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Development of Preliminary Alternatives

. o MOUNTAINVIEW
Developed using these criteria:

* Traffic, Safety,and Population Growth Data

* Publicand Agency Input

*  Growth Choices Process facilitated by Envision Utah
* Previous Studies

* Social, Built,and Natural Environment
*  Purpose and Need Statement

CORRIDOR

ENVIRONMENTAL

-@ IMPACT STATEMENT

Initial List of Preliminary Alternatives
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Level One Screening

Criteria analyzed for every alternative:

* Does demand warrant this alternative?

* Does it provide sufficient capacity?

* Isthisis a separate project on Long Range Plan?

* Isittechnically ori t prohibitive? . . .
o e.c ey pf° I ”.VE.} Alternatives Eliminated
* Does it support local planning policies?

Level One Alternatives

| Transit Alternatives |RoadwayAlternatives

Level Two Screening

Criteria analyzed for every alternative:
*  What will this alternative cost?
* How does this alternative perform?

¢ What impacts will it have on the environment?
* Isit compatible with local and regional plans?
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Level Two Alternatives

Alternatives Eliminated

Transit Alternatives | Roadway Alternatives

a4

Alternative Screening Report
Public and Agency Input

Alternatives Eliminated
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Refinement of Alternatives

2

Refinement of Alternatives

Alternatives Eliminated

.

Mountain View
Corridor Alternatives
iyl Development
Process

Alternatives Eliminated

I

Alternatives Carried Forward
for Detailed Study

Figure 2-1.1
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Freeway

Freeway Characteristics:

<& Higher speed
Grade separated intersections (interchanges)

O:-

<& Limited access

<& Higher traffic capacity
@

Lower accident rate
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Arterial

Arterial Characteristics:

Lower speed

Signalized intersections
Many access points
Lower traffic capacity
Higher accident rate

Freeway and Arterial
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Single Point Urban Interchange (SPUI)

< Freeway to arterial interchange
< One signalized intersection

”7

\/L

)

Diamond Interchange

<& Freeway to arterial interchange
< Two signalized intersections

V//\

—

\

System Interchange

<& Freeway to freeway interchange
<& Involves flyovers or loop ramps
< No signalized intersections
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Figure 2-5.1
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Examples and lllustration of Above-Grade Freeway

Examples and lllustration of Below-Grade Freeway
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A freeway where the roadway surface elevation
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_ At or Above Grade Freeway

A freeway where the roadway surface elevation is at
or above existing ground. This can include bridges
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