construction

OTHERACTIONS

Next Steps
€ Incorporate public fedback

€ Formulate study recommendations

@ Develop draft and final reports

For more information, please contact:

Steve Gramm, PE - Planning Engineer

South Dakota Department of Transportation
(605)773-6641

steve.gramma@state.sd.us

Lyle DeVries - Consultant
Felsburg Holt & Ullevig
303.721.1440
lyle.devries@fhueng.com

Or visit the website:
www.i90corridor61to67.com

City of Box Elder
FHWA
Rapid City Area MPO

Thank you for your interest in the

This handout includes some of the displays from the

September 13, 2017 Open House.

All displays may be viewed at www.i90corridor61to67.com

We look forward to your continued involvement in this project!

Months

Needs and Solutions Analyses Public Involvement

Environmental

Schedule/Work Plan

2016 2017
May June August September October November December | January February March April - July August September October November December
|
Study Advisory Team Meetings
Website Continues for 6 Months After Project End
[ [ [ ]
A AN A
Baseline Conditions Needs Assessment Solutions Project
# Project Initiation * E“f‘!{)g Traffic and Recommendations
aret

# Data Collection:
o Traffic counts
© Mapping
e Travel Patterns

e Infrastructure
Conditions

@ Package Corridor
@ Future Growth Impacts Wide Improvements

@ |dentify Solutions 4 Conceptual Design

h 4

)
7| @ Regional Road

Connections 4 Evaluation and Screening ¢ Select Build Scenarios
@ Intelligent 4 Report

Transportation Systems
Assessment

4 Recommendations

¢ Environmental
Resource Scan
4 Agency Outreach

Available

)| @ Purpose and Need Y 4 Environmental for

4 Environmental Impacts

Development Documentation NEPA

LEGEND A% Public Meeting

Process
T T ——— We Are
Here
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T Exit 61 to Exit 67 Corridor Study

Feasible Alternatives for Exit 63 and I-90

'

Exit 63 Feasible Option 4b -
Exit 63 Feasible Option 1 - Westgate Diamond Highway 1416 Diverging Diamond Interchange (DDI)

Exit 63 Feasible Option 4a - Highway 1416 Diamond

1-90 Mainline Widening
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Public Meeting Summary

Comment Sheets
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Interstate 90 Exit 61 to Exit 67 Corridor Study

September 2017
Public Meeting Summary

Letters/E-Mail Correspondence
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Interstate 90 Exit 61 to Exit 67 Corridor Study

September 2017
Public Meeting Summary

Advertisements / Communication

The following display advertisement publicizing the meeting was published on August 24, 2017 and
September 1, 2017 in the Rapid City Journal and on August 23, 2017 and August 30, 2017 in the
Native Sun News.
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SOUTH DAKOTA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING / OPEN HOUSE
FOR THE 1-90 EXIT 61 to 67 CORRIDOR STUDY

Date: September 13, 2017
Time: 6:00 p.m. to 7:30 p.m.
Place: Comfort Suites, Crown Ballroom
1333 North Elk Vale Road, Rapid City, SD 57703

The South Dakota Department of Transportation (SDDOT) in cooperation with the City of Box
Elder, the Rapid City Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPQO) and the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), will hold an open house style public meeting for the Interstate 90 (1-90)
Exit 61 (US16B / SD79 / Elk Vale Road) to 67 (Liberty Boulevard) Corridor Study. The study is
being done to identify the recommended future configuration for mainline 1-90 and the Exit 63
interchange. The purpose of this public meeting is to review alternative concepts and the future
recommended interchange configuration for Exit 63. The open house will be informal, with one-
on-one discussion available with SDDOT, FHWA, Rapid City Area MPO, City of Box Elder and
consultant staff.

Between 6:00 p.m. and 7:30 p.m., public agency and consultant staff will be available with
displays to discuss issues, answer your questions, and take your ideas and opinions regarding
the study corridor and alternatives presented. During this time, attendees will also have the
opportunity to provide written comments. A short presentation will be given at approximately
6:15 p.m.

Notice is further given to individuals with disabilities that this public meeting is being held in a
physically accessible place. Any individuals with disabilities who will require a reasonable
accommaodation in order to participate in the public meeting should submit a request to the
department’s ADA Coordinator at 605-773-3540 or 1-800-877-1113 (Telecommunication Relay
Services for the Deaf). Please request the accommodations no later than 2 business days prior
to the meeting in order to ensure accommodations are available.

All persons interested in the corridor study are invited to attend this open house meeting to
share their views and concerns any time between 6:00 p.m. and 7:30 p.m. Those who cannot
make the meeting are invited to visit the webpage: http://www.i90corridor61to67.com.

For further information regarding the study, please contact Steve Gramm at (605) 773-6641 or
by email at steve.gramm@state.sd.us.
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