South Broadway NEPA Process

Ratings

Results from Level 3A Screening
May 18, 2006
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Alternatives ”:”G B C D E F G H | J K Strengths Weaknesses
No-Action Alternative Q G Q @ G @ . . . ‘ G Per NEPA Carried into EA
TS Alermeive - - - - - - O @ O O - G, H,I,J C,D
Alternative 1: Maximizing Transit (100' Broadway) G G O O ‘ O Q ‘ Q G @ C,DEFG,H
Alternative 2: Multi-Way Boulevard (169" Width) Q G G 0 Q ‘ @ Q G c Q A D EFJ K C G
Alternative 3: No Broadway Widening (100') with Flyover Q G O G G Q @ . Q @ G C H D,G,)J
é:tgﬂgive 5: Broadway Widening (125')/Early Left Turns Q c O 0 Q 0 O Q Q O @ A BCD,EF G, H,J
éli’:r;n::(\i/eof,:v\lisos(i);s?gg?dway with Wedge Ram and Tight Q c O @ @ Q @ Q Q @ @ A B,C D,EF G,H,I)J
Alternative 7: Broadway/Acoma Couplet Q c O O @ 0 Q O Q G @ A B CD,F E
L Alternative 8: Broadway/Lincoln Couplet ) @ G Q Q @ @ Q O Q Q O J A CDEFK

Bold Letter Indicates Evaluation Criteria
Defined from Project Purpose and Need (A,
B, C E K)
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