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Introduction

 Study Area: US-250 (W. Main

Street) from OIld White Bridge Rd.

to Hopeman Pkwy.

* Online survey available from
January 21 to February 3, 2020

942 449

completed additional
surveys comments

Corridor Overview

(e

US-250 Waynesboro Corridor Improvement Study

v
L
=
@)
O VDOT requests your input on potential improvements to the US-250 corridor in the City
=
TT] of Waynesboro and Augusta County.

This section of US-250 is one of the highest-crash corridors in the
Bl region, with over 200 crashes recorded between 2013 and 2019.
Ll Nearly half of these crashes included injury to pedestrians or
motorists.
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Survey Analysis:
Corridor Properties




Corridor Priorities © Next Task

Order your top 3
4 items above this line 4+

WELCOME <
PRIORITY RANKING ~

Vehicular Traffic Safety

Bicycle Accessibility

IMAGE RATING »
WRAP UP w

What matters most to you? Use this tool to tell us

Roadway Aestheti
e — your top five priorities for this section of US-250.

SCENARIO RATING @

Travel Time / Reliability
e — Please drag 3 of the items

Ease of Making Turns - " above the line in your preferred

order.
Public Transit 2

Pedestrian Accessibility

Property Access

@D suggest another
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By Ranking Average

Vehicular Traffic Safety
Bicycle Accessibility
Roadway Aesthetics

Travel Time [ Reliability

Ease of Making Turns
Fublic Transit

Fedestrian Accessibility

Property Access




No. of Times Ranked in Top 3

Vehicular Traffic Safety

Travel Time Reliability

Ease of Making Turns

Public Transit

266 (58%) 1 137 (29%) 1 131 (25%) 1 15(27%)
149 (24%) 2 186 (40%) 2 219 (42%) 2 18 (32%)
112 (18%) 3 143 (31%) 3 176 (33%) 3 23(41%)
Times ranked: 627 Times ranked: 466 Times ranked: 526 Times ranked: 56
Average rank: 1.595 Average rank: 2.013 Average rank: 2.086 Average rank: 2.143
Bicycle Accessibility Pedestrian Accessibility Roadway Aesthetics Property Access
22 (26%) 1 26 (17%) 1 27 (20%) 1 31 (16%)
25 (309 2 57 (38%4) 2 32 (24%) 2 59 (31%)
37 (44%) 3 67 (45%) 3 76 (56%) 3 102 (53%)

Times ranked: 84
Average rank: 2.179

Times ranked: 150
Average rank: 2.273

Times ranked: 135
Average rank: 2 363

Times ranked: 192
Average rank: 2.370

VDD Virginia Department l= =A| B [:
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Survey Analysis:
Alternatives Survey




Alternatives Survey © Next Task

Existing (No Build) Alt. 1: 4-Lane Divided | Alt. 2: 2-Lane Divided Alt. 3: Roundabout

N
Please rafte this scenario:

Existing (No Build)

Leave existing conditions as is; no m
improvements. The existing configuration :

includes two travel lanes in each direction, a

center turn lane, and no pedestrian or bicycle
accommodations.
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WRAP UP w

Moreaboulﬂis'

Example of existing
. 9 full sccess enfrances
xisting undivided

Safety

Traffic Operations

Direct Property Access

Bicycle Accommodations

Pedestrian Accommodations

Worse than Better than
today * today
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Alternatives Survey

Existing (No Build) Alt. 1: 4-Lane Divided | Alt. 2: 2-Lane Divided Alt. 3: Roundabout

N

Alt. 1: 4-Lane Divided

Alternative 1 incorporates a raised median
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Please rate this scenario:

between Lew Dewitt Blvd. and Hopeman Pkwy.,
corridor-wide signal efficiency upgrades, and
pedestrian accommodations, including sidewalk
to the south side.
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More about this

Propased Ralsed
Median

Safety

Traffic Operations

Direct Property Access

Bicycle Accommodations

Pedestrian Accommodations

Worse than Better than

Example of dverted
tealfc routing

Maintaln two travel
lanas in each direction
Propased Sdewalk
on one side of US 250

IMAGE RATING »

WRAP UP v
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Alternatives Survey © Next Task

Existing (No Build) Alt. 1: 4-Lane Divided | Alt. 2: 2-Lane Divided Alt. 3: Roundabout

Please rafte this scenario:

Alt. 2: 2-Lane Divided

Alternative 2 includes all of the upgrades made
in Alt. 1 while also reducing the number of
through lanes in each direction from two to one,
allowing for bike lanes and sidewalk in each
direction.
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Examgle of diverted
tralfi rouling
Fropased bi
Safety lane in each d

cycle
direction
s Ty ——

—— B

Traffic Operations

Direct Property Access B i
x:’:!{&!m " Preposed single ravel
Bicycle Accommodations - -aremeach direction

Pedestrian Accommodations

Worse than Better than
today * today
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Alternatives Survey © Next Task

Existing (No Build) Alt. 1: 4-Lane Divided | Alt. 2: 2-Lane Divided Alt. 3: Roundabout

AV
Please rafte this scenario:

Alt. 3: Roundabout

Alternative 3 places a multi-lane roundabout at
the intersection of US-250 and Lew Dewitt
Boulevard and adds a sidewalk to the south.
(This can be utilized with Alt. 1, with Alt. 2, or on
its own.)

WELCOME <
PRIORITY RANKING ™

SCENARIO RATING «

Moreabouwis‘

Roundabout maintaining —
two trivvel lanves in bath
directions on US 250

Safety

Traffic Operations

Direct Property Access

Bicycle Accommodations

Pedestrian Accommodations

Worse than Better than
today * today

IMAGE RATING »
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Alternatives Survey © Next Task

Existing (No Build) Alt. 1: 4-Lane Divided | Alt. 2: 2-Lane Divided Alt. 3: Roundabout

N

Existing (No Build)

Leave
impro
includ
cente
acco

Please rafte this scenario:
* + 4 + &

WELCOME <

PRIORITY RANKING ~
IMAGE RATING »

SCENARIO RATING @

Indica

Existing No Build

Bicycle Accommodations

Pedestrian Accommodations

245 M0 156 83 106
(35%) (16%) (22%) (12%) (15%)

Times rated: 700
Average rating: 2.564

Worse than Better than
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Alternatives Survey © Next Task

Alt. 1: 4-Lane Divided

Existing (No Build) Alt. 2: 2-Lane Divided Alt. 3: Roundabout

N
Please rate this scenario:

Alt. 1: 4-Lane Divided

WELCOME <

PRIORITY RANKING »
IMAGE RATING »

SCENARIO RATING @

Maintaln two travel
lanas in each direction
Propased Sdewalk
on ane side of US 250

Bicycle Accommodations

Pedestrian Accommodations [i—

97 59 126 157 95
(12%) (12%) (26%) (32%) (19%)

Times rated: 494
Average rating: 3.352

Worse than Better than
today * today
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Alternatives Survey © Next Task

Existing (No Build) Alt. 1: 4-Lane Divided | Alt. 2: 2-Lane Divided Alt. 3: Roundabout

hvd

Please rate this scenario:
> & & & &

WRAP UP w

Alt. 2: 2-Lane Divided
Altern

in Alt.
throug
allowi
directi

WELCOME <

PRIORITY RANKING ~
IMAGE RATING »

SCENARIO RATING @

Indica

Alt 2 2Lane Divided

¥, 2 i@n:::nmm;» reposed single rave
Bicycle Accommodations - _emeach direction

Proposed Sidewalk
an both sides of US 250

Pedestrian Accommodations

UL

187 80 81 54 54
(419%) (18%) (18%) (12%) (12%)

Times rated: 456
Average rating: 2.360

Worse than Better than

today * today
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Alternatives Survey © Next Task

Existing (No Build) Alt. 1: 4-Lane Divided | Alt. 2: 2-Lane Divided Alt. 3: Roundabout

b7 d
Please rafte this scenario:

WRAP UP w

Alt. 3: Roundabout

WELCOME <

PRIORITY RANKING ~
IMAGE RATING »

SCENARIO RATING @

Alt 3 Roundabout

Bicycle Accommodations

Pedestrian Accommodations

201 54 351 50 96
(44%) (12%) (11%) (11%) (21%)

Times rated: 452
Average rating: 2.527

Worse than

Better than

\vDO

Virginia Department
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Alternatives Survey

Existing (No Build) | Alt. 1: 4-Lane Divided | Alt.2:

S

2-Lane Divided | Alt 3: Roundabout

Alt. 1: 4-Lane Divided

Alternative 1 incorporates a raised median
between Lew Dewitt Bivd. and Hopeman Pkwy.,
corridor-wide signal efficiency upgrades, and
pedestrian accommodations, including sidewalk
o the south side

WELCOME <

PRIORITY RANKING »
SCENARIO RATING «

More about this

Safety -

Traffic Operations.

Direct Property Access

Bicycle Accommodations

Pe Accommodations

Worse than Betertnan
ocey em—

Please rate this scenario.

IMAGE RATING »

Alternatives Survey

Existing (No Build) | Alt. 1: 4-Lane Divided | Alt. 2: 2-Lane Divided | Alt. 3: Roundabout

o

Alt. 3: Roundabout

Alternative 3 places a multi-lane roundabout at
the intersection of US-250 and Lew Dewitt
Boulevard and adds a sidewalk to the south
(This can be utilized with Alt. 1, with Alt 2, or on
its own.)

WELCOME <

PRIORITY RANKING ~
SCENARIO RATING &

More about his

—

Safety

Please rate this scenario:

IMAGE RATING »

Traffic Operations +

Direct Property Access 4l

Bicycle Accommodations +

n Accommodations

Worse tnan Battrthan
ocey em—

WRAPUP @

WELCOME <

WELCOME <

PRIORITY RANKING »

PRIORITY RANKING »

SCENARIO RATING «

SCENARIO RATING «

Alternatives Survey

T

Existing (No Build) | Alt 1:4-Lane Divided | Alt. 2 2-Lane Divided | Alt 3: Roundabout

Existing (No Build)

Leave existing conditions s is; no
improvements. The existing configuration
includes two travel lanes in each direction, a
center tum lane, and no pedestrian or bicycle
accommodations.

‘Traffic Operations

Direct Property Access

Bicycle Accommodations

Pedestrian Accommodations

Worse han Beterthan
oty S—

Please rate this scenario.

* k k * K

# Optional Comment

Alternatives Survey

wnatto co DY RIS

Existing (No Build) | Alt 1-4-Lane Divided | Alt 2: 2-Lane Divided | Alt 3: Roundabout

Alt. 2: 2-Lane Divided

Alternative 2 includes all of the upgrades made
inAlt. 1 while also reducing the number of
through lanes in each direction from two to one,
allowing for bike lanes and sidewalk in each
direction.

Indicators:
Safety

‘Traffic Operations

Direct Property Access

Bicycle Accommodations

Pedestrian Accommodations =

Worse than Betr than
today today

Please rate this scenario.

* k Kk * K

# Optional Comment

IMAGE RATING »

IMAGE RATING »
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Survey comments in favor:

@

Alternatives Survey O exTask

Existing (No Build) [ Alt 1 4-Lane Divided | Alt 2: 2-Lane Divided | Alt. 3: Roundabout

WELCOME <
IMAGE RATING =
WRAP UP

“If U-turns are legal at all nearby stop lights to ensure
drivers can enter any business etc. on either side of the
road, this seems like a good option.”

PRIORITY RANKING ~
SCENARIO RATING «

“‘Reasonable changes, but make sure to allow enough
opportunities to access businesses and properties.”

“I like this idea about as much as the no build scenario.
Although it is a bit of an inconvenience, after
implementation, folks will get accustomed to the new
pattern.”

Alt 1 4Lane Divided

1 2 3 4 3

“That would be a major improvement. Accidents waiting
to happen would be greatly reduced!”

Survey comments in opposition:

57T 99 126 157 895
(12%) (12%) (26%) (32%) (19%)

Times rated: 494
Average rating: 3.352

“So pedestrians are only allowed on one side of the
street? There's only one crosswalk and no access for
pedestrians to businesses on the other side other
street.”

‘Raised median will promote panhandlers.”

VDD Virginia Department m
of Transportation
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Survey Analysis:
Corridor Section Survey




Corridor Section Survey © Next Task

Existing Cormidor Alternative 1 Alternative 2A Alternative 2B

R
Existing Corridor

The existing configuration includes two travel lanes in each direction and a center turning lane.

WRAP UP =
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U5 250 - WEST MAIM STREET
EXISTING COMDITIONS
TYPICAL SECTION
(VARIABLE WIDTH R'W)

SCENARIO RATING &

CENTER TURN LANE

A Foor N .
— — -
[ I
12 12 12
TRAVEL LANE TRAVEL LANE
WESTEOUND WESTROUND

- - -
. . e
12 12
TRANEL LANE TRAVEL LANE
EASTROUND EASTROAUMD

What is your opinion of this secfion?

Strongly| | Dislike || Neutral Like Strongly
Dislike Like

VDD Virginia Department
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SCENARIO RATING @

XD O

Existing Corridor Alternative 1 Alternative 2A Alternative 2B

Corridor Section Survey

N
Alternative 1

Alternative 1 includes two travel lanes in each direction, a center raised median, turn lanes at
intersections, and a sidewalk to the south side of US-250.

IMAGE RATING »

US 250 - WEST MAIN STREET
IMPROVEMENT ALTERNATIVE |
TYPICAL SECTION
(VARIABLE WIDTH R/W)

1" "
TRAVEL LANE MEDAN LEFTTURNLANE TRAVEL LANE
WESTROUND R 14" LANDSCAPED MEDIAN EASTBOLND

What is your opinion of this section?

Strongly|| Dislike || Neutral Like Strongly
Dislike Like

WRAP UP v

\vDO

Virginia Department
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Corridor Section Survey © next Task

Existing Corridor Alternative 1 Alternative 2A Alternative 2B

R

Alternative 2A

Alternative 2A includes one travel lane in each direction, a center raised median, bike lanes in
each direction, turn lanes at intersections, and sidewalk to the north and south sides of US-
2350.

LIS 250 - WEST MAIM STREET
IMPROVEMENT ALTERNATIVE Il (ROAD CHET)
TYPICAL SECTION
(VARIAELE WIDTH RAY]

WRAP UP =

v | 2

e
gz
ugié
-
o
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o
o

IMAGE RATING =

SCENARIO RATING &

0 12

LAMDSCARID: Ol LIFT Tuie

FETESH ILARE 'WITH
MILHAH

What is your opinion of this secfion?

Strongly| | Dislike || Neutral Like Strongly
Dislike Like

Optional Comment

VDD Virginia Department
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Corridor Section Survey © Next Task

Existing Corridor Alternative 1 Alternative 2A Alternative 2B

Do ol
Alternative 2B

Alternative 2B is the same as Alternative 2A, except the bike lanes are removed and the
sidewalk on the south side of US-250 is converted to a 10" shared use path.

WRAP UP w

v | 2
O [=
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ugé
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US 250 - WEST MAIN STREET
IMPROVEMENT ALTERNATIVE Il {(ROAD DIET)
TYPICAL SECTION
{VARIABLE WIDTH R/'W)

IMAGE RATING »

SCENARIO RATING @

16' 12
LANDSCAPED O LEFTTURN
MEDIAN LANE WITH
MEDIAN

What is your opinion of this section?

Strongly| | Dislike || Neutral Like Strongly
Dislike Like
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Corridor Section Survey © next Task

Alternative 1 Alternative 2A Alternative 2B

0 lane.

Existing Corridor

The existing

WELCOME <
PRIORITY RANKING ~

SCENARIO RATING @
IMAGE RATING *

isting Corridor

1 1 1 2
TRAVEL LANE TRAVEL LANE
EASTBOUND

What is your opinion §f this secfion?

S’c_rc:r_mlz,»r Dislike || Neutral Like Strq_:mglﬁ.r 70 115 202 204 110
Dislike Like (10%) (16%) (29%) (29%) (16%)

Times rated: 701
Optional Comment o Next Average rating: 3.241

o
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WELCOME <

PRIORITY RANKING ~
IMAGE RATING =

SCENARIO RATING @

o

Alternative 11

Corridor Section Survey

Existing Corridor Alternative 1 Alternative 2A Alternative 2B

What is your opinion of tf¥s section?

I © e

Strongly
Dislike

Dislike

Neutral

Like

Strongly
Like

 at

Altermative 1

1

2

3

35 94 131 285 119
(5%) (14%) (19%) (44%) (18%)

Times rated: 674

Optional Comment

© Next Average rating: 3.547

\vDO

Virginia Department
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WELCOME <

PRIORITY RANKING ~
IMAGE RATING =

SCENARIO RATING @

o

Corridor Section Survey

Existing Corridor Alternative 1 Alternative 2A Alternative 2B

an, bike lanes in
th sides of US-

I © e

What is yQUr opinion of this section?
Strongly| | Dislike || Neutral Like Strongly
Dislike Like
Optional Comment © Next

Alternative 2A

2 3 4 3

1

224 190 ™ M3 B2
(34%) (29%) (11%) (17%) (9%)

Times rated: 660
Average rating: 2.392

\vDO
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WELCOME <
PRIORITY RANKING ™

Al

SCENARIO RATING @
IMAGE RATING +

)

4 12 12 1 4
B TRAVEL LAKE O [JLEET T TRAVEL LAHE il e
LANE WESTBOUND MECTAN EASTROLIND LAHE

What is your 0@inion of this section?

Strongly| | Dislike || Neutral Like Strongly
Dislike Like

Corridor Section Survey © next Task

Existing Corridor Alternative 1 Alternative 2A Alternative 2B

d and the
ath.

Optional Comment

2

WRAP UP =

Alternative 2B

2 3 4 3

163 178 113 18 77

(F595) (2T9%) (17%) (18%) (12%)
Times rated: 649
Average rating: 2.643

VDD Virginia Department
of Transportation

27



w

Corridor Section Survey © NextTaskc

Existing Corridor Alternative 1 Alternative 2A Alternative 28

Alternative 1

Alternative 1 includes two travel lanes in each direction, a center raised median, turn lanes at
intersections, and a sidewalk to the south side of US-250.

WELCOME <
IMAGE RATING »

50-WEST MAINSTREET
INPROVEMENT ALTERNATIE |
i
ARABLEWIDTHRW)

PRIORITY RANKING ~
SCENARIO RATING

Strongly|| Dislike
Dislike

Corridor Section Survey © NexTask

Existing Corridor Alternative 1 Alternative 2A Alternative 28

Alternative 2B

Alternative 2B is the same as Alternative 2A, except the bike lanes are removed and the
sidewalk on the south side of US-250 is converted to a 10’ shared use path.

WELCOME <
IMAGE RATING »

U5 750 W RASTREET
IMPROVENENT ATERNATIV I (ROAD DIT) |

TVPCALSECTION
ARABLEWOTH AW

PRIORITY RANKING ~
SCENARIO RATING  «

Like || Strongly|
| Like

o e

Corridor Section Survey © extTask

Existing Corridor Alternative 1 Alternative 2A Alternative 28

Existing Corridor
The existing configuration includes two travel lanes in each direction and a center turning lane.

WELCOME <
IMAGE RATING »

PRIORITY RANKING ~
SCENARIO RATING &

What s your opinion of this section?

Dislke Like

[ ] e

Corridor Section Survey © extTask

Alternative 1 Alternative 2A Alternative 2B

Existing Corridor

Alternative 2A

Alternative 2A includes one travel lane in each direction, a center raised median, bike lanes in
each direction, turn lanes at intersections, and sidewalk fo the north and south sides of US-
250

T 350 WA STReT
NPROVEENT ATERIATVE I K0AD DET)
TYRCALSECTIoN

WELCOME <
IMAGE RATING =

PRIORITY RANKING ~
SCENARIO RATING  «

Wnat s your opinion of this section?

Strongly|| Dislike || Neutral || Like || Strongly
Dislike Like

B

CTADS

STRATEGICALLY TARGETED AND
AFFORDABLE ROADWAY SOLUTIONS
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WELCOME <
PRIORITY RANKING ~

SCENARIO RATING «

Corridor Section Survey Oteiask 5

n, a center raised median, turn lanes at
south side of US-250.

4
]
=
=
&
w
Q
<
=

Whatis your section?
Strongly| | Dislike || Neutral || Like || strongly
Dislike || Like

[ ] e

Alternative 1

1 2 3 4 3

35 94 131 295 119
{5%) (14%) (19%) (44%) (18%)

Times rated: 674
Average rating: 3.547

Survey comments in favor:

“I think this would work well. The loss of access would
be a pain at first, but folks would get used to it soon
enough.”

“The middle turn lane is extremely dangerous to
everyone.”

“l like having two travel lanes on each side. The middle
turn lane is the problem.”

“Yuck! Too many vehicles, especially during the
afternoon rush. Please oh please don't reduce through
capacity.”

“In forty years of traveling, shopping, working and
driving through this section of town there is just not a
case for pedestrian traffic.”

Survey comments in opposition:

“Of the alternative options this probably makes the most
sense but | don't like the decrease in accessibility to
properties.”

“Madison Heights heading in and out of Lynchburg has
a version of this and it works and stinks at the same
time. Great for through traffic but not great for local
traffic.”

\vDO

Virginia Department m
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Survey Analysis:
Usage & Respondent Info




Thank You

Final Questions Additional Information

How often do you use this corridor? Thank you for your time and
 Select.. v|

attentionl

WELCOME <
PRIORITY RANKING ™

How do you anticipate using this corridor?
(IDriving [ICycling [IWalking [ITransit

Home ZIP Code
Type. .

IMAGE RATING =+

SCENARIO RATING @

Work ZIP Code
Type..

ﬂdditional Comments
Type...

Provide an email address for future updates.
Type...

B Submit Final Questions

VDD Virginia Department
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Thank You

Final Questions Additional Information

How often do you use this corridor? Thank you for your time and
 Select.. v|

attentionl

WELCOME <
PRIORITY RANKING ™

(IDriving [ICycling [IWalking [ITransit

Home ZIP Code
Type. .

IMAGE RATING =+

How do you anticipate using this corridor? ‘

SCENARIO RATING @

Work ZIP Code
Type..

ﬂdditional Comments _
Type... ‘

Provide an email address for future updates.
Type...

Bl Submit Final Quesiions

VDD Virginia Department
of Transportation




HOW OFTEN DO YOU USE THIS CORRIDOR?

Daily
33%

Infrequently
2%
Monthly

3%

Multiple times a day
33%

HOW DO YOU ANTICIPATE USING THIS CORRIDOR?

Walking Cycling
0 6%
Transit % ’
2%

Driving
85%

NvDOT i
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Thank You

Final Questions Additional Information

How often do you use this corridor? Thank you for your time and
 Select.. v|

attentionl

WELCOME <
PRIORITY RANKING ™

How do you anticipate using this corridor?
(IDriving [ICycling [IWalking [ITransit

Home ZIP Code
Type. .

IMAGE RATING =+

SCENARIO RATING @

Work ZIP Code
Type..

ﬂdditional Comments
Type...

Provide an email address for future updates.
Type...

Bl Submit Final Quesiions

VDD Virginia Department
of Transportation




| & Print Map
|+
WK
AR
24458
24421
24487 24485
24432
24479
24411
24430 2
Craigsville
24459
24439
Goshen
24476
)
\ 24415
24473
24435
)
24483

Arbor Hill

24440

24472

AR AN

Bridgewater 22846
22812 McGaheysville
Mount
Crawford
é 22841
\ 4471
Port Republic
/24486
24467 L
24437 24441
1% 1
\
Voo, 24482 \
42 22932
®
N 24431
7 Cfimora
Staunton 4 o, Y B ,?
-
24401 \ {
Jolivue ) \ 0, i \7
Fishersville /A %
[ 11% N J
22939 /
! | < y. Waynesboro /) Crozet
; - Ladd {
. o /
N\ 22943
Stuarts Draft )\Q"\,“ 1 7
24477
Onan
Sherandc
22920
22952 Greenfield
Ottoway
22958 Lodebar
22931
Nellysford
24464 Beech Grove
22938
Woods:Mill
22976 22967 ?
Fodd 22969

22959

22937

22723

Madison

22731
22709

22973

22
b 22738
22935
22968
22972
22940
22923

22936

Gord
Terrybrook

229

\\-\ Hollymead

D J
22901 &
2291
)
f" 22947
22904 Cct nluuesvmé
22903 \
\
22902
& 22974
Palmyr
22946
22963
24590

Scottsville

© MapTiler © OpenStreetMap contributors



| & Print Map
+
WK
AR
24458
24421
24487 24485
24432
24479
24411
24430 2
Craigsville
24459
24439
Goshen
24476
)
\ 24415
24473
24435
)
24483

Arbor Hill

24440

24472

Bridgewater 22846
22812 McGaheysville
Mount
Crawford
é 22841
\ 4471
Port Republic
/24486
24467 L
ii437 N 24441
\
Voo, 24482 \
—~ 22932
J
N L a3
7 Cfimora
Staunton 4 o, Y B ,?
-
24401 i
Jolivue \ 0 : \7
5 Fishersville A 4
\ ‘\\
EEZR J
22939 /
! | < y. Waynesboro /) Crozet
; - Ladd {
\_, A /i /
e r 7 22943
Stuarts Draft )\Q"\, ~2 v
24477
Onan
Sherandc
22920
22952 Greenfield
Ottoway
22958 Lodebar
22931
Nellysford
24464 Beech Grove
22938
Woods:Mill
22976 22967 ?
oA 22969

AR AN

22723

Madison

22731
22709
22973
22
b 22738
22935
22968
22972
22940
22923
22936
Terrybrook S
229
L Hollymead
\"\
D J
~ '\7«';/’,
< 22901 ¢
3 2291
)
f" 22947
22904 Cct nluuesvmé
22903 \
22902
22959 & 22974
Palmyr
22946
22963

24590

Scottsville

22937

© MapTiler © OpenStreetMap contributors



Key Takeaways

\DO

Virginia Department
of Transportation

CTADS

XY

STRATEGICALLY TARGETED AND
AFFORDABLE ROADWAY SOLUTIONS

37



No. of Times Ranked in Top 3

Travel Time Reliability

Vehicular Traffic Safety

Ease of Making Turns

366 (58%) 137 (29%) 131 (25%)
149 (24%) 186 (40%) 219 (42%)
112 (18%) 143 (31%) 176 (33%)

Times ranked: 627
Average rank: 1.595

Times ranked: 466
Average rank: 2.013

Times ranked: 526
Average rank: 2.086

Bicycle Accessibility Pedestrian Accessibility Roadway Aesthetics
22 (26%) 1 26 (17%) 1 27 (20%) 1
25(30%) 2 57 (38%) 2 32 (24%) 2
37 (44%) 3 67 (45%) 3 76 (56%) 3

Times ranked: 150
Average rank: 2.273

Times ranked: 135
Average rank: 2.363

Times ranked: 84
Average rank: 2.179

Public Transit Property Access
15(27%) 1 31 (16%%) 1
18 (32%) 2 59(31%) 2
23(41%) 3 102 (533%) 3

Times ranked: 192
Average rank: 2.370

Times ranked: 56
Average rank: 2.143

Respondents value
traffic safety, travel
time reliability, and
ease of making turns
above all else.
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The 4-lane section
with raised median
US 250 - WEST MAIN STREET WaS the mOSt We”-
R | ERNATIVE received solution, and

— the only alternative to
outscore the existing
“no-build” scenario.
— — = = == “F _ Respondents

BN BV oopeared fo accept

1 1 ' (AN i 1 5’

R fmme osew wewe  pmme  mege e the trade-off between
safety and direct
property access.




The roundabout and
road diet alternatives
were strongly disliked.

Alt 3 Roundabout

Survey comments in opposition:

2001 54 51 50 96
(44%) (12%) (11%) (11%) (21%)

Times rated: 452
Average rating: 2.527

“People don'’t slow down or use turn signals so a

roundabout would be a disaster.”

“There's only one crosswalk. | can't imagine being

able to navigate my wheelchair through this mess
US 250 - WEST MAIN STREET This only benefits cars. If cars aren't required to

e Pch section stop they will NEVER yield to pedestrians.”

ey “Waynesboro drivers will never be ready for a
Alt 2 2Lane Divided roundabout. You are asking for trouble here.”
1 2 3 = 5

‘Definitely no reducing lanes, too much traffic for
&
._._' 187 80 81 54 54

this.”
A e il k.
ﬁ (41%) (18%) (18%) (12%) (12%)

“We need two lanes from this spot allll the way to
McDonald's, do not single lane a thing!!! We
& 12 16’ Times rated: 456
LANDSCAPED
Average rating: 2.360

bottleneck enough.”
SIDEWALK BIKE TRAVEL LANE MEDIAN TRAVEL LANE sms S|DEWAI.K

LANE WESTBOUND EASTBOUND LANE
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HOW DO YOU ANTICIPATE USING THIS CORRIDOR?

Transit
2%

Walking
7%

Cycling
6%

The overwhelming
majority of respondents
Intend to drive along
this corridor, with few
iIndicating interest In
multimodal usage.
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Thank You!
Additional Information:

http://www.virginiadot.org/projects/staunton/waynesboro and augusta county - route 250 corridor improvement study.asp

\VDOT Wayne o4
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http://www.virginiadot.org/projects/staunton/waynesboro_and_augusta_county_-_route_250_corridor_improvement_study.asp

