Appendix F

Public Involvement



U.S. 69 Bridges Over the Missouri River Environmental Assessment
L _____________________________________________________________________________________________________|

APPENDIX F-1
Newsletter #1 — October 2012

Appendix F
Public Involvement



Ehvitoninentallimpact

™ Statements

DRIDUIED
OVER THE MISSOURI RIVER

OCTOBER 2012

The Missouri Department of Transportation (MoDOT) in cooperation with the Kansas Department of Transportation (KDOT) and the Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA) is conducting an environmental study for the US 69 Bridges over the Missouri River commonly known as
the Fairfax Bridge and the Platte Purchase Bridge. These bridges provide a bi-state connection between the Fairfax Industrial District and
downtown Kansas City on the Kansas side and Platte County and the city of Riverside on the Missouri side.

Why is MoDOT doing the study now? What is the study area?

Both the Fairfax Bridge, constructed in 1935, and the Platte The study area is approximately 4,000 feet long and begins near the interchange of US
Purchase Bridge, constructed in 1957, are nearing the end of their 69 and I-635 in Platte County, Missouri on the north and ends near the intersection of US
useful service lives. An environmental study is being conducted to 69/7th Street and Kindleberger Road in Wyandotte County, Kansas on the south.

determine the future improvements to address the deteriorating
bridge conditions. The age and condition of both bridges creates
an on-going need for costly and extensive maintenance.

What is the project timeline?

Developing transportation improvements involves four phases:
planning
environmental
design
construction

This project is currently in the environmental study phase which
began in September 2012. The environmental study will last

about 18 months, concluding in early 2014. Opportunities for What is the purpose of this study?

public input into the environmental process will be conducted

through fall 2013. In early 2014, the study will be finalized and The study will determine the future improvements of the two existing bridges over the

submitted to the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) for Missouri River and assess the environmental impacts and overall feasibility of replacement/

review. The environmental process will conclude with the issuance rehabilitation of these two bridge structures.

of a Record of Decision (ROD) by FHWA in spring of 2014. The ROD

identifies the selected alternative, explaining the reason for the This study will identify the transportation needs and define more specific potential

decision, and includes information on the best way to minimize improvements and their impacts on the environment. Input from the public, stakeholders,

impacts on the environment. and various resource agencies will be considered throughout the study process. Examples
of these improvements include the number of lanes to be provided on the bridge, the

Design and construction of the project could begin 2015, number and location of bicycle/pedestrian facilities on and connecting to the bridge,

depending on funding availability. vertical clearance required to maintain river and rail traffic under the bridge, and local

roadway intersection improvements north and south of the bridge, if needed.

www.modot.org/kansascity



Will the study lead to construction projects?

There is currently no funding identified for bridge construction.

What is an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS)?

The environmental study will result in completion of a document called an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). The National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA) requires federal agencies to consider the effects of their actions
on social, cultural, economic, and natural resources. The FHWA is responsible
for ensuring that all highway improvement projects using federal funds
comply with NEPA.

Developing the EIS is an objective process that helps determine what
actions, if any, would best serve area transportation needs. This EIS will
look at the effects associated with various alternatives such as constructing
a replacement bridge, rehabilitating an existing bridge, or doing nothing.
Stakeholders are encouraged to voice their opinions about the problems
and solutions identified during the EIS process.

Why should | participateintheEIS process?

The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will propose improvements that
will take into account the needs of neighboring communities, businesses,
commuters, and residents. In addition, the EIS will consider the impacts
the proposed improvements will have on the social, cultural, economic, and
natural resources in the study area.

The project team recognizes the important role transportation has in
this community. MoDOT and KDOT value the input the public provides on
transportation improvements. Public involvement allows the agencies to
gather real, valid input on transportation needs and to work with customers to
refine solutions that meet those needs.

OCTOBER 2012

Who is responsible for this project?

Since the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) is expected to provide
funding for this project, FHWA serves as the lead federal agency. MoDOT, as
the direct recipient of the federal funds, is the co-lead agency. Because the
existing bridges extend across the Missouri River, connecting the states of
Missouri and Kansas, the Kansas Department of Transportation (KDOT) will
participate in the shared funding of any improvements and will serve as a co-
lead agency in the environmental process.

How can | provide input?

A prelocation public meeting will be held on November 13, 2012 to describe
the general nature of the proposed project to the public and to obtain
comments concerning the project’s purpose and need and the initial range of
alternatives to be reviewed as the study moves forward. Primary information
sought will concern community values, goals and objectives, and other areas
of special interest of which the local citizens may be aware including history,
access, natural resources, and public lands in the study area.

As the study progresses, opportunities to provide input will be made available
through additional public meetings.

Input can also be provided to the project manager, Allan Zafft at 816-607-2258
or allan.zafft@modot.mo.gov.
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US 69 Bridges over the Missouri River EIS
Purpose & Need and Alternatives
Public Meeting #1

November 13, 2012

A total of thirty-nine (39) people attended the November 13, 2012 public meetings at which the project
statement of Purpose and Need and a series of initial conceptual alternatives were presented. Two
separate meetings were conducted to optimize opportunities for attendance by the general public and
the employment base in the Fairfax Industrial District. The first meeting was held at Central Solutions,
401 Funston Road in the Fairfax Industrial District of Kansas City, Kansas. It was conducted from 11:00
a.m. to 1:00 p.m. and was attended by twenty-eight (28) people. The second meeting was conducted
between 4:30 and 6:30 p.m. at the Riverside City Hall, 2950 NW Vivion Road, Riverside, Missouri, and
was attended by eleven (11) people.

A postcard invitation was sent to 5oo addresses of adjacent property owners and renters. An
advertisement was placed in the Platte County Landmark, Platte County Citizen, KC Star — Northland
Edition, Wyandotte County Daily News, and Dos Mundos. An email was sent to various state and federal
agencies and the membership of the Fairfax Industrial Association. A MoDOT news release was
distributed and was posted to the MoDOT website.

The meetings sign in sheets are attached as Exhibit A. All comment cards are attached as Exhibit B.
The handout and displays are attached as Exhibit C. The notification tools are attached as Exhibit D.

Comment cards were distributed at the public meetings. The following is a summary of the nineteen
(19) comment card responses.

Question 1: What are your thought and opinions regarding the Purpose and Need for the project?

e Most indicated the project is needed with comments such as “the bridges are old, too narrow
and there is not adequate access from the North.” All respondents stated their opinions that an
improved river crossing is needed at this location.

e Many said bike/pedestrian access is necessary. The bridges are too narrow and there is no safe
lane or access for non-motorized traffic.

e One person said the timing of the project was poor because there is too much uncertainty.

e The Mayor of Riverside said she sees a need for the project and it should be able to
accommodate transit in the future.
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Question 2: What are your thoughts regarding the alternatives that have been presented? Do you
prefer a particular alternative more than others, or do you disfavor any specific alternatives?

e There were two opposed to Alternative #1, unless Fairfax is for bike/pedestrian and two stated
their opposition to the No-Build. They do hope that a wide, clean lane is added going to both
directions. Another did not want 2- way traffic on Platte Purchase Bridge.

e One person stated they did not like the alternative where there is only one bridge in and out of
Fairfax; they have employees and service techs that use both bridges at least 30 times a day.

e One person favored Alternative #1 and felt it was most-cost effective.

e Two people favored Alternative #2 with Option A best. They said the Fairfax Bridge might be
able to be used as a walking, riding trail. They noted that a new bridge with safe access & bike
lanes was the best option. They wanted to make sure engineering details were considered
(drain locations, keeping trash off, and bridge connections) so that it appealed too many
including cyclists.

e Four attendees commented that a complete replacement of four lanes with the addition of a
bike & walking trail would be best.

e One person wanted to make sure that the impact of traffic during construction was considered.
He favored the downstream replacement location, leaving both bridges usable during
construction.

e One person believed there was no discussion of bike and walking areas and the alternatives
didn't accommodate mass transit systems. One person wanted to see the bridges
accommodate possibility of rail transit commute and wanted to conserve the cultural aspect of
the bridges if possible.

Question #3: Do you have any other comments or information you would like to share with the
Study Team?

e Serious consideration needs to be taken when it comes to the volume of traffic in Fairfax. One
of attractions of being in Fairfax is the numerous ways of getting in and out and the accessibility
they have to all the major highways. These bridges are an important access point between the
states for economical redevelopment and rehabilitation of the Fairfax and Riverside area.

e Carefully coordinate construction to maintain 2 ways in and out of Fairfax at all times. Itis
necessary to have northbound lanes open during construction to get on Highway.

e Please make sure to get bike access returned to south bound Fairfax! Doesn’t want to wait for
months of planning and construction! Check drainage on bike lanes, make sure grates are in
right direction. If possible, bike/pedestrian facilities should connect to: NW Tremont, Argosy
Parkway, Platte River Levee Trail, and 7" Street North and South. Please consider separate
north and south bike lanes.

e Replacement bridges should provide mono-rail, streetcar or light rail adaptability. Sand boils
can be severe in high water.

e Build the most economical bridge with available funds-

Page | 2
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COMMENTS RECEIVED AT MEETING
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PUBLIC MEETING | NOVEMBER 13, 2012

Comments

QUESTION: Do you have any other comments or
information you would like to share with the Study
Team?

As the study progresses, opportunities to provide
input will be made available through additional public
meetings. Input can also be provided to the project
manager, Allan Zafft at (816) 607-2258 or allan.zafft@
modot.mo.gov. A comment card is available and can
be returned to Allan Zafft. Input on this phase of the
project is due to MoDOT by November 28, 2012.

You can visit an online meeting at www.modot.org/
kansascity to offer comments until November 28, 2012.

For more information about other MoDOT projects,
please visit MoDOT's Website at www.modot.org/
kansascity. For instant updates, follow MoDOT_KC
on Twitter or send questions and comments to
kccommunityrelations@modot.mo.gov.

www.modot.org/kansascity

Welcome

The Missouri Department of Transportation (MoDOT)
in cooperation with the Kansas Department of
Transportation (KDOT) and the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA)is conducting an environmental
study for the US 69 Bridges over the Missouri River
commonly known as the historic Fairfax Bridge and the
Platte Purchase Bridge.These bridges provide a bi-state
connection between the Fairfax Industrial District and
downtown Kansas City on the Kansas side and Platte
County and the city of Riverside on the Missouri side.

Meeting Purpose

The purpose of the meeting is to describe the general
nature of the proposed project; offer the public an
opportunity to provide comments concerning the
project’s purpose and need; and provide comments
on the initial range of alternatives to be evaluated for
both bridges.

Project Overview

The study area is approximately 4,000 feet long and
begins near the interchange of US 69 and |-635 in
Platte County, Missouri on the north and ends near the
intersection of US 69/7th Street and Kindleberger Road
in Wyandotte County, Kansas on the south (Figure 1).

Both the Fairfax Bridge, constructed in 1935, and the
Platte Purchase Bridge, constructedin 1957, are nearing
the end of their useful service lives. An environmental
study is being conducted to determine the future
improvements to address the deteriorating bridge

Ayl lpad
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PUBLIC MEETING | NOVEMBER 13, 2012

conditions. The age and condition of both bridges
creates an on-going need for costly and extensive
maintenance.

Figure 1

The Environmental Impact Statement Process

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requires
federal agencies to consider the effects of their actions
on social, cultural, economic, and natural resources. The
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) is responsible
for ensuring that all highway improvement projects using
federal funds comply with NEPA. The results of the study
will be disclosed in a document called an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS).

Developing the EIS is an objective process that helps
determine what actions, if any, would best serve area
transportation needs. This EIS will look at the effects
associated with the alternatives on the human and natural
environment. The study will conclude in April 2014 with
the issuance of a Record of Decision (ROD) by the FHWA.

www.modot.org/kansascity



HANDOUT - Back

Purpose and Need
Need:s identified in the Study Area:

The purpose of the project is to provide animproved river crossing that satisfies the following transportation
needs in the region:

Maintain infrastructure — address the physical condition of the historic Fairfax Bridge and the Platte
Purchase Bridge.

Support movement of goods and freight — provide mobility and accessibility to support continued
transport of materials and products from the Fairfax Industrial District and southern Platte County
to the surrounding region.

Support accessibility for non-motorized transportation — accommodate non-motorized modes of
travel and connections to regional trail systems.

Support continued economic vitality on both sides of the river - maintain access and capacity to
serve current and planned economic development.

QUESTION: What are your thoughts and opinions regarding the Purpose and Need for the project? Do
you have any comments or suggestions?

Study Area Features & Considerations

Existing conditions are defined on a map to represent what needs to be
considered in the development and evaluation of improvement alternatives.
Those features include the floodplain, railroad facilities, river, existing bike
facilities, wetlands and other natural resources, etc.

This study will also consider the impacts the proposed improvements will have
on the social, cultural, historic, economic, and natural resources in the study
area.

Alternatives

Based on the specific needs for the project, various alternatives will be evaluated. Environmental, cultural
and historic constraints will be identified to determine potential locations for the improvement. Existing
and future projected traffic forecasts will be closely analyzed to determine the appropriate number of
lanes to be provided on a new bridge. Examples of these improvements include the number of lanes to
be provided on the bridge, the number and location of bicycle/pedestrian facilities on and connecting to
the bridge, vertical clearance required to maintain river and rail traffic under the bridge, and local roadway
intersection improvements north and south of the bridge, if needed.

Once the need is defined, alternatives will be evaluated including, but not limited to:

No Build - Leave the existing bridges in place while doing continued bridge maintenance
+ Alternative 1 - Remove Fairfax Bridge Only
Northbound, Platte Purchase Bridge remains in place with two-way head-to-head traffic

+ Alternative 2 — Remove Fairfax Bridge and build a new companion bridge

«  Option 2A - Build the new bridge upstream from the existing location

+ Option 2B - Build the new bridge along the existing alignment

+  Option 2C - Build the new bridge downstream from the existing location
« Alternative 3 - Remove both the existing Fairfax Bridge and the Platte Purchase Bridge.
Replace the two structures with a new, two or four-lane bridge
«  Option 3A - Build the new bridge upstream from the existing location
+ Option 3B - Build the new bridge along the existing alignment

This alternative would shut down traffic, in both directions during construction

«  Option 3C - Build the new bridge downstream from the existing location

QUESTION: What are your thoughts regarding the alternatives that have been presented? Do you
prefer a particular alternative more than others, or do you disfavor any specific alternatives?

Study Process and Schedule

The environmental study will last about 18 months, concluding in early 2014. Opportunities for public
input into the environmental process will be conducted through fall 2013. In early 2014, the study will
be finalized and submitted to the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) for review. The environmental
process will conclude with the issuance of a Record of Decision (ROD) by FHWA in spring of 2014. The ROD
identifies the selected alternative, explaining the reason for the decision, and includes information on the
best way to minimize impacts on the environment. Design and construction of the project could begin in
2015, depending on funding availability.

Scoping Purpose Develop Determine Draft Final
Resource Agency and Need and Scrgen Impacts of | Environmental J§ Environmental
Coordination Statement Alternatives § Reasonable Impact Impact

Meetings with Define problems, || Develop and Alternatives Statement Statement

Stakeholders identify needs evaluate full range T —— and Record of

ferred Alternative

Determine reason- Location Publi Completion of the
Public Meeting able alternatives Gl A NEPA Process

of alternatives Decision

Initial Alternatives

Hearin
Open House #1 Public Meeting /

Open House #2
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DISPLAY BOARD 1

Welcome to the Public Meeting for the U.S.
69 Bridges Over the Missouri River EIS

MoDOT and KDOT are beginning a study to
determine the future improvement of the
U.S. 69 crossing over the Missouri River.

We Want Your Input!

1 Share your thoughts with the Study Team. Staff from MoDOT,
KDOT, and the consultant team are on hand to discuss:
=  the purpose and need for the project,
=  theinitial alternatives presented, and
=  Other comments or information you would like to share.
J  Fill out a comment card before you leave.

What is an EIS?

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requires federal agencies
to consider the effects of their actions on social, cultural, economic, and
natural resources. The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) is
responsible for ensuring that all highway improvement projects using
federal funds comply with NEPA. The results of the study will be
disclosed in a document called an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS).

Developing the EIS is an objective process that helps determine what
actions, if any, would best serve area transportation needs. This EIS will
look at the effects associated with the alternatives on the human and
natural environment. The study will conclude in April 2014 with the
issuance of a Record of Decision (ROD) by the FHWA.



Purpose and Need

Purpose and Need of the Project:

Provide an improved river crossing that
satisfies the following transportation needs
in the region:

e Maintain infrastructure

e Support movement of goods and
freight

e Support accessibility for non-motorized
transportation

e Support continued economic vitality on
both sides of the river



DISPLAY BOARD 3

Study Process

From Idea to Reality

Step 1
Planning

Step 2
Environmental Process

We Are Here!
October 2012-April 2014

Step 3
Design

Timing is based on available funding.
This project could be developed through
traditional design-bid-build or design-build.

Step 4
Construction

Timing is based on available funding.
This project could be developed through
traditional design-bid-build or design-build.




DISPLAY BOARD 4

Schedule

EIS Component/Study Milestone

Scoping October 2012 -
= Resource Agency Coordination November 2012
= Meetings with Stakeholders

Purpose and Need Statement

= Define problems, identify needs NOW
= |nitial Alternatives

= Public Open House #1
Develop and Screen Alternatives December 2012 —

= Develop and evaluate full range of February 2013
alternatives

= Determine reasonable alternatives
" Public Open House #2

Determine Impacts of Reasonable February-August
Alternatives 2013

Draft Environmental Impact September 2013
Statement

= Announce Preferred Alternative
= [ocation Public Hearing
Final Environmental Impact April 2014

Statement and Record of Decision
= Completion of the NEPA Process
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Bridge Alternatives

* No Build — Leave the existing bridges in place while doing
continued bridge maintenance.

e Alternative 1 — Remove Fairfax Bridge Only
Northbound, Platte Purchase Bridge remains in place with two-way
head-to-head traffic

e Alternative 2 — Remove Fairfax Bridge and build a new
companion bridge

** Option A — Build the new bridge upstream from the
existing location.

¢ Option B — Build the new bridge along the existing
alignment.

** Option C — Build the new bridge downstream from

the existing location.

e Alternative 3 — Remove both the existing Fairfax Bridge
and the Platte Purchase Bridge. Replace the two
structures with a new, two or four-lane bridge.

** Option A — Build the new bridge upstream from the
existing location.
¢ Option B — Build the new bridge along the existing

alignment.
This alternative would shut down traffic, in both directions
during construction

¢ Option C — Build the new bridge downstream from
the existing location.
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Section 106 Process

One of the key environmental factors that must be considered in
an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is

The study team uses a systematic process to identify these
resources, evaluate potential impacts to them, and determine
what action will be taken to eliminate or mitigate those impacts.

For cultural resources, this is commonly referred to as the

. Section 106 is named after the portion of the
National Historic Preservation Act that requires agencies to take
into account the effects of their actions on historic properties.

Presently, one resource in the project area, the Fairfax Bridge, is
known to be eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic
Places. It was included in the statewide Missouri Historic Bridge
Inventory in 1996. The study team will be conducting further
investigations and consulting with groups interested in cultural
resources throughout the study process to consider project
effects on the bridge and any other historic properties, including

historic buildings and historic/prehistoric archaeological sites.

Cultural resources are defined as:

This includes artifacts, records, and material remains related

to such properties. Some examples include national and local
historic landmarks, Native American and pioneer cemeteries,
prehistoric settlements, and architecturally significant structures
and buildings.

It is the specific policy of the United States Government that:

The U.S. 69 Bridges EIS will follow a
four step process to determine and address any
potential impacts to cultural resources.

1

The study corridor for the U.S. 69 Bridges Over
the Missouri River EIS extends from I-635 south to
Kindleberger Road. The APE includes an additional

100 feet on both sides of the study corridor in order
to examine the potential effects of the project on
architectural resources due to the proximity of
proposed improvements. This establishes the area
on which the Reasonable Alternatives might have an
impact on cultural resources.

2

Data and field research is conducted to identify
cultural resources within the APE. Their significance
or potential significance is documented and
discussed with staff of the Missouri State Historic
Preservation Office (SHPO) and others interested
in cultural resources, potentially including tribal
governments.

3

The study team determines how the Reasonable
Alternatives might affect cultural resources within the
APE. If a resource is adversely affected, options for
eliminating or mitigating those effects are proposed.

4

The study team works with the SHPO, other relevant
state and federal agencies, and consults with the
public to determine the best course of action for

resolving adverse effects on historic properties.
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Historic Fairfax Bridge

The historic Fairfax Bridge was constructed in 1935. The bridge
is a Warren through truss design spanning a total length of
2,595 feet. The historic Fairfax Bridge carries U.S. 69 traffic
southbound across the Missouri River into the Fairfax Industrial
District in Kansas City, Kansas. The historic Fairfax Bridge is
eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places.

Its sister bridge, the Platte Purchase Bridge, was constructed
parallel to and east of the historic Fairfax Bridge in 1957.
Because it is a younger bridge, it was not included in previous
historical bridge investigations. It, along with other cultural
resources within the study corridor, will be evaluated for
National Register eligibility as part of the Section 106 Process.




What do you think?

Please fill out a comment card.
Drop it in the comment box today or
mailtthe.comment card back by
November 28, 2012.
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Next Steps

We thank you for participating in today’s
open house.

These are the next steps in the study:

November 28, 2012 Comment cards due to MoDOT.

Continued coordination with
November 2012- local, state, and federal agencies;
January 2013 and additional meetings with
stakeholders

Public Open House #2
February 2013 Reasonable Alternatives
September 2013 Location Public Hearing

Draft EIS with Preferred Alternative

April 2014 Final EIS and Record of Decision
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POSTCARD - Front

PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE
We Want Your |nPllt TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 13

The Missouri Department of Transportation (MoDOT) in cooperation with the Kansas 1 CENTRAL SOLUTIONS
Department of Transportation (KDOT) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) is Fairfax Industrial District
conducting an environmental study for the US 69 Bridges over the Missouri River commonly 401 Funston Road

known as the historic Fairfax Bridge and the Platte Purchase Bridge. Kansas City, KS 66115

11:00 a.m. - 1:00 p.m.

Join us for one of the two public meetings on November 13. The purpose of the meetings

is to:
describe the general nature of the proposed project; RIVERSIDE CITY HALL
295010 Voo o
: ' Riverside, MO 64150
We are interested in the community’s values, goals and objectives for the study and 4:30 p.m. - 6:30 p.m.

information about the history, access, natural resources and public lands in the study area.

If you would like to provide input but cannot attend,
contact the MoDOT project manager Allan Zafft at 816-
607-2258 or allan.zafft@modot.mo.gov. You may also
make comments at www.modot.org/kansascity.

www.modot.org/kansascity



POSTCARD - Back

600 NE Colbern Road
Lee’s Summit, MO 64086

PUBLICOPEN HOUSE
Tuesday, November 13,2012

Central Solutions

Fairfax Industrial District

401 Funston Road | Kansas City, KS 66115
Come and go from 11:00 a.m. - 1:00 p.m.

Riverside City Hall
2950 NW Vivion Road | Riverside, MO 64150
Come and go from 4:30 p.m. - 6:30 p.m.

www.modot.org/kansascity




DISPLAY AD

We Want Your Input

@ BRIDGES OVER THE MISSOURI RIVER

Historic Fairfax Bridge and the Platte Purchase Bridge

The Missouri Department of Transportation (MoDOT) in cooperation
with the Kansas Department of Transportation (KDOT) and the Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA) is conducting an environmental study.

PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE
TUESDAY, | @ Fairtax industrial Distric
NOVEMBER 401 Funston Road | Kansas City, KS
11:00 a.m. - 1:00 p.m.

1 3 RIVERSIDE CITY HALL
2950 NW Vivion Road | Riverside, MO
4:30 p.m. - 6:30 p.m.

The purpose of the meetings is to:
describe the general nature of the proposed project;
obtain comments concerning the project’s purpose and need; and
view the initial range of alternatives to be evaluated.

We are interested in the community’s values, goals and objectives for the
study and information about the history, access, natural resources and
public lands in the study area.

If you would like to provide input but cannot attend, contact the MoDOT
project manager Allan Zafft at 816-607-2258 or allan.zafft@modot.mo.gov.
You may also make comments at www.modot.org/kansascity.

[ SRTTPRL:
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Mo DOT (‘ US.Department of Transportation
ansas
cent of Transportation

u Federal Highway Administration

www.modot.org/kansascity



EMAIL NOTIFICATION

The Missouri Department of Transportation (MoDOT) in cooperation with the Kansas Department of
Transportation (KDOT) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) is conducting an
environmental study for the US 69 Bridges over the Missouri River commonly known as the historic
Fairfax Bridge and the Platte Purchase Bridge. Please provide your input and comments at either
public open house meeting.

PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE
TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 13

CENTRAL SOLUTIONS
Fairfax Industrial District
401 Funston Road | Kansas City, KS 66115
Come and go from 11:00 a.m. - 1:00 p.m.

RIVERSIDE CITY HALL
2950 NW Vivion Road | Riverside, MO 64150
Come and go from 4:30 p.m. - 6:30 p.m.

The purpose of the meetings is to:
e describe the general nature of the proposed project;
e obtain comments concerning the project’s purpose and need and
e view the initial range of alternatives to be evaluated.

We are interested in the community’s values, goals and objectives for the study and information about
the history, access, natural resources and public lands in the study area.

If you would like to provide input but cannot attend, contact the MoDOT project manager Allan Zafft at
816-607-2258 or allan.zafff@modot.mo.gov. You may also make comments at
www.modot.org/kansascity.



US 69 Missouri River Bridges EIS
Online Meeting Survey Results (November 10-28, 2012)

1. What are your thoughts and opinions regarding the Purpose and Need
Statement for the project?

a)
b)

c)

d)

e)
f)
g)

h)

i)

11/28/2012 6:11 AM

Traffic study information is required to assess the needs.
11/26/2012 1:41 PM

Looks good.

11/26/2012 12:17 AM

It appears to be appropriate. This is a critical river crossing supporting
multiple commuters, including the Fairfax Industrial District employees
and deliveries. A critical amount of fuel, auto parts, and some
hazardous waste loads must use this facility. Also, the ability of this
linkage to support pedestrian and cyclists in the future is a Unified
Government priority, and is shown as such in the UG Sidewalk and
Trails Master Plan.

11/21/2012 12:42 AM

I think modernize infrastructure would be better than just maintaining
it. Compatibility with future bus or truck lanes capacity expansion.
11/16/2012 1:49 PM
We need a new bridge with a bicycle lane.

11/13/2012 5:37 PM

| agree with the Purpose and Need Statement for the project.
11/12/2012 4:41 PM

| agree

11/12/2012 3:21 PM

If the bridges are falling apart I don't think we should continue to
maintain them unless one could be used as a dedicated bike/walk
bridge. | didn't see that in the alternative plans.

11/10/2012 5:54 PM

Positive that replacement will be needed

11/10/2012 11:00 AM

Bike/ped access across the river is very important! Providing a safe
way across the river, no matter the form of transportation, is critical
to our future.

2. What are your thoughts regarding the initial range of alternatives
that have been presented? For example, do you prefer a particular
alternative more than others, or do you disfavor any specific
alternative?

a)

b)

c)

11/28/2012 6:11 AM

The No Build and Alternative 1 initial alternatives are unacceptable.
Only Alternative 2 and Alternative 3 are viable.

11/26/2012 1:41 PM

Would prefer retaining the historic bridge, but can understand if the
maintenance costs aren't sustainable. Must retain bike lanes on all
options.

11/26/2012 12:17 AM

Traffic and reliability considerations will govern the number of lanes
needed. UG Public Works assumes that a 4-lane vehicle section would
be required, unless compelling analyses showed otherwise. Also, there
needs to be room for adequate pedestrian and bicycle facility.



US 69 Missouri River Bridges EIS
Online Meeting Survey Results (November 10-28, 2012)

d)

f)

g)

h)

i)

k)

Although the crossing is costly, this is the type of critical long-term
infrastructure investment that pays dividends for a century and more.

11/21/2012 12:42 AM

I like the simpler curvature of the roadway with the upstream
alternatives better, and the existing bridges can remain open during
most of the construction.

11/16/2012 1:49 PM

Please put in a bike lane. It's a little more up front, but it will bring
many benefits for the communities - and it's environmentally friendly

11/13/2012 5:37 PM

| like alternative 1 and | want the bridges to stary where they are.
Please do not move them.

11/12/2012 10:54 PM

I favor the new 4 lane bridge with a wide 2-way trail separated by a
barrier from the car traffic.

11/12/2012 4:41 PM

I have no preference so long as the bridge does have safe, functional
access for non-motorized transportation. The bike and pedestrian trail
are a must.

11/12/2012 3:21 PM

I don't like any plan that doesn't include biking and walking so as the
bridges exist now is not good. I have ridden over them before and
know what they're like right now. | think we need a traffic study to
determine how much traffic there is and whether to spend the money
on 2 or 4 traffic lanes. | like the new 2 lane and 4 lane plans but if we
could save a bridge for dedicated bike/walk bridge and have a two
lane with shoulder for autos, | would look at it. Make sure the
bike/walk lane gives good access to the trail and the roads such as
Hwy. 9. Walkers should not have to go out of their way down NW
Tremont to get to the trail or any access roads.

11/10/2012 5:54 PM

It is seriously necessary to include bike/pedestrian trails on any
bridges that are renovated or built new

11/10/2012 11:00 AM

I prefer alternative #3 -- a new bridge. Let's do it right.

3. Do you have any additional comments or information you would like
to share with the study team?

a)

b)

11/28/2012 6:11 AM

It is vital to incorporate bike/ped facilities into this river crossing. The
alternative routes for these modes of transportation are too far away
and currently the bridge does not have bus service. Therefore,
individuals take undue risks cross this bridge with narrow lanes and
high speed traffic.

11/26/2012 1:41 PM

Is it possible to make the original bridge bike/ped-only and have new
2-lane bridge built next to it instead?

11/26/2012 12:17 AM

Consultation with local government partners and the Fairfax Industrial
Districts is crucial. Initial activities in this regard have been



US 69 Missouri River Bridges EIS
Online Meeting Survey Results (November 10-28, 2012)

d)

e)
f)

g)

h)

i)

k)

exemplary. This comment provided by Unified Government Public
Works.

11/21/2012 12:42 AM

I suspect that there are a lot of people who now avoid these bridges
due to how the feel. If you put in a wider bridge, there may be a
noticeable drop in traffic at the 1-635 crossing and less so on
Broadway Extension and 1-35, with the increase in traffic on the last
portion of 1-29. If this is so, a two lane bridge will not meet the
purpose and need.

11/16/2012 1:49 PM

Need bicycle lane.

11/13/2012 5:37 PM

Replace the Fairfax bridge first leaving 2 way traffic on the other
bridge. Then replace the other bridge when the new Fairfax bridge is
completed.

11/12/2012 10:54 PM

Make it safe and roomy for pedestrians and bicycles.

11/12/2012 4:41 PM

Thank you for including the trail in the initial design.

11/12/2012 3:21 PM

Thanks for letting me give my opinion. We cyclists have used this
bridge often and ridden on Hwy 9. We would like a safe and pleasant
way to get to Parkville and Riverside. Hwy 9 isn't the most pleasant
place to ride but | see there are new roads and trails that can be used
to help with this. But when you get into snow season and after dark
I'm not sure what the alternatives are so keep Hwy. 9 open to us.
Thanks!

11/10/2012 5:54 PM

The department needs to always consider bicycle and pedestrian
movement as a part of an overall transportation system
11/10/2012 11:00 AM

I hate to see the elegant old truss bridges replaced by an ugly
concrete slab. Any way to make the new bridge more aesthetically
pleasing?
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