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Project Purpose & Structure

e Purpose

— Improve access management and capacity along
US-56 in a way that supports the needs and
addresses the concerns of the Corridor
community.

e Structure

— The Counties and Cities involved have signed
agreements to work together on Corridor
concerns.
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Presentation Notes
KDOT, its partners, and a diverse group of stakeholders are developing a corridor management plan for US-56 in three phases: Foundation of Facts, Forecast the Future, and Formulate a Fit. During Foundation of Facts all of the data that is available about the corridor today, such as US Census data, development plans, traffic counts, and more, as well as issues and concerns regarding land use, transportation, and development will be gathered and reviewed. KDOT and partners will then analyze and report on findings related to land use and development, natural resources, the road and highway network, traffic volumes, and electronic transportation modeling as part of the Forecasting the Future phase. Finally through Formulating a Fit, land use, transportation, access management, all modes of transportation, and community character considerations will be integrated into a preferred alternative for the corridor that includes a "tool box" of appropriate tools that KDOT and partners can use to implement the plan. The US-56 Corridor Management Plan will be the finished product of the corridor plan.


Regional
Context of
US-56

e Other Influences
— BNSF Intermodal
— New [-35 Interchange
— 5-County Study
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Study Area

 Douglas and Johnson Counties
« Baldwin City, Edgerton, Gardner
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The corridor plan area spans 22 miles of US-56 from US-59 west of Baldwin City in Douglas County to I-35 on the northeast edge of the city of Gardner in Johnson County


Planning Process

e Phase 1: Foundation of Facts —
Review of the facts with informed
Input.

e Phase 2: Forecast the Future —

Consider land use &
transportation alternatives.

« Phase 3: Formulate a Fit —
Agreement on Management Plan
Including roadway elements,
character & policies. Communities
will adopt the plans and adopt the
agreements.
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The planning process schedule for the US-56 Corridor Management Plan is approximately 15 months from early 2009 to mid-2010.


Learning From the Community

 Public Opinion Survey

o Advisory Committee — 2 to 3 leaders from
each county and community

o Stakeholders & Corridor Community —
people with a variety of interests and
expertise throughout the corridor

e Elected Officials — briefings
 Web Site — www.us56corridorplan.org
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Schedule

FORMULATE A FIT
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Safety History (2003 to 2007)

* Overall downward trend in collisions in five-year period

* |ntersection and intersection-related accidents account for
more than 51% of accidents

— Top locations include:
e Moonlight (Gardner), US-59 and 6" St (Baldwin City)

 Five fatal accidents occurred

— Two at the junction of US-59 US-56 Corridor
— Addressed with four-way 160
STOP control 140 _
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Operational Efficiency -
Existing

 Highway Segments
— Governed by ability to pass (no passing zones)
— Generally acceptable conditions today

e |ntersections
— Governed by delay

« Signalized Intersections
— Some congestion in Gardner

e Unsignalized Intersections
— Acceptable operations
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Land Use Planning

5#7_  US-56 Environmentally Sensitive Areas Study a T e e g s s

Secondary Resource Area - Locally significant forest, grassiand. old
o field, of pasture.

- -
L [y o 3P .
. T A - Primary Riparian Corridor - Connects
Ll 7 . LD e [rimary esoures oreas
‘\ p A o Secondary Riparian Corridor - Connects 1
& LE IXNR3 ; R T SIEEED  primary to secandary resource areas, of secondary |
a7 | . y F e \ fo secondary resource areas. |
= - 5 3 3

4 - 1 JEs 4 wfeeesogm MDY Riparian Cormidors - These cormidors maintain natural

I3 X T i hydrology and protect upper watershed tributaries
V. (L' : i
. ot H SAggy P2E v )
i iV 4 | i

-y > [} 474 Mie Hwy 56 Roaduay Bufler
L {__] Possitie Urban Growih Baundaries
¥ e Areas
N n—— 5 VALUE
S [ Highly Suitable for Urban and Rural Development
~ 3,300 Forested Riparian Corridor Dominated Landscape Cropland/Pasture Dominated Landscape | Moderately Suitable for Urban and Rursl Development

[T Sutabie tor Development in Urban Aress Only

I sutstle tor Passive Recreation in Urban Areas Only

Updated July 22. 2009 Suitable for Urban and Rural Active/Passive Recreation

,._ Consensus Land Use Projection - DRAFT

and B commercial
56 Corrider Pl that is not environmentally
eridor Planning Ares sensitive and that is nat Residential Low
1/2-Mile Corridor Buffer already developed; unlikely
to develop - this scenario [ Residential Medium/High
— City Limits Bl oeveioped Land

— ~— Urban/Priority Growth Areas R industrial/warehousing 13

I Mie



Presenter
Presentation Notes
Foundation of Facts


Forecast the Future:
Traffic Projections

Methodology Overview:

 Compare annual growth rates
— Short-term period (five years)
— Long-term period (nearly 20 years)

e To annual volume increase
e Contrast with Travel Demand Model (TDM) forecasts
Products and Assumptions:

* Range of traffic volume projections reflects land use’s
low- and high-growth scenarios

* New interchange on I-35 in vicinity of 199t Street by
020, and an improved 199" Street
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Future Conditions
_Daily Traffic Volumes
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2010 5,000- 6,000 4,000 5,000 26,000- 29,000
2020 7,000- 9,000 5,000- 6,000 6,000 35,000- 37,000

2030 9,000- 13,000 6,000 - 8,000 7,000—- 8,000 42,000- 45,000
2040 10,000-20,000 7,000-11,000 8,000—-9,000 51,000- 54,000

Traffic projections west of location listed
assumes new interchange on 1-35
in vicinity of 199" Street by 2020
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