BILLINGS BYPASS EIS
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LEVEL 1 SCREENING

Does the alignment meet the project purpose and nee
and/or design objectives?

Name of Alignme Source Reason for Elimination

nital Alignments || _ _

| gnm

72 Street Public Input «This route would be between 14 and 16 miles longer than the exi:
alleviate traffic congestion on the city street network.

ting route, so it is not likely that regional traffic would use this route. Therefore, this alternative would not achieve the project purpose and need to

US 87 to Roundup Public Input «This route is 15.6 miles longer than existing route, so it is not likely that regional traffic would use this route. Therefore, this alternative would not achieve the project purpose and need to alleviate traffic congestion
on the city street network.

us 87 Public Input «This route is on an existing roadway with existing d and This ali would impact existing development and would therefore not meet community and cost design objectives.

US 87 to Shepherd - Acton Rd Public Input «This route is on an existing roadway with existing d and This ali would impact existing development and would therefore not meet community and cost design objectives.

Two Bypass Routes Public Input *This alf is not i feasible because it would be approxi double the cost of any other alternative.

Bypass Route South of Billings Public Input «This alternative would not connect 1-90 east of Billings with MT Highway 3 northwest of Billings and therefore does not meet the purpose and need for this project.

Bypass Route West of

Public Input «This alternative would not connect 1-90 east of Billings with MT Highway 3 northwest of Billings and therefore does not meet the purpose and need for this project.

Five Mile Road Public Input «This route is across state land and avoids areas of existing and proposed development. The public only identified a small section of a bypass alignment.
Pioneer Road Public Input *The existing Johnson Lane interchange connects a major arterial road to 1-90 by requiring motorists to stop before entering or exi _:m the freeway (such an interchange is called a service level interchange). This
alternative suggests that the Johnson Lane interchange be converted to a high-speed interchange connecting two freeways (such an i is called a system-t¢ te ge). FHWA a

minimum of two miles between system-to-system interchanges. If the Johnson Lane interchange were to be converted to a system-to-system interchange (as suggested c< this alternative), it would be too close to
the existing Pinehills interchange to satisfy the FHWA recommendation.
«This alignment does not allow for an optimal crossing of the Y River or a with Hwy 312.

Southern Alignment Project Team |*The existing Johnson Lane interchange connects a major arterial road to 1-90 by requiring motorists to stop before entering or exiting the freeway (such an interchange is called a service level interchange). This
alternative suggests that the Johnson Lane interchange be converted to a high-speed interchange connecting two freeways ﬁm:o: an il is called a system-t¢ te ge). FHWA a
minimum of two miles between system-to-system interchanges. If the Johnson Lane ge were to be 0 a systs ystem i ge (as U< this alternative), it would be too close to
the existing Pinehills interchange to satisfy the FHWA recommendation.

«Crossing the Yellowstone River north of Johnson Lane would not meet cost and i design objecti due to channel i ility and large width.

*Numerous structures would be required to cross the Five Mile Creek floodplain and would therefore not meet cost objectives.

*This would into and would therefore not meet community and cost design objectives.

A connection to MT 3 at Apache Trail would not meet roadway functionality design objectives because it would create out of direction travel.

«Additionally, a connection to MT 3 at Apache Trail is not consistent with providing a minimum 1-mile spacing between a potential ngs Bypass interchange and other future roadway interchanges including the
Inner Belt Loop.

Northern Option A Project Team |*This alternative would not meet the roadway functionality design objective because the location of the I-94 connection would require a lot of out of direction travel.
«This alternative would not meet cost and environmental design objectives because it crosses the Yellowstone River crossing in an area of channel instability and large floodplain width.
«This alignment would not meet environmental and cost design objectives due to the multiple crossings of Twelve Mile Creek.

Bicycle Lane/Path Public Input *The bypass would be designed to freeway standards and cyclists can be accommodated in the 10 ft shoulder area of the roadway as per AASHTO Therefore, the cost of a bike lane
or separate bike path is not warranted.
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