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Summary of Changes between Draft Copy and Final Report of

Southern Meade County Corridor Study
March 31, 2020

1.

2.

Page iv - Abbreviations and Acronyms:
a. Added: TMC - Turning Movement Count
Page 1 - Executive Summary, Study Process:

a. Changed from: “Ultimately, one alternative was recommended based on the
purpose and need, landowner impacts, safety, constructability, and cost.”

b. Changed to: “Ultimately, Alternative 5 was recommended based on the purpose
and need, landowner impacts, safety, constructability, and cost.”

Page 3 - Executive Summary, Study Findings and Recommendations, Recommended
Alternative:

a. Changed from: “The identified corridor would allow the preservation of a future
route and ensure appropriate access management for any potential growth
within the area.”

b. Changed to: “The identified corridor would serve as a guide for future
development and ensure appropriate access management for any potential
growth within the area.”

4. Page 8 — Additional Goals and Objectives

a. Changed from: To manage growth within the framework of the Meade County
Comprehensive Plan Land Use Plan and other comprehensive municipal-plans
(Meade County Comprehensive Plan).

b. Changed to: To manage growth within the framework of the Meade County
Comprehensive Land Use Plan and other municipal comprehensive plans
(Meade County Comprehensive Plan).

5. Page 12 — Study Advisory Team Meetings

a. Dates updated for presentations to the RCAMPO Committee and Meade County
Commission

b. Added “RCAMPOQO” prior to the names of the three committees

6. Page 12 — Public Open House Meetings

a. Removed text: Open house meetings were held to gather feedback from the
general-traveling public and landowners within the Study Area.

b. Inserted text shown in bold under the Public Meeting #2 section: This public
meeting was held concurrent with the individual landowner meetings.
Landowners were encouraged to attend the public meeting as well.

7. Page 13 — Landowner Meetings

a. Changed from: “Many landowners were against the project and preferred the no-
build alternative.”

b. Changed to: “Many landowners were not in favor of the project and preferred
the no-build alternative.”
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8. Page 16 —

a. Deleted text: The Study Area is outside of the Ellsworth AFB Safety Military
Compatibility Area. However, the Ellsworth AFB Noise Military Compatibility Area
does overlap with the eastern half of the Study Area, which has seme building
guidelines.

9. Page 17 - Exhibit 3
a. Changed the location of the label for the City of Piedmont
10. Page 46 — Purpose and Need, Build Alternatives

a. Changed from: Each alternative will provide a corridor that will accommodate
planned growth, which can be preserved for orderly and efficient development.

b. Changed to: Each alternative will provide a corridor that will accommodate
planned growth, which can be used as atool to provide orderly and efficient
development.

11. Page 48, Preliminary Intersection Geometrics

a. Added text shown in bold: Due to topographical constraints and a large stream
crossing, the intersection of Haines Avenue and Alternative 4 could not be
located far enough away from a crest vertical curve such that it didn’t impede the
intersection sight distance.

12. Page 49, Conceptual Construction Cost Estimate Comparisons

a. Added text shown in bold: Some bid items could not be quantified and the
associated costs are assumed to be included in the 40% planning level
contingency.

13. Appendix A

a. Finalized public meeting #3 summary report

b. Redacted all personal contact information including mailing addresses, email
addresses, and phone numbers

14. Appendix C
a. Finalized environmental overview memorandum
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