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Meeting Agenda

. Welcome and Introductions
Public Information Meeting Recap
Public Survey Results

Review of Preferred Alternatives
Next Steps

Meeting Wrap-up
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Project Vision Statement

Improve roadway safety, mobility and efficiency
to promote safe, convenient and comfortable
travel for motorized vehicles, pedestrians and
bicyclists.




Project Purpose & Need Statement

The purpose of the project is to improve long-term safety, efficiency and mobility on 1.4 miles of
the US Route 3/NH 28 corridor between Alice Avenue/West Alice Avenue and NH Route
27/Whitehall Road. These improvements are needed to address the following issues:

» Congestion; significant intersection back-ups during peak hours, inadequate use of center
turning lanes, and address planning needed for long-term transportation operations.

« Safety; poor sight distance and conflicts between vehicles, pedestrians and bicyclists at
various locations throughout the corridor.

» Access Management; poorly defined driveways allowing uncontrolled access to
US Route 3/NH 28

 Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities; sidewalk discontinuity limiting pedestrian access and
mobility, and insufficient shoulder width to safely accommodate bicyclists.

* Intersection Improvements; traffic signals require ADA and equipment upgrades to improve
preemption, timing and coordination and promote efficient traffic flow.



Public Meeting #1

e Public Meeting #1, February 22, 2022, held

at the Hooksett Town Council Chambers

* Approximately 30 attendees in-person
« 20 attendees online via Zoom

* Project presentation followed by Q&A
 Many questions for specific properties

 Mixed feedback on alternatives




MetroQuest Survey

e Survey open to the public from

February 22 to March 25

e 125 surveys completed

* Demographics
* Average age 45-54 years old
e 41% of respondents use corridor daily

» 38% of respondents live in the area

[ WELCOME] | =

Welcome!

Learn a bit about this inifiative before you begin.
3 i v ’

Hooksett US Route 3/NH 28 Improvements

The NHDOT is working to improve the US Route 3/NH 28 roadway from Alice Avenue to
Martins Ferry Road (NH Route 27). Currently in the preliminary design phase, NHDOT is
looking for input from the public on preliminary design concepts being considered as part of
the roadway improvement project.

The project timeline is slated for the following:

Develop Alternatives: (present-2022)

Final Design: (2023-2025)

Environmental Permitting & Property Acquisition (2024-2025)
Construction (2026-2028)
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[ CORRIDOR IDENTIFICATION ]

[ CORRIDOR DESIGN PREFERENCES ]

[WRAPUP]




* Top 3 Corridor Priorities
* Improve Roadway Safety
* Minimize Congestion

* Minimize construction duration

Survey: Corridor Priorities

Total Number of Selected
Corridor Priorities
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* 136 markers placed

e Safety was the primary focus

e 140 comments

» Additional/Continuous sidewalks

preferred

 Bicycle lanes on both sides of the

road preferred

Survey: Corridor Concerns (cont.)

MAP MARKER SUMMARY

W Map Markers m Comments
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e Signal with added turn lanes

favored over roundabout

e Comment Summary

* Roundabout poses user challenges

» Bike/pedestrian facilities need with

a roundabout

* Like the gateway factor with the

roundabout

Survey: Mammoth Road Intersection

SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION WITH ADDED
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Survey: 3-Lane vs. 5-Lane Roadway

* 3-Lane and 5-Lane options favored equally 3-LANE VS. 5-LANE ROADWAY DESIGN
e 3-Lane Comment Summary e _S:aiFEiE:SCESHWS e
* May not alleviate congestion
e Will this improve safety? h i
* Protected bike lanes preferred . .
* 5-Lane Comment Summary . ] ]
* Looks like bike/pedestrian terror . N
* Alleviates congestion I I ©

* Matches Route 3 past Whitehall Road 3_LANE ROADWAY 5-LANE ROADWAY



Route 3 Design Alternatives




Route 3 typical sections (3-Lane)
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Route 3 typical sections (5-Lane)
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3-lane vs 5-lane comparison

I e O T
TRAFFIC OPERATIONS

oe
Segments ‘

SAFETY

Speed

Left-turns

BIKE/PED. FACILITIES

ACCESS MANAGEMENT




' -lane vs 5-lane comparison (continued)

ROW IMPACTS

4

Mitigation Potential
Parking
Driveways

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

UTILITIES

CONSTRUCTION COST




3-lane project examples

e

Forest Ave. - Portland, ME | o Manchestér St. - Concord



5-lane project examples

NH Route 101 - Bedford



Corridor Identity

5-lane - “a route to drive through” 3-lane - “a place to be”

« Commuter route * Local route

e Promotes vehicular traffic flow * Balances needs of all modes of

. transportation
* Higher speeds P

_ * Lower speeds
* Lower potential for use by

e Lower stress on pedestrians and
bikes

pedestrians and bikes



Signalized Intersections Improvement
Alternatives




LEGEND:
’ Black = Existing traffic lane

= Additional traffic lane
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LEGEND:

' Black = Existing traffic lane ‘)

PO ’ Green = Additional traffic lane
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Mammoth Road Intersection
Improvements (Roundabout)
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Mammoth Road Intersection Comparison
(Roundabout vs. Traffic Signhal)

, Remarks
Roundabout Intersection
Traffic Operations

Safety

ROW Impacts
Environmental Impacts ‘

Maintenance Cost
Construction Cost

Bike/Ped. Facilities
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Next steps

* Determine Town and Working Group preferences

» Select preferred alternatives

 3vs, 5-lane

e Signalized vs. Roundabout at Mammoth Road
* Refine design alternatives
* Public Information Meeting #2

* Working Group Meeting #6



Thank you!

Contact information:
Tobey Reynolds, P.E.
Tobey.L.Reynolds@dot.nh.gov
603-271-7421

New Hampshive

Department of Transportation
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