Table ES-1: Comparison of Alternatives — Measures of Effectiveness (Design
Year 2038} and Preliminary Construction Costs
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existing nes 1S also included in this alternative in Sections 2, 3, and 4 but would not be
tion 1. Improvements would be made to on- and off-ramp structures to address
¥ needs from the expanded roadway and to address geometric deficiencies and
increase safety.

The typical cross-section of the roadway for this alternative consists of three to five 12-foot lanes
in each direction, depending on specific location along the corridor and traffic requirements, with
10-foot shoulders on either side. A variable-width separation would be between these main lanes
and the frontage roads. Frontage roads would include two to four 12-foot lanes with shoulders,

? Estimated construction costs are in 2010 dollars.
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