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«¥ Study Overview

La Crosse Major Study
= Corridors to be evaluated separately

Project Corridors
o WIS 16 & WIS 157

WIS 35

e S 53 & US 14/61 \

e WIS 16 Downtown

I Viles
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Study Overview >

e Study Limits: WIS 35 to [-90
* Length: 4.3 miles

* SCOpe: \, [ P
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= Safety Improvements y i~
= Traffic Operations Improvements

c h
= Multimodal Improvements !
= Pavement Replacement / Reconstruction e a
= Bridge Maintenance
= Utility Repair / Replacement
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LA CROSSE

Purpose & Need

The purpose of the US 563 & US 14/61
study is to develop alternatives that
improve Safety, address traffic
operations concerns where practicable,
and address existing and projected

infrastructure needs through the design
year (2050).
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LA CROSSE

P r N Screening Results for Flagged Al v
Segments & Intersections along US 53 [l ook

Gillette st illette St btta St bttt

n/St s Logan St - LoganSt dSIL n/St

Safety — Network Screening

Flagged as Safety Sites of Promise

Screening Period % Corridor Intersections
Flagged Flagged

2015-2019 54% 29
2016-2020 54% 29
2017-2021 53% 18
2018-2022 N/A 24
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Safety — Crash History

Total Crashes by Year Intersection
335 Crashes

301
' Type
' B REAR END

w
o
o

Crashes

2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 A ¢ W ANGLE
OTHER

Total US 53 & US14/61 Crashes by Screening Period y ¢
1600 SIDESWIPE
LEFTTURN

1200

m NON-INTERSECTION
CRASHES

s INTERSECTION
CRASHES

800
400

Total Crashes

2015-2019 2016-2020 2017-2021 2018-2022
*Bike/ped crashes accounted for 3% of total crashes during each screening period.
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CORRIDOR STUDIES

Purpose & Need

Safety — Bicycle & Pedestrian Crashes

@ Bike and Ped Crash Statistics 2015-2019

o

Note: Level of Traffic Stress is a nationally-recognized method developed by the Mineta Transportation Institute (San Jose

22

Total Bicycle
Crashes within
the Corridor

O Vehicle Crashes
Influenced by a
bicyclist

A

33

Total Pedestrian
Crashes within
the Corridor

+46 Vehicle Crashes
Influenced by a
Pedestrian

St University) to provide a quantitative method for evaluating bicycle and pedestrian facilities.
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Intersection Bicycle [y

& Pedestrian
Related Crashes

2 Additional bike crashes outside of the
influence area of intersections

@D Very Low Stress Crossing * X=No. of Bicycle Crashes; Y = No. of Vehicular
Crashes Influenced by a Bicycle

}‘.’ﬁ’ X=No. of Pedestrian Crashes; Y = No. of
Moderate Stress Crossing <~ Vehicular Crashes Influenced by a Pedestrian

@ High Stress Crossing 3 No. of Mid-Block Crossing Bicycle Related Crashes

No. of Mid-Block Crossing Pedestrian Related
a School I: Crashes ’

3 Additional pedestrian crashes and 3 additional vehicle
crashes influenced by pedestrians were outside of the
influence area of intersections
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2 Purpose & Need

Infrastructure
= More than 60% of the corridor is

scheduled for pavement replacement

or reconstruction by 2050

= All three roadway bridges within
study limits are scheduled for
concrete overlay by 2050

= Public Utilities will be evaluated for

replacement
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Bridge Rehabilitation Schedule

Pavement Replacement
Schedule

@D Nopavement

replacement
anticipated before
2050

Pavement
replacement
anticipated before
2050

Full reconstruction
anticipated before
2050

+ Vertical Clearance Deficiency

+ Vertical Clearance Deficiency

- Vertical Clearance Deficiency

-« Over CMSTPP rail line

+ Over CMSTPP rail line

+ 25-50 years old
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+ Over La Crosse River

+ Private Pedestrian Bridge,

+ 25-50 years old
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Operations Summary
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Traffic Operations

Main Areas of Concern:

= US 53 & La Crosse St Intersection

= SB US 14/61 (3" St) & Cameron Ave Intersection
= SB US 14/61 (3¢ St) & Market St Intersection i
= NB US 14/61 (4! St) & Market St Intersection |
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Pedestrian
@ Crossing Level of
Traffic Stress

== Purpose & Need

:i;:grc:jnggilities @ eI eI
Corridor =< 14/61 Bus Stops

LIVINGSTION

Multimodal Facilities
= Bicycle
= Pedestrian
= Transit

{=) MONITOR

cgswn V=) ﬁ
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There are no
bicycle facilities
on US 53 south

of Livingston St.
and no continuous
alternative north/
south routes
adjacent to US 53.
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Ped. Crossing LTS Enhanced Ped. Crossing Separated Bike Lane LEGEND

SCONg, ® Very Low Stress B Grade Separated Bike Lane Bus Stop Missing
.‘*\ q'.. Low Stress @ Median Refuge Paved Trail @ ransteromt @ Features/amenities
ﬁ Moderate Siress O RRFB i Ua-\.re LIBIT i Grand River Accessible, Level
m @ High Stress E RRFB & Median Refuge npaved Tral Station @ Boarding Area from
| I — w Existing Trails Hiking Trail Pedestrian Access Route
e — n i —
™ a Paved Trail MNeighborho od Greenway = L
@ Unpaved Trail Bike Share Station () Busster @ eus siopLighting
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Preliminary Alternatives
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Existing Typical Sections
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Preliminary Alternatives

One Way 2-Lane

SPEED
LIMIT 1

30 |!

4-Lane
with two way left turn lane

| 3 2 SPEED !
LIMIT I fy| 1

30) |y

One Way 2-Lane
SPEED :
25 |!

One Way 2-Lane One Way 3-Lane

SPEED ! SPEED _

LIMIT LIMIT

[ I
[ 30 I

4-Lane DlVlded @
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LA CROSSE

&¥ Alternatives

Bicycle Faclility Type

Buffered Bike Lane Sidewalk-Level Cycle Track Sidewalk-Level Bike Lane Separated Cycle Track
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= = Alternative 3
s -  Lane Reconfiguration (Separated
3 Preliminary Alternatives i Sonsuetn 50

Typical Section: Jackson St — Division St

Through Lane Through Lane
nft

Buffer Curb and Gutter
2ft M7
Raised Median N paved Terrace
&% fr 41

Curb and Cutter Buffer
2ft 2t 2
Paved Terrace [J Raised Median e Terrace
St 3ft - 4t
s Sidewalk
3
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Signalized Intersection

“‘% (>
=== Signalized Intersection &
[ | | | Within Downtown g
Fire District (See Note) | &
&
LA CROSSE Two-Way Street &
CORRID TUDIES @ One Way Streets F fuvineston

Note: Overhead structures
cannot be installed at
signalized Intersections within
the downtown fire district,

[ | Overhead signal indications
ot Improvement Concepts
- will not be allowed at these

locations.
Potential Improvements at Signalized Intersections on One-Way Streets '.
Many signalized intersections along one-way streets have sideswipe crash trends. The main | l
contributing factors to these trends are weaving on the approach to the intersection and vehicles p '}
attempting a turning movement from an incorrect lane. To address these concerns, WisDOT is VN i
considering the following improvements. !
‘\ j;
3 ’”.
Improve | - M
Improve = Improve z:;eet u%%\:\%o JACKSON
Markings B /% Crash Sidoewipe %1
3 Reduction T Crach |  GREENBAY
Cemamaran g o S ot S ves ovr cheh e ueyindng sndresueesdemipe | Reguction &
*Source: WisDOT Crash Modification Factor Table *Source: Crash Modification Factor Clearinghouse N\
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Next Steps
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2= Schedule
US 53 & US 14/61 PROJECT SCHEDULE

JUN AUG JUL SEP OCT NOV DEC JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG

| | | | | | | | Draf’tI Envirolnmen}al DoclumentI

Technical
/ Local
Officials LLALE Mtg. Mtg.
Committee 3| #2 #3
Meetings
Public
Involvement
/ Community LALEE Mtg.
Advisory By #2
Committee
Meetings

Study Phase Alternatives Analysis Alternatives Selection Prepare Env. Doc.
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Thank You!
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