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How Did We Evaluate 
the Options?

Safety

Environmental
Hazardous Materials
Historical & Cultural Resources
Water Resources
Land Use & Jurisdiction
Socioeconomic
Non-discrimination & Equity

Operations
Duration of Congestion

Travel Times
Volume/Capacity

Person Trips
Vehicle Miles Traveled

Vehicle Hours Traveled
Average Speed

Engineering
Footprint
Design
Right of Way Impacts
Cost
Replacement of Infrastructure

Consistency with 
Public Feedback

Enhances Existing System Use
Improves Travel Time 
Reliability
Practicability

Replaces Deficient Infrastructure
Agency Support

Alternative Adaptability
Programming Flexibility

Enhances Safety
Reduces Congestion Duration

Improves Travel Time
Disproportionate Impacts to 
Disadvantaged Communities

EVALUATION CRITERIA

ALTERNATIVES

349 IDEAS

CORRIDOR MASTER PLAN RECOMMENDATIONS

What if we only maintain existing infrastructure?
What if we focus on necessary spot improvements?

What if we focus on reconstructing old infrastructure?
What if we focus on adding lanes?

General Purpose Lanes
High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lanes

Express Lanes
HOT/Toll Lanes

EVALUATION CRITERIA

The study team started the evaluation process by identifying a wide range of ideas and possible 
solutions to meet the needs of the corridor.  Those ideas were filtered through several levels of 
technical screening and analysis.  Ideas that met the evaluation criteria moved forward in the 
analysis, while ideas that did not were eliminated from further consideration.  This process, depicted 
below, is similar to a funnel where ideas are evaluated or “filtered.”  The Corridor Master Plan 
Recommendations reflect the best performing strategies and alternatives evaluated.


