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D
oes the alignm

ent m
eet the project purpose and nee

d 
and/or design objectives?
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O
ther S

uggestions (not show
n on m

ap)

Initial A
lignm

ents

•T
his route is on an existing road

w
ay w

ith existing d
evelo

pm
ent and num

erou
s accesses.  T

his alignm
ent w

ould im
pact existing d

evelopm
ent and w

o
uld therefore not m

eet com
m

unity and cost desig
n objectives.

P
ublic Input

U
S

 8
7 to S

h
eph

erd -
A

cton R
d

•T
h

e byp
ass w

ould b
e d

esign
ed to freew

a
y standards a

nd cyclists can be accom
m

odated in the 1
0 ft shoulder area of the roadw

ay a
s p

er A
A

S
H

T
O

 recom
m

endations.  T
h

erefore, the a
dditional cost of a

bike lane 
or sep

arate bike path is not w
arranted.

P
ublic Input

B
icycle Lan

e/P
ath

•T
his alternative w

ould not m
eet the road

w
ay functionality d

esign
objective b

ecau
se th

e location of the I-94 conn
ection w

ould req
uire a lot of out of direction travel.

•T
his alternative w

ould not m
eet cost and environm

ental d
esign objectives b

eca
use it crosses the Y

ello
w

ston
e R

iver crossing in an
area of chan

n
el instability and large floodplain w

id
th.

•T
his alignm

ent w
ould n

ot m
eet environm

ental and cost design objectives du
e to the m

ultiple crossings of T
w

elve M
ile C

reek.

P
roject T

eam
N

orth
ern O

ption A

•T
h

e existing John
son La

n
e interchan

g
e con

n
ects a m

ajor arterial road to I-90 by requiring m
otorists to stop before entering or exiting the

freew
ay (such a

n intercha
ng

e is called a service level intercha
ng

e).  T
his 

alternative sugg
ests that the John

son La
n

e interchan
g

e b
e converted to a high-sp

eed interch
ang

e conn
ecting tw

o freew
ays (such an interch

ang
e is called a system

-to-system
 interchang

e). F
H

W
A

 recom
m

ends a 
m

inim
um

 of tw
o m

iles betw
een system

-to-system
 interchan

g
es. If the John

son La
n

e interchan
g

e w
ere to b

e con
verted to a system

-to-system
 intercha

ng
e (as sug

g
ested by this alternative), it w

ould b
e too close to 

the existing P
in

ehills
interchang

e to satisfy the F
H

W
A

 reco
m

m
endation.

•C
rossing th

e Y
ello

w
ston

e R
iver north of Johnson L

an
e w

ould not m
eet cost and environm

ental design objectives du
e to chann

el instability and large floodplain w
idth.

•N
um

ero
us structures w

ould b
e req

uired to cross the F
ive M

ile C
reek floodplain an

d w
o

uld therefore not m
eet cost objectives.

•T
his alignm

ent w
ould encroach into developm

ent and w
ould

 therefore not m
eet com

m
unity and cost desig

n objectives.
•A

 conn
ection to M

T
 3 at A

pach
e T

rail w
ould not m

eet roadw
ay functionality design objectives b

ecause it w
ould create o

ut of direction travel. 
•A

dditionally, a conn
ection to M

T
 3 at A

pach
e T

rail is not consistent w
ith providing a m

inim
um

 1-m
ile spacing b

etw
een a potential B

illings B
ypass interch

ang
e a

nd
oth

er future road
w

ay intercha
ng

es includin
g the 

Inn
er B

elt Loop.

P
roject T

eam
S

outh
ern A

lignm
ent

•T
h

e existing John
son La

n
e interchan

g
e con

n
ects a m

ajor arterial road to I-90 by requiring m
otorists to stop before entering or exiting the

freew
ay (such a

n intercha
ng

e is called a service level intercha
ng

e).  T
his 

alternative sugg
ests that the John

son La
n

e interchan
g

e b
e converted to a high-sp

eed interch
ang

e conn
ecting tw

o freew
ays (such an interch

ang
e is called a system

-to-system
 interchang

e). F
H

W
A

 recom
m

ends a 
m

inim
um

 of tw
o m

iles betw
een system

-to-system
 interchan

g
es. If the John

son La
n

e interchan
g

e w
ere to b

e con
verted to a system

-to-system
 intercha

ng
e (as sug

g
ested by this alternative), it w

ould b
e too close to 

the existing P
in

ehills
interchang

e to satisfy the F
H

W
A

 reco
m

m
endation.

•T
his alignm

ent do
es not allow

 for an optim
al crossing of the Y

ellow
sto

n
e R

iver or a p
erp

en
dicular intersection w

ith H
w

y 312.  

P
ublic Input

P
ion

eer R
oa

d

•T
his route is across state land and avoids areas of existing and

prop
osed d

evelopm
ent.  T

he pu
blic only identified a sm

all section of a bypass alignm
ent.

P
ublic Input

F
ive M

ile R
o

ad

•T
his alternative w

ould not conn
ect I-90 east of B

illings w
ith M

T
 H

igh
w

ay 3 north
w

est of B
illings and therefore do

es n
ot m

eet the purpose and n
eed for this project.

P
ublic Input

B
ypa

ss R
o

ute W
est of B

illings

•T
his alternative w

ould not conn
ect I-90 east of B

illings w
ith M

T
 H

igh
w

ay 3 north
w

est of B
illings and therefore do

es n
ot m

eet the purpose and n
eed for this project.

P
ublic Input

B
ypa

ss R
o

ute S
outh of B

illings

•T
his alternative is not eco

nom
ically feasible b

ecause it w
ould b

e appro
xim

ately dou
ble th

e cost of any oth
er alternative.

P
ublic Input

T
w

o B
yp

ass R
outes

•T
his route is on an existing road

w
ay w

ith existing d
evelo

pm
ent and num

erou
s accesses.  T

his alignm
ent w

ould im
pact existing d

evelopm
ent and w

o
uld therefore not m

eet com
m

unity and cost desig
n objectives.

P
ublic Input

U
S

 8
7

•T
his route is 15.6 m

iles long
er than existing route, so it is not likely that regional traffic w

ould use this route.  T
h

erefore,
this alternative w

ould n
ot achieve th

e project purpose an
d n

eed
to alleviate traffic congestion 

on the city street n
etw

ork.
P

ublic Input
U

S
 8

7 to R
oun

dup

•T
his route w

ould b
e b

etw
een 14 an

d 16 m
iles long

er than th
e existing route, so it is not likely that regional traffic w

ould use this route.  T
h

erefore, this alternative w
ould not achieve th

e project purpose an
d n

eed to 
alleviate traffic cong

estion on th
e city street n

etw
ork.

P
ublic Input

72
nd S

treet

R
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lim
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S
ource

N
am

e of A
lignm

ent


