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Positive Impacts of Reconstruction




Negative Impacts of Reconstruction

» 2.5 Year Construction Project
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Negative Impacts of New Route

» Increases Route L ength
>SR 8£8.0 miles
>New Route - 6.2 miles
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>Substa

< >Estimated cost $114 million
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Typical Areas of Geologic Stability Concern
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Options for Abating Rock Falls

olts and shotcrete

| barriers and catch fences
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@) ROADWAY STABILITY CONCERN AREAS

Roadway Stab




Typical Areas of Roadway Stability Concern







Options for Roadway Stabilization

Drill and install soil nails and rock anchors

Drill and install drains in slope

Replace d retaining walls




Typical Drainage Concerns
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Drainage Improvements

* System f/
IC Inspection
tion following significant rainfall




Positive Impacts of Spot
Improvements




Estimated Cost of Spot Improvements

Rock Fall Mitigation Options

= Vegetation rem v , sc/aling/, shotcrete and rock bolting - $700,000
= Vegetation re al, scaling and*nail and net - $900,000
= Cut 1:1 Slopesf+ $10,000,000 :

Roadway Stabiliz

= Retaining walls
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Spot Improvement Scenario




Negative Impacts of Spot
Improvements
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Environmental Scan
Possible Threatened & Endangered Species
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