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Figure 10. Cumulative Corridor Costs
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Figure 11. Minimum Cost Estimate
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Figure 12. Maximum Cost Estimate
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8.7 Recommended Road Section

The range of solutions was presented to County staff with several subsequent discussions to determine the
best recommendation to provide needed roadway capacity and to promote corridor safety. The
recommended road sections are the ultimate typical sections presented in Section 8.4 above. The
recommended ultimate road section is the basis of the conceptual plan and profile presented in
Figures 13-1 through 13-19.

To maximize the improvements with anticipated construction budgets and projected traffic volume
increases, an interim is also recommended. The difference between the interim and ultimate road sections
are discussed in detail in Section 8.4 and as shown in Figures 9-1 through 9-5. The interim sections are
typically either the construction of the outside lanes shown in the ultimate section, or construction of only
the northbound lanes and grading for the ultimate section.

The interim road section is the solution that provides for existing capacity needs and promotes corridor
safety, while stretching construction dollars. As a result, the first few construction phases discussed in the
Implementation Plan section are based on the interim road section.

In summary, the recommended road section is the ultimate road section. The interim typical sections will
be used initially to maximize the benefits of the proposed corridor improvements.

8.8 Implementation Plan

Due to construction funding constraints, the proposed Meridian Road improvements will be phased as
outlined in Table 31 below. The prioritized phasing is based the analysis of the technical data to include
traffic volumes, crash history, pavement condition, right-of-way and easement needs, and estimated
construction cost. The phases presented in the table are recommended to be constructed based on the
phase number. The phasing table is also a tool to program future construction funding. Recognizing that
construction funding may not be available to complete an entire phase, sub-phases are included.

Table 31. Proposed Construction Phasing for the Meridian Road Corridor

Phase Proposed Improvement Location & Road Section®
la Woodmen Road to Woodmen Hills Drive (ultimate)
1b Woodmen Hills Drive to Stapleton Drive (interim)
1c Stapleton Drive to Rex Road (interim)

2 Woodmen Hills Drive to Stapleton Drive (ultimate)
3a Rex to Ayer (ultimate)

3b Ayer to Latigo (ultimate)

4 Northcliff to Hodgen Road (ultimate)

5 Latigo Boulevard to Northcliff (ultimate)

6° Stapleton Drive to Rex Road (ultimate)

72 US 24 to Woodmen Road (ultimate)

"Based on typical sections presented in Figures 9-1 through 9-5
Improvements beyond 2035 design year

8.8.1. Other Construction Options

The initial round of construction funding is not anticipated to complete the Phase 1 improvements and
potential long-term construction funding shortfalls are anticipated. Thus, modification to the interim projects
must be considered to include limiting improvements between Woodmen Road and Woodmen Hills Drive
to 4 lanes, either maintaining or providing an overlay section over existing pavement between Woodmen
Road and Londonderry Drive, and postponing the inclusion of the raised median, curb & gutter, and
sidewalk as part of the road section. Reducing the overall shoulder width or changing the shoulder surface
material are other considerations when funding is limited. Eliminating these design features may require
some analysis, particularly with postponing the raised median and curb & gutter, to understand the impacts
to the project and adjacent properties.

Regardless of the design feature changes to the interim road section, the ultimate drainage and utility
configuration must be accounted for in the design. The goal is to construct drainage features once with
only minor modifications needed for retrofit to the ultimate road section. Likewise, utility relocations or
conflict mitigation measures should account for the ultimate road section to reduce future coordination
efforts and to incur costs one time.

The Phase 1 improvements will focus efforts between Woodmen Road and Rex Road. The initial
construction funding is $7 million and is not anticipated to cover Phase 1 improvements. The County
desires to have a minimum of two northbound and southbound lanes to meet the intent of the planned
PPRTA funding. In order to achieve the County’s goal, further design based on the ultimate road section is
necessary.

Preliminary Engineering for the ultimate improvements between Woodmen Road and Rex Road is
recommended in order to more accurately estimate construction costs for the ultimate and interim
improvements. Preliminary Engineering will also provide an opportunity to determine drainage and utility
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impacts for the ultimate condition and provides an opportunity to analyze the impacts of eliminating the
curb & gutter.

The recommended first step to move forward with Phase 1 improvements is to complete Preliminary
Engineering based on the ultimate road section. Interim design solutions should be analyzed and
considered to determine the limits and scope of the project to be completed with initial construction funding.

8.9 Conclusion

The Meridian Road Corridor plan consists of a range of solutions considering the ultimate road section in
accordance with the MTCP classification and ECM design standards. The interim road section presented
was based on existing traffic volumes and corridor needs. The range was analyzed based on technical
data such as traffic volume, crash history, utility conflicts, environmental concerns, drainage and water
quality needs, geotechnical and subsurface condition considerations, right-of-way and easement
requirements, and project construction cost.

The analysis resulted in a presentation to the County, along with subsequent discussions, to gain staff
consensus on the recommendation for proposed improvements based on the ultimate road section. The
recommendation also includes provisions for the desired interim improvements. If funding constraints
further limit construction, provisions are presented to further analyze the less desired interim
improvements.

The following two chapters present the Corridor Preservation Plan (CPP) and the Access Management
Plan (AMP) for the corridor. The CPP presented in Chapter 9 identifies the right-of-way and easement
needs required to construct the recommended ultimate road section. Permanent, temporary, trail, and
utility easements are presented in this chapter.

The AMP presented in Chapter 10 documents existing access points along the Meridian Road Corridor,
identifies future access requirements, and compares both to current County standards. This section also
shows recommended access changes along the corridor.
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