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CONCEPTUAL ALTERNATIVES/TRAFFIC ANALYSIS EVALUATION
PUBLIC MEETING
Newport High School Library
600 6™ Street, Newport, KY
January 16, 2008
5pm to 7pm

QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS

The Conceptual Alternatives/Traffic Analysis Evaluation Public Meeting purpose was to review the four Alternatives being considered for the
Project including (1) No-Build , (2) Alternative 1 (3) Alternative 2b, and (4) Alternative 5d.

Designs for Alternatives 1, 2b and 5d were revised according to traffic analyses that show the effects of traffic volumes and movements in the
design year 2035. Revisions were considered that attempted to achieve acceptable levels of service for operation.

Results of the Project Team's analyses of Interchange operations affected by adding a fourth lane to 1-471 were also be presented. Traffic
movement models including this fourth lane analyses were reviewed.

A second objective for the meeting was to gather comments and questionnaire results from the Community on the effects of the traffic analysis
on conceptual alternatives designs.

The approximately 75 attendees at this Public meeting were members of the general public and area residents, primarily from Newport and
Bellevue. Announcements for the meeting were published in local Sunday Newspapers three weeks before and the Sunday before the Meeting
date.

A total of 16 Questionnaires submitted were logged for this record along with two letters of Comment Questionnaire responses were
inconsistent and totals for responses reflect this inconsistency. Only percentages calculated for individual questions are included here.

Questionnaire results from the 1/10/08 Conceptual Alternatives/Traffic Analysis Evaluation Meeting for the Interchange Advisory Committee and
Section 106 Review Consulting Parties have also been tabulated and are contained in INTERCHANGE ADVISORY COMMITTEE/SECTION
106 REVIEW CONSULTING PARTIES CONCEPTUAL ALTERNATIVES/TRAFFIC ANALYSIS EVALUATION MEETING posted at
www.471project.org.
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1. The Kentucky Transportation Cabinet recently improved the signal timing along the KY 8 corridor and added a turn lane on the Park Avenue

Ramp. What are your observations regarding the southbound exit traffic queues as a result of these improvements?
TOTAL RESPONSES = 17

Scale 1 2 3 4 5 6
Improvements | Traffic does not | May be better Backup Improvements Do not live in
appear to solve | back up on the for now, but problems on have not helped area,;
backup Bridge but problems will the Bridge, backup deliberately not
problems on congestions reappear with Park Ave., and problems on answering.
the Daniel and delays on future traffic KY 8 remain | the Bridge or on
Carter Beard Park Avenue volumes. during peak Park Avenue
Bridge. and KY 8 are hours, weekend and KY 8.
still a problem. evenings, and
other times.
Scale Tally 4 2 7 4
Percent of Total 23.5% 11.8% 41.1% 23.5%
Responses
Specific (3) Better signage needed — visitors to the area don't know to anticipate lane options — all 3 (lanes) not used efficiently yet.
Comments (1) I rarely have traffic issues in this area that couldn't be solved by the drivers simply paying attention.

(4) All traffic is mostly going to the Newport Levee area. This is what causes most of back up. The new ramp of bridge in
2b and 5d would give more space if done right.

(6) I live in Newport but rarely have to drive this section, so | don't really notice a change.

(4) Improved, but no "home run."

(4) There wouldn't be any problems if the original exit had been left. It used to go to 6™ and Linden Ave. and traffic moved
smoothly.

(4) We are going to continue to have problems such as this until Cities, Counties, and States start requiring businesses to
pay for, and have in place, all necessary improvements, i.e. roads, etc., before building any new project.

(4) Backups still occur, and cars still drive the wrong way down E. 2™ Street to avoid them.
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(4) Plus with extra lane, traffic moves faster which is actually dangerous for people and other vehicles.

(6) Although not living nearby the ramp, using it to come into the area does seem a little easier.

I have not found the situation to be a major problem anyway. Better signing (on the ???) prior to the bridge to warn of
queues may help, I guess.

2. Alternate 1 only: As proposed, Alternate 1 is the only build concept that maintains the existing southbound ramp via Park Avenue. In this
design, the Park Avenue/3™ Street Intersection is modified and 3™ Street is changed to one-way in the eastbound direction between Park
Avenue and Providence Way.

Changing traffic on 3™ Street to a one-way eastbound direction maintains reasonable accessibility to the Providence Way neighborhood.
TOTAL RESPONSES = 17

Scale 1 2 3 4 5 6
Strongly Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly Agree | Do not live in area; deliberately
Disagree not answering
Scale Tally 2 3 1 1 4 6
Percent of Total 11.7% 17.6% 5.8% 5.8% 23.5% 35.2%
Responses
Why/Why Not? (5) This option has the smallest impact on the neighborhood and environment.
Comments (6) Live in Newport, but not in Providence Way area.
(2) "Accessible" perhaps but not "reasonable” since the intersection of 3" and Park will be no better (and may be worse)
than the current intersection of 3™ and the SB Ramp. | don't like this ramp going thru the neighborhood.
(5) Only if the bridge exit allows you access to Providence Way.
(3) What is the difference one way east or west? Change for change's sake does not improve anything.
(1) The Providence Way neighborhood is already somewhat isolated due to the exit ramp and the flow of the current one-
way streets.
(1) Do not want/like Alternate 1 at all.
(2) This seems to be an unnecessary amendment to the plans.
(2) Alt. 1 changes 3™ St. only from Park Ave. eastward. This change is a benefit only for those residents on 3", east of
Park. Lexington and 4" St. residents would still use Lexington — Lexington residents would have to travel farther to leave
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neighborhood.
There are many streets in the area that one can only cross by doing a loop, because of the one-ay system. | don't see
why the same for Third Street should be a problem.

3. Alternates 2b and 5d only: In Alternates 2b and 5d, Providence Way is reconstructed with 24-foot width from curb to curb. What is your
preference for potential Providence Way reconfiguration? Check or underline your selection please.
TOTAL RESPONSES = 16

Selection Tally Percent of Responses
a. PW w/ 24', two-way travel, no parking (potential impacts to three houses) 1 6.25%
b. PW w/ 24', one-way travel, w/ parking (potential impact to three houses) 3 18.75%
c. PW w/ 14', one-way travel, no parking (impacts to houses minimized) 7 43.75%
d. Decline selection — do not live in area. 5 31.25%
Comments: - (c) Impacts to housing minimized (Statement was underlined for emphasis in questionnaire.)

(c) Do not live on Providence Way, but this would affect fewer houses and narrow lane would have traffic calming effect.
(b) w/ parking (Statement was underlined for emphasis in questionnaire.)

(d) I live in the area but not on Providence Way.

(c) I live on west end of Lexington. There is no use for a 2-way Providence Way with the current street layout. Two-way
Providence Way only makes sense if BOTH 3™ and Lexington are eastbound OR both 4™ and Lexington are eastbound.

(d) This should be the decision of those directly affected.

4. Please comment on what you see as potential impacts of the Alternative 5d southbound ramp at 3 Street, Linden Avenue and Beech Street
near the Newport Island Community. (Note that most of the ramp will be depressed well below ground level.)

Comments:
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Significant reduction of green space — destruction of dog park.

I think it unnecessarily encroaches on the neighborhood considering the alternative of 2b which combines the off ramp
movement with the existing northbound ramp to KY 8.

Little impact at Beech and Linden from current. Would alleviate some backups of cars heading west waiting to turn left
onto the entrance ramp.

| like that it keeps most of the exits and entrances in that one location (convenient) but wonder if the traffic will pile up
there because it is all together.

We now have one bad curve to get off I-471. Improvements will make it two bad curves. Why is it not dangerous
enough?

Besides two major curves, what could be wrong?

Minimal impact, outside of noise.

| think that 5d off-ramp will eliminate potential weaving of traffic that 2b would potentially have.

Noise and air pollution — devaluing of property for which there should be adequate compensation.

Lower property values. Potential damage to, if not demolition of, at least 2 properties. | live at west end of Lexington.
Very unhappy with this idea and am planning on publicizing locally to build support to save the only dog park in the
neighborhood.

Also, depressing the ramp would not help with sound levels. Linden Ave. is currently a quiet street all summer, protected
by park/wooded area from the Highway. Options 2b and 5d would remove this, leaving all of us (especially in the
Hanaford) exposed directly to 11 (I believe this to be accurate) lanes of traffic.

This is not to mention the increased traffic along Sixth Street to our South. | will be doing all | can to see that neither of
these options take place. | hope the local administrators see the problems here and choose the cheaper, less invasive
and less problematic Option 1. (Comments continue at # in OTHER COMMENTS below)

Tally: Do not live

_ in area; No. of respondents =7
deliberately not responding.

5. Would moving the sidewalks and providing crosswalks to the north side of KY 8 continue to provide acceptable pedestrian facilities and level
of service in your opinion?
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Why/Why Not?
Comments:

Yes — not sufficient today.

No. Pedestrian bridges (over KY 8) are the best solution to access the Riverfront on foot.

I do not use these crossing areas, so I'm unsure.

Sidewalks on the north side would provide safer ped travel w/ fewer driveways and ramp conflicts. Ped access thru
floodwall should be improved. Crosswalks across (KY) 8 needed. Sidewalks should be kept on south side along w/
crosswalks and walk lights on south side thru ramps.

Why not take the north side of KY 8 without taking the south side in front of Vets? The north side is City property and is
sidewalk, shrubs with about 20 ft between KY 8 and Parking now. The south side has about 20 ft. between road and Vets
building. The impact to this side would be harder on this side due to road (KY 8) being close to the Building.

No! This is an urban, pedestrian area. Putting sidewalks on one side is an unacceptable burden on pedestrians, forcing
them to cross twice (once over and once back) to move down the south side of the street (KY 8).

Yes, but would still have problem crossing to south side.

Yes. As long as there is a safe pedestrian path — it's acceptable.

Seems like sidewalks are needed on both sides so that pedestrians aren't forced to cross regardless of which side they
choose to walk on. More pedestrian crossings = danger and slowed traffic flow.

Move the sidewalks to where? We need sidewalks both sides of street and adequate crosswalks. With timed cross walks
and enforcement of traffic laws to make it safer.

Move them to where?

Yes, that would help.

Yes.

Yes, as long as crosswalk signals actually allow a pedestrian to cross the road. Right now you are lucky if you can get
half way across before the light changes!

| believe it would be inconvenient but acceptable. What would be the purpose — to better serve the more affluent
residents @ South Shore condos?

Yes. Itis not a road largely used by pedestrians in any case.

6. Do you have comments on the relocation of Riviera Ave east or west of its present alignment?

Comments:
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Move Riviera Avenue onto the Bellevue Vets complex. The air could be unhealthy for all the little ballplayers anyway.
Bellevue and Dayton could help with traffic problems by pulling parking off KY 8 and making it a 4 lane.

Itisn't a good idea to interfere with successful businesses/organizations such as Bellevue Vets and Save-a-Lot!

Concern about high water (flooding with additional encroaching or encasing the stream).

Moving Riviera Ave. to the east of present alignment appears most feasible and best aligns the lane intersecting to the
north that service restaurants, South Shore condos, etc. along the Ohio River. All of Riviera needs improvements to
properly service traffic and the Community.

This alignment does have an impact on the Bellevue Vets parking lot and would cause a lot of cost to relocate entrance
and exit. Move road more to west side which would give Vets use of their lot for their guests for events. It would also cut
your costs in buying land.

No (comment).

Additional traffic on Riviera will cause more problems due to all current business traffic.

You have to put it where there is space — without taking part of a building. Perhaps you could replace Bellevue Vets
parking as part of the Project.

What relocation? | don't see that shift on any alternative, but | have no strong feelings about shifting it east or west.

If you are going to move Riviera Drive, it should be to the west side. Rt. 8 should be widened to the north. There is plenty
of space there.

Move it west and put as many lanes as you can get by eliminating the Party Source which would help ease traffic
congestion, just from the fact it wouldn't be there helping congest the street. | never understood why they were allowed to
build there.

No (and see * in Other Comments below).

No (comment).

No (comment).

| prefer to see it relocated east if 5d or 2b pass. The major impact would be felt by the shopping center, which is not
currently laid out to the best use of its space anyway. That corner would benefit from redevelopment what with the
transformation of Riviera Dr. into a major thoroughfare.

| assume you mean Riviera Dr.? What with the stream on one side and shops on another, that would seem difficult, but |
have no inclination on way or the other without understanding how this would be accomplished.

Other
Comments:

You really need to address the accessibility to E. 2" St. if you don't close the ramp. Call me and come over and spend
some time negotiating the roadway with me on foot and in a car.
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It is time in this study to address bicycle travel through this project. KY 8 in an important bike route and, given the
complexity of the Alternatives, bike lanes on KY 8 are warranted and required by KYTC policies. The consultants
presenting at the 1/16 meeting seemed unaware of these requirements. Fortunately, all the proposed right turn
movements are single lane or combined w/ thru movements — no double right turn lanes. Bike lanes need to be provided
and striped/placed to facilitate through travel along KY 8.

1. If 2b or 5d is chosen, it seems a roundabout could help alleviate some backups at the ramp and Riviera. | believe that
was part of some of the other proposals that were rejected.

2. Very disappointed that bike lanes or other accommodations are not specifically in the plans. Bike lanes on Riviera and
Rte. 8 should be provided. To ignore a legitimate, viable transportation alternative is inexcusable.

3. I endorse Option 1. Per the level of service matrix, you get the same congestion relief as 2b or 5d and about ¥ the
cost. Most bang for the buck, but put in bike lanes.

Alternative 5d is clearly the best.

Alternative 2b is not acceptable — mixing north and south exit 471 traffic in one group is a problem. People will use it to
turn right on Rt. 8 — they will be crossing lanes to do it — causing problems.

Alternative 1 is better than 2b.

* | would like to say that Alternative 1 is an extremely dangerous exit ramp, though. 2b or 5d are acceptable options, but
not Alternative 1.

Why have we not been asked to vote for our preferred proposal from the three remaining ideas?

I am deeply concerned about the 2b and 5d southbound ramps. They'll be @ the same grade as Providence Way as they
pass 3" St. and Lexington. The cars on that ramp will be going a minimum of 50 mph in spite of any preventive measures
taken because it is a straight-away. Traffic won't decelerate until it passes 4™ St. Noise, therefore, will be significantly
increased as a result. Sound barrier walls are never aesthetically appealing and would be an incongruous detriment to an
historic neighborhood. The traffic using the 3" St. ramp, on the other hand, has already decelerated to 25-30 mph by the
time they get to the neighborhood, so the noise is not an issue.

Option 1 impacts the neighborhood in a smaller way than options 2b and 5d. | understand that some people don't like the
idea of an exit ramp in an historic neighborhood. It's not ideal, but it is been functioning for 25 years and if adding another
lane to it provides an acceptable level of service for the next 25 years, given the expanding riverfront population, that is a
smaller adjustment to accommodate than the large scale projects proposed in 2b and 5d.

In reviewing the "Traffic Operations Results Summary," dated 1/16/08, it appears that there is NOT a significant increase
in level of service with either 2b or 5d compared to Alternative 1 and yet they cost $15 million more. Why are they being
considered if they are not significantly better than Alternative 1?

# This is a small smapling of the people in my neighborhood who not only oppose options 2b/5d, but also had no
significant knowledge of the listed Project until | distributed your literature. In a time when few people read local
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newspapers, and our Community groupsd are run by and for a select few, | am surprised that there was no more effort
made to reach out to the Community. A sinmple leaflet drop would have yielded results very different from the opinions
voiced by the East Row social clubs.

Nevertheless, as a busy mother of young children, | have done my best to collect the opinions of my immediate
neighbours. Many have been missed, despite them having verbally expressed opposition. Of the neighbours further
afield, | did not have time to collect theirs.

Perhaps it is not too late to do so, and | ask you to read the included position and consider doing so. Real community
input is so important for a successful Project. (Text of Position paper follows):

Kentucky Transportation Cabinet
Dept. of Highways, District 6
421 Buttermilk Pike

We wish to collectively voice our opposition to the proposed plans of Option 2b and 5d for the I-471 Modification Project.

These options decimate precious green space; remove most of the only dog-friendly park in the area; destroy naturally
occurring sound barriers (in the form of a wooded area) leaving us exposed to the sights and sounds of a major interstate,
and its on and off ramps; bring traffic right into the grounds of the Hannaford building; increase traffic on Sixth Street and
of course, both of these options cost many millions of dollars more that the other two options.

We understand that hazards caused by traffic backing up on the 71 SB must be addressed. We kindly ask that solutions
such as lowering the bridge speed limits, improving signs, and improving the ramp that currently exists at 3" Street (as
per Option 1) be considered as the cost-effective, non-invasive, efficient and logical solution.

Yours respectfully,

THIS POSITION LETTER WAS SIGNED BY 20 RESIDENTS OF LINDEN AVE. AND 6" STREET IN NEWPORT.
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FOLLOWING ARE TWO LETTERS RECEIVED AS COMMENTS
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