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4 6— Open House

This handout contains select displays from the I-90 Exit 46 IMJR Public Meeting held January 20, 2016

For more information, please contact:

SDDOT Project Manager: Consultant Project Manager:
Steve Gramm Lyle DeVries
Ph: (605)773-6641 Ph: (303)721-1440

Email: steve.gramm@state.sd.us Email; lyle.devries@fhueng.com
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EXit 46 - Planning Process Timeline
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1-90 460: Exit 46 - Current Deficiencies

Aerial: Fall 2015

1. Bridge opening will not acommodate future 1-90 expansion

| 2.Bridge skew angle creates expansive ramp terminal intersections and difficult turning movements,
particularly for large vehides

3. Closely spaced major intersection causes conflict and safety concerns
4. Close succession of ramp, railroad grade croséing and local access raises safety concerns
S‘I.larl;gw bridge is not pedestrian friendly '

6"Crest vertical curve on bridge hinders sight distance, making it difficult for vehicles to travel safely
and efficiently

7. Ramp intersection mixes local and interstate-related traffic, causing safety concerns
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Future Growth Forecasts -
Mainline I-90 and Interchanges
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Exit 46
Preferred Alternative Concept Drawing

PROPOSED ROW

CAMPGROUN » g EXISTING ROW
\ S ¢ EDGE OF PAVEMENT
L - » * | PROPOSED ROADWAY
N = PROPOSED BRIDGE

PROPOSED RETAINING WALLS

REMOVAL OF PAVEMENT

1-90 Exit 46 IMJR - Open House 15-324-01 1/20/16




1-90 Shared Use Path Options

~XIT463

Piedmont Valley Shared Use Path - Elk Creek Road Segment

Completed in 2013, the Piedmont Valley Shared Use Path Summary and Recommendations Study prioritized construction of a 10-foot wide path along Elk Creek Road,
crossing 1-90 in the vicinity of Exit 46. Integrating this path into the reconstructed interchange can help to fulfill this priority by providing a grade separated path
parallel to EIk Creek Road across both the railroad tracks and I-90. The following two routing options are under consideration:

Option A: South Si

de of Elk Creek Road

Option B: North Side of Elk Creek Road
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