1-375 Improvement Project
PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE #2

DECEMBER 5, 2017




375 Improvement Study
Public Open House #2 Agenda

4 PM-5 PM OPEN HOUSE
Time to discuss project with staff

5 PM PRESENTATION
Presentation given by staff. Time for 1:1 Question and Answer following presentation.

6 PM PRESENTATION
Presentation given by staff. Time for 1:1 Question and Answer following presentation.

7:30 PM OPEN HOUSE CONCLUDES




What We've Been Up To

Community
Conversation,
May 17, 2017

¢ Public Feedback

Alternatives
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Technical
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Refinements

¢ LAC/GAC
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December 5,
2017
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National Federal
Highway Act
passed (1956)

Y We are Here
EA for 375 Improvement Study
(2017)

e |-375 Feasibility Study/EA to improve
access to riverfront (1998-2002)

e MDOT Planning and Environmental
Linkages (PEL) Study (2014)
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NEPA Process

6 lllustrative Alternatives if';f,j
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2 Practical
rnative el Refined Analysis

Altermative H 4 g




Alternatives Screening Process

Screening 2

Practical
Process > Alternatives
Six lllustrative Alternatives from A screening process scored how Two Practical Alternatives were
the I-375 Alternatives Study each Illustrative Alternative met developed from the highest scoring
were studied the project’s Purpose & Need lllustrative Alternatives (4&5)

v

ILLUSTRATIVE ALTERNATIVES 1
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Easiest to Build and Maintain

Enables Economic Development & Placemaking




Practical Alternatives




lllustrative
Interchange
Alternative 2

Existing pedestrian

bridge removed due
to new interchange
design.

Results in property
impacts. Redesign I-75 to be the

through-traffic movement.

. m b
Eliminates the @

2

af Maintains the existing

Gratiot Connector. g3 ;

Madison interchange
with at-grade
intersection at Gratiot.

Legend

New/Modified Roadway
Shoulders

Medians
Sidewalk/Multi-Use Path
Bike Lane

New Bridge

Existing Bridge

Land Available for New Uses



ractical
terchange
ternative

Existing pedestrian
bridge still unable
to be provided due
to new interchange
,deﬂgn

I-75 curve rede5|gned
to fit within existing
nght of Way

New/Modified Roadway
Shoulders

Medians
Sidewalk/Multi-Use Path
Bike Lane

New Bridge

Existing Bridge

Land Available for New Uses




ractical
terchange
ternative

SB I-75 exit ramp and
NB I-75 entrance ramp
provided at Brush.
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New/Modified Roadway
Shoulders

Medians
Sidewalk/Multi-Use Path
Bike Lane

New Bridge

Existing Bridge

Land Available for New Uses
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New access to
Gratiot & Madison
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Practical
nterchange
Alternative

New/Modified Roadway
Shoulders

Medians
Sidewalk/Multi-Use Path
Bike Lane

New Bridge

Existing Bridge

Land Available for New Uses
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EXISTING 1-375/1-75 INTERCHANGE

Existing
rthbound I-75.




PROPOSED I- 375/I 75 INTERCHANGE

Redesign I- 75 to
be the through-
traffic movement.




Proposed SB I-75
o exit ramp to Brush.

T o :

Proposed NB I-75 entrance
ramp from Brush.
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EXISTING MADISON INTERCHANGE |

Existing Madison
Avenue left-hand




PROPOSED MADISON/GRATIOT INTERCHANGE J&
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[llustrative Alternative 4

Christ Church
Historical Resource.

“RIVARD'

Numerous direct access
points off of 375 which
create potential safety and S - R
e S traffic operational issues. - e
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New/Modified Roadway
Shoulders

Medians
Sidewalk/Multi-Use Path
Bike Lane

New Bridge

Existing Bridge

Land Available for New Uses




Practical Alternative 4

375 redesigned to
minimize impacts
|\ to Christ Church.

New local road proposed to
reduce access points off of
375 to improve traffic flow
and safety. This also

New/Modified Roadway o _ ) oy - i 1

4 K o e provides a benefit to the
Medians [— R it et o, 1 : i

Sidewalk/Multi-Use Path Sl 1 o SRR potential land for reuse.
Bike Lane = i j

New Bridge

Existing Bridge

Land Available for New Uses




2 Way : ; ; |= Landscaped
Jﬁmll&n& Open p.‘rt«" 4 Travel Lanes Medlln

+/-350 R:ght of- Way

LOOKING NORTH

Practical
Alternative 4

CROSS SECTION VIEW



Right-of-Way Line
(Existing trees on adjacent property)
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Travel Lanes Bi

72’ Sidewalk-to-Sidewalk 20125

Distance from
Ex. Buildina-to-Sidewalk

LOOKING NORTH

Practical
Alternative 4

CROSS SECTION VIEW



EXISTING 1-375 CORRIDOR (FREEWAY)
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PROPOSED 1-375 CORRIDOR PRACTICAL ALTERNATIVE 4
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lllustrative Alternative 5
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“RIVARD

No access provided
for northbound 375
to Macomb.
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New/Modified Roadway
Shoulders

Medians
Sidewalk/Multi-Use Path
Bike Lane

New Bridge

Existing Bridge
Land Available for New Uses




Practical Alternative 5

Updated the median design to
provide a U-turn at Macomb to
facilitate improved access.

New/Maodified Roadway
Shoulders

Medians
Sidewalk/Multi-Use Path
Bike Lane

New Bridge

Existing Bridge

Land Available for New Uses




3 Travel Lanes with
1 Right Turm Lane

~52 =10 ~100-130° =7
+/-350" Right-of-Way

LOOKING NORTH

i |

2 Traved Lanass/1
Center Ledt Turn Lane
with 2 FBL

~52'

trees onadjacent property)

Practical
Alternative 5

CROSS SECTION VIEW



Practical
Alternative 5

CROSS SECTION VIEW
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EXISTING 1-375 CORRIDOR (FREEWAY)
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PROPOSED 1-375 CORRIDOR PRACTICAL ALTERNATIVE 5
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Traffic Operations




1-375 to/from Chrysler Freeway

Travel Times

Morning Travel Times (minutes)

Inbound 2 minutes slower
PEAK DIRECTION than No-Build

Outbound 2 minutes slower
than No-Build

0.0 2.0 4.0 6.0 8.0

Afternoon Travel Times (minutes)

10.0

Inbound : 1 minute faster
than No-Build

Outbound
PEAK DIRECTION

0.0 2.0 4.0 6.0 8.0

B Future No-Build B Future Boulevard

3 minutes slower

than No-Build

10.0

Trave___l_ Time Segmeqts

Legend

s |-375 NB/SB

Diata is assumed to be similar to
that of Practical Allarnative 4
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1-375 to/from Fischer Freeway

Travel Times

Inbound

I-75 EB to

1-375 SB

PEAK DIRECTION

Outbound
I-375 NB to
I-75 WB

Inbound
I-75 EB to
1-375 SB

Outbound
1-375 NB to

I-75 WB

PEAK DIRECTION

Morning Travel Times (minutes)

1 minute faster
than No-Build

12.3
11.1

0.0 2.0 4.0 6.0 8.0 10.0 12.0 14.0 16.0

Afternoon Travel Times (minutes)

2 minutes slower
than No-Build

6 minutes faster
than No-Build

3 minutes slower
than No-Build

0.0 2.0 4.0 6.0 8.0 10.0 12.0 14.0 16.0

B Future No-Build B Future Boulevard

Legend

I-375 NB to I-75 WB
I-75 EB to I-375 SB

Data is assumead to be similar to
that of Practical Alternative 4
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Gratiot

Travel Times

Morning Travel Times (minutes)
Inbound 2 minutes slower
PEAK DIRECTION than No-Build
Outbound 24 Similar
24 HEVERITUES
0.0 2.0 4.0 6.0 8.0 10.0
Afternoon Travel Times (minutes)
Inbound 3.0 Similar
30 HEVERITUES
Outbound Similar
PEAK DIRECTION Travel Times
0.0 2.0 4.0 6.0 8.0 10.0

B Future Boulevard

B Future No-Build

Travel Time Segments
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™ .
s Miles

0 0.125 0.25

A

CANAD |

" ®opensiréetiap (and) contribdiors. CC-BY-SA




Greektown to/from 1-375

Travel Times

Morning Travel Times (minutes)

Inbound _
1-375 SB to 1 minute slower
Greektown than No-Build

PEAK DIRECTION

Outbound _
Greektown to 1 minute slower
I-375 NB than No-Build
0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0
Afternoon Travel Times (minutes)
Inbound :
1375 SB to 1 minute slower
Greektown than No-Build
Outbound
Greektown to 1 minute slower
I-375 NB than No-Build
PEAK DIRECTION

0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0

B Future No-Build B Future Boulevard

5.0

Trave_l Time Seqmeqts

W

- Boulevard
No-Build

°

Legend

To/From Greektown
Parking Garage

Data is assumed to be similar to

that of Practical Alternative 4
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Land Use




LAND- USE PRACTICAL ALTERNATIVE
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ALTERNATIVE 4 DEVELOPMENT
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LAND-USE - PRACTICAL ALTERNATIVE ALTERNATIVE 4 DEVELOPMENT SECTION
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LAND- USE PRACTICAL ALTERNATIVE P TR | ALTERNATIVE 4 OPEN SPACE
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LAND-USE - PRACTICAL ALTERNATIVE ALTERNATIVE 4 OPEN SPACE SECTION
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ﬁ ALTERNATIVE 5 DEV
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ALTERNATIVE 5 DEVELOPMENT
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LAND-USE - PRACTICAL ALTERNATIVE ALTERNATIVE 5 DEVELOPMENT SECTION
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ALTERNATIVES5 O
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LAND-USE - PRACTICAL ALTERNATIVE ALTERNATIVE 5 OPEN SPACE SECTION
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LAND USE
DEVELOPMENT
EXAMPLE

NEW HAMPSHIRE AVENUE
WASHINGTON DC




Next Steps

v" Review/Analyze Feedback from Today's Meeting

v Study Team Develops the Environmental Assessment
v" Continue Conversation with Advisory Committee Members

v" Follow Progress on Study Web-site
v" Public Hearing in Spring 2018




- THANK
View our website: YO U !

www.Michigan.gov/i375study
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