PUBLIG INPUT MEETING

MEDORA BUSINESS LOOP AND GITY SEGTION
3-094(152)300, PCN 23114

July 27, 2023

E=



" PROJECT OVERVIEW

-094(152)900, PGN 23114, Medora Business Loop and Gity Section

q%

LEGEND

Overlay

Mill & Overlay
| City Section Improvements
[ Little Missouri River Bridge Widening

Bridge’
Widening

East River Kpad

Overlay

Theodore
Roosevelt
I~ National

%

PROJECT
LOCATION MAP

BILLINGS COUNTY
Sections: 21, 22,
23, 26, 27
Township: 140 N
Range: 102 W

isa user generated static output from an Internet mapping site and is
or reference only Data layers that appear on this map may of may not be
ac

oarate, curment, or atherwise reliable.
THIS MAP IS NOT TO BE LISED FOR NAVI GATION

Motes




PROJECT TIMELINE
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PREVIOUS TRANSPORTATION STUDY
CONGEPT EVOLUTION

STUDY GOALS:

1. Completea collaborative and inclusive planning process

2. Evaluate mutti-modal alternatives for Padfic Avenue that
effectively balance needs, opportunities, and challenges

3. Incorporate interchange reconfiguration evaluations with
any potential changes to Pacific Avenue

4, Delineate Presidential Library access and Pacific Avenue
ACcess points

5. Provide transportation recommendations that can be
incorporated into a project that
will be completed ahead of the Presidential Library grand
openingin 2026

PUBLIC MEETING #1
MAY 2022

COMMENTS
RECEIVED

INPUT &
REFINEMENT

STAKEHOLDER MEETINGS
(#4)

P Held in conjunction with Area Planning
( P oy Study, seeking solutions for future..

DATA COLLECTION / ANALYSIS
. " ON-LINE SURVEYS -
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ON-STREET SURVEYS
JULY 2022
ey 0 - ]
| T
Eaccm - ]
g - 5
——— [~
e [ ~ |
= =
_______ []

DATA ANALYSIS

« Histaric July & August
monthly traffic volumes by
day of week and time of
day

0CT2022

PUBLIC MEETING #2

%

TRANSPORTATION STUDY

RECOMMENDATIONS
PRESENTED / COMMENTS REGEIVED

' INPUT &
REFINEMENT

TRANSPORTATION STUDY
RECOMMENDATIONS
FINALIZED
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PREVIOUS TRANSPORTATION STUDY
WHAT WE HEARD/STUDY RECOM M ENDATIONS

4 Focus on Improved Safety and Usability
Provide for Parking and Accessibility
% Implement Aesthetics that Enhance/Highlight Western Heritage

Initial Study Recommendations:
' - y\ Pacific Avenue intersections will not meet traffic demands by 2045

~ Evaluation of potential intersection improvements included:

= Stop control was found to not address existing and future Level of Service
deficiencies.

= Preliminary signal warrant analysis indicated that warrants would not be met
throughout the year with the forecasted traffic volumes.

* Roundabouts were identified as an improvement concept to consider for more
detailed evaluation and discussion, as they would provide:

= Improved traffic operations
= Speed control
= The ability to theme the downtown area with visual or wayfinding features.

4 Pedestrian crossings need to be improved - Bulb-outs and crosswalk
iImprovements were recommended

Comments  Preference

aaaaaa
T Fooun

*  Cuestions on mantenance of rendabouts.

w Tovarists profir e book of & “ron medam brwn’ - No Roundatous

o Wasl mgmi ful roundatous




GURRENT DESIGN PROJEGT

CONCEPT EVOLUTION TO ALTERNATIVES

| concerts

TRANSPORTATION STUDY
RECOMMENDATIONS

HElIl HE\'IEW MEETiN[i
Pedestrian Safety
Intersection Impro\uements

Bridge Concepts

S0
ah
GITY COUNCIL
PHES[HThTI[INS(nmum

Ul Jun 6 - Project Timing, Needs & W

initial concepts

luly 1 - Initial Altematives, seeking
Context

Ae

Envirmnmental
cangiderations
[Matural & Human
Envimaments}

ALTERNATIVES

HES[AIIBHJ’ EIATA ANALYSIS
Pedestrian Saf
Traffic Furwsts
«  Environmental Constraints
+  Right-of-Way Boundaries
+  Parking Altematives
*  Intersection Improvements

MOVED FORWARD
4 Pedestrian Safety - Bulb-Outs/
~ Crosswalks
@ Chateau Road Pedestrian
Connection
@ Cross Section Extension to Bridge
A, Intersection Alternatives

= GROSS SECTION CONCEPTS

Impact Analysis
= Avoidance

= Minimization
= Mitigation

ANALYSIS

AESTHETIC RIGHT-OF-WAY/DESIGN
CONCEPTS GONSTRAINTS

INTERSECTION CONGEPTS BRIDGE CONCEPTS

J!
I»Qng E;i

REFINE PROJECT PURPOSE
AND NEED

Profect Purpose and Keed - The Wiy

et m mveent that s gt neecs
m beritage contest of Medoes

WE ARE HERE CURRENTLY
PUBLIC INPUT MEETING

MEvEgE

PRESENTED ALTERNATIVES SEEKING
PUBLIC INPUT / COMMENTS

s

PEDESTRIAN CONCEPTS  pomimie| - STEERING COMMITTEE

MEETINGS (# 3 T0 DATE)

Discuss concepts, options, look at
context sensitive solutions

RULED OUT

€@ Transit Flex Lane
€ Downtown
Roundabouts

Environmental

Document
completion



BALANGING MEETING THE NEEDS

SAFETY
J ACCESSIBILITY
PROJECT PURPOSE:

" N ' Goods & Servi
Project improvements that address Sl
oroject needs and integrate the unique - Bicyclists
western heritage context of Medora.

LA

Finding Balance
PROJECT NEEDS:

I Maintain or increase parking in the downtown area

@ Improve consistency of the Pacific Avenue roadway cross section and the
=/ Little Missouri River bridge section

A Address pedestrian and vehicular conflict conditions

Address forecasted traffic operational deficiencies at the E River Road N
<= Intersection

Improvements that are consistent with the local western heritage theme




PROJECT BASE ELEMENTS

Access maintained to

,___,, =\ = Extend Downtown Cross Section from
‘\ /, . EastRiver Rd N to Chateau Road

__porkino aaded for
S FV/VASTTIUCKS WD Trailers }-"

= Three lane cross section with shoulders

= Added pedestrian sidewalk connection (south side) from
downtown to Chateau Road

= Added parking, including area for larger vehicles

Pedestrian connection across
Bridge 1o Chateau Road

= Bridge Widening (Little Missouri River Bridge)
= Three lane cross section with shoulders

= Added pedestrian connections on south side of Bridge to
Chateau Rd

= Mill & Asphalt Overlay

= Throughout project length - including downtown




PAGIFIG AVE GROSS SEGTION IMPROVEMENTS
ALTERNATIVE IMPROVEMENTS

= Alternative 1- No Build

= Alternative 2, Option 1-12-foot Travel Lanes
with Sharrows

= Matching existing travel lane width (12-feet)
= Sharrows - identifying sharing the road with bicycles
= No change in lane striping

= Alternative 2, Ochion 2 - 11-foot Travel Lanes,
Sharrows & Parking Improvements

= Narrowed lane widths and wider parking stalls result in slower
speeds and more room for parking

= Increased parking - Add more efficient striped parking stalls




PAGIHB AVEN“[ GHUSS S[G“UN purpose & Need Compatibility
ALTERNATIVE 7- N0 BUILD

Note: Proposed improvements are only within
the roadway (asphalt) area

Overview: |

= Maintain current cross section S ' it -
. Parking Common Lane e Two Way Left Tun BESEE  Common Lane Parking

= Maintain current parking =r 8t ELT 12t B Ll

e ADVANTAGES:

e DISADVANTAGES: Does not alert drivers to bicycles
% Pl = (Continued speed concerns

Busingg 3 i
pam:s = |nefficient parking in downtown

No additional cost




PAGIFIC AVENUE GROSS SECTION "= ™™"
ALTERNATIVE 2, 0PTI0N 7 - 12 FOOT TRAVEL LANES WITH SHARROWS

Note: Proposed improvements are only within
the roadway (asphalt) area

- | King Common Lane “==  Median
—— 12": B 13 f.l
= Match current cross . ! . (see alternatives for
section and lane widths : i e T type)

= SNArrows: pavement
markings that indicate
bicycles and cars share the
road

= Multl-modal - Bikes will
share roadway, other
(scooters, segways, etc.)
would stay the same

Sharrows

SAFETY
ACCESSIBILIY

ADVANTAGES: » Maintains current parking
Blcysyjsgs 31 = Better identification of bicycle use
% ey DISADVANTAGES: = None




Purpose & Need Compatibility

PAGIFIG AVENUE GROSS SEGTION

ALIERNATIVE Z, OPITON Z- 11-FOOT TRAVEL LANES, SHARROWS &
PARKING IMPROVEMENTS

Overview:
= (hange striping - Narrow

Lane widths to 11-feet from
existing 12-foot width

SNarrows: pavement
markings that indicate
bicycles and cars share the
road

Parking- painting parking
lines would allow for more
parking downtown

SAFETY

ACCESSIBILITY
. senees

o

—

Note: Proposed improvements are only within
the roadway (asphalt) area

~ ““Poiiing® . fcommon lang™*" . Commonlane  parking

i (SeB alfemaives for ks,

Sharrows \

ADVANTAGES: Increased number of parking stalls in downtown area
Allows for Bike traffic to share the road

Speed reduction with narrowed lanes

DISADVANTAGES:



¢ = PEDESTRIAN CONDITIONS

= Multi-generational users during peak tourist
season

= Medora - Family destination, need for safe
pedestrian crossings for everyone

= Poor sight conditions due to Parking/large vehicles
= Near miss accidents are common safety concerns
= 50-150 pedestrians an hour at various locations

= Only one existing marked crosswalk at 4th Ave




68 Conflict
Points 3

60 Conflict
Points

e ains PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS

BUID-0UIS reduce vehicles speeds by narrowing the roadway while
shortening pedestrian crossing distances

PrOVide better visibility of pedestrians waiting to cross

Pedestrians - 4t St Example:

= Distance to cross currently: 56 66t

= More vulnerable pedestrian walking speed: 3.5 1/8
= Time to cross: 16 SECON0S

DANISH OFF-SET
CROSSWALK

Danish 0ffSets turn
pedestrians toward
opposing vehicles and
provide pedestrian refuge

bulb-outs, and Danish off-set crosswalk, distance to cross one
estrian walking speed: 3.5 Tt/$

= Addi
lane: 12 feet

= More vulnerable

= Timeto cross: 3.4 SECONGS

PEDESTRIAN SAFETY

B =

71 Conflict
i

|

e

=— =N

~= .~ 1597 Gonflict
Points

PEDESTRIAN & TRAFFIC STATISTICS

Design Speed: 20 MM
Pedestrian Walking Speed: 3.5 fl/3
Sight Distance to Vehicle:
—NearLane: 264 feel
| Farlane: 572 6]

Purpose & Need Compatibility
&

121 Conflict
Points |

a09 TOTAL
GONFLICT

A IR

= T 0
ot &=

PEDESTRIAN CONFLICTS
INTERSEGTION GONFLICTS

Pedestrians

= Jvehicular Conflict Points

= 12 Pedestrian Conflict Points

2 Pedestrian
Conflict Points

Raised Median
Channelization

= Only 2 Pedestrian Conflict
Points

= Shorter Crossing Time - Use of
Median & Bulb-outs



PEDESIHIAN cHﬂSSINGs IGHANNE“ZA"“N Pumose&Neezomuatinilitv

PEDESTRIAN SIGNAGE FAHGU 191" AVE GASE SIUI]Y PEDESTHIAN CROSSING

! ! ' t
OPTIONS: 2t Sy, AR £ asting BEFORE
= Signing v
= Curb Ramp Modifications
= Flashing Beacon

= Others? \
CROSS ONLY ) B
L e ' : stmiiniin
= 30
CROSSWALKS USEDISIGHATE T 30 mph roschiay
— CAOSSIVALK N = “Before” Condition
f— -
%, o

4(—-?_‘:¢ ._._.@#;ﬂ '_-_!I?:;_._?T_ ._ p‘_ B _._ e
B il Boies e e — =

= 2014-5 - Added Mid-block controlled

EXISTING PEDESTRIAN RAMP DEFIGIENGIES Rpmsiipl

= Directed pedestrians to crosswalk area
= Raised island in median along with vertical

- s T 3 . ]
- - fooe/ ¥
- Hﬁﬁuségnal l Landscaping

PEDESTRIAN CHANNELIZATION (DIRECTED) EXAMPLES

BELLEVUE, WA DESERTSPRINGS, AZ




- AESTHETIC TREATMENTS
POSSIBLE MEDIAN TREATMENTS

Vegetation / Gfﬂﬂiﬂg | Retaining Wall




Purpose & Need Compatibility

._..{"j\__..

POSSIBLE MEDIAN TREATMENTS

SALOUN




P[DESIHIAN cﬂnsSINﬁs puTDase & Need Compatinilty
ALTERNATIVE 7- NO BUILD

= |Leave marked pedestrian crossing at 4th Ave

= Number of locations (2)
= Conflict Points (509)

SAFETY

AGCESSIBILITY

i ADVANTAGES: = No cost
DISADVANTAGES: = Does not address pedestrian safety concerns

Ssag . . .
Pitking = Increase in safety risk as traffic increases

7/5




" PEDESTRIAN CROSSINGS BE4 L0
ALTERRATIVEZ, D717 7- WID-BLOCK 8 CORNER PEDESTRIAN CROSSINGS

=Expanded number of locations: (6] R i
=Mix of Channelization* [3] and Standard (3] Crosswalks e i s AN i v

(=1 I [}

=Conflict Points (212) asgall Bl uls _

*Channelization = raised median with bulb-outs and Danish Offset crosswalks

Key

COS alk o b 1 2T T A . 5 : o : L TN e
=Standard 4 sl e Y RS ) | L _ ,f - .
Crasswalk : ! oy - %8 ' . wh . ¢ 4 ¢ P ; s
= Rai edian % i ' 7 .~ Ak "' o . ) e \ % - 3 e e
- g ’ > 3 - - A
= N, ? o ' . : - : 1) 9 2 - ‘b K- -
2 g s - e P *
T DN 3 X r o % TR0 ol ‘ Raised. ME[IlEIﬂ island oh
e P te
/ \ Existing > % :

N, Crosswalks

L

- -

5

s el =

s

SAFETY
ADVANTAGES: = |mproved pedestrian channelization and crossing safety

= Channelization focus in areas of greatest pedestrian concentration
g | DISADVANTAGES: = Modifications in access and intersection turning

A



PEDESTRIAN CROSSINGS
ALTERWATIVE 2. OPTION 2- MID-BLOCK & CORNER PEDESTRIAN CROSSINGS

=Expanded number of locations: (6]
=Mix of Channelization* [} and Standard [4) Crosswalks

=Conflict Points [315)

*Channelization = raised median with bulb-outs and Danish Offset crosswalks

Key

IJ =Danish Off-set [+
Crosswalk * LA
| =standard ¥

Crosswalk
= Raised Median

"2 Bisting
S Crosswalks

SAFETY
ACCESSIBLITY

ADVANTAGES: » Improved pedestrian channelization and crossing safety
Pedestrians | Goods & Services v Sy . A
" Boyeists | = Channelization focus in areas of greatest pedestrian
[ parking ] concentration

y ¥ DISADVANTAGES: = Modifications in access and intersection turning



S0

=Expanded number of locations: (6]
=Mix of mid-block channelization* [3) & standard (3]

crosswalks

-confllct Points (197)

*Channelization = raised median with bulb-outs and Danish Offset crosswalks

PEDESTRIAN CROSSINGS
ALTERNATIVE 2. 0PTION.3- MID-BLOCK & CORNER PEDESTRIAN CROSSINGS

, "-E'xi'stiliu e
7 QUIOSSHAKS) - \'§ 4(

A v - -
o
VIR A e

SAFETY
ACCESSIBLITY

-

[ Bioyclists SN busineses |
[ venices R Parkiig

A

ADVANTAGES: » |mproved pedestrian channelization and crossing safety
= Channelization focus in areas of greatest pedestrian
concentration

DISADVANTAGES: = Modifications in access and intersection turning




" PEDESTRIAN GROSSINGS BO 406

ALTERNATIVE - M1D BLOGK DANISH OFFSET CROSSWALKS/BULB-OUTS /
CENTER RAISED MEDIAN

=Expanded number of locations: (4] o

=Focus on channelization* & safety — 'ff E I .‘ .

GUHTIIC’[ Points (107]

Channelization = raised median with bulb-outs and Danish Offset crosswalks

ssssss

ssssss

ALLESS Y ADVANTAGES: * Comprehensive pedestrian channelization
= = Highest Safety Benefits - reduced conflicts
[ Bieyelists | DISADVANTAGES: = Largest number of modifications in access and intersection turning
[ parkng | = Highest cost/longest construction period

A



" INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS
INTERSECTION ANALYSIS AT EAST RIVER RD N

INTERSECTION CONTROLS TYPE MFIl[J]N2[|}]I?I'gﬁ - 2043 FUNGTION Meets GONCLUSION
“"“"Eﬁféﬁi@u NO BUILD « Intersection would continue to
Traffic back up and delay and frustrate
LR vy @) Backed up 275 ft SB Backed up >1,000 ft AfNere
v @ MINOR-STREET STOP E E ® * Intersection would continue to
Year " CONTROL back up and delay and frustrate
Backed up 125 ft SBL  Backed up 525 ft SBL drivers
. ALL-WAY STOP-CONTROL | C | F | ® «  Intersection would continue to
| Levelorsenice £05) back up and delay and frustrate
H Backed up 600 ft WB  Backed up >1,000 ft drivers
- _ wa' ; RESTRICTED CROSSING U- + Modified “Bowtie” concept tied
g to roundabout at Chateau Roa
TURN INTERSECTION (RCUT) A A v dabout at Ch d
“‘ Backed up 125 ft EB  Backed up 125 ft EB o Left Turn restrictions
ﬂahm HIGH T UNSIGNALIZED D F ® Not enough room for merge
E Backed up 150 ft SB Backed up 825 ft SB movement
R ROUNDABOUT A A v~ * Wouldworkwith traffic for next
’m Backed up 125 ft EB  Backed up 125 ft EB 20 years
SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION * Intersection does not meet signal
EVALUATED WA R arans
ROUNDABOUT

MINOR-STREET STOP-CONTROL

All WAY SII]P l}IJNlHIJl

HIGH-T UNSIGNALIZED

SGNALIED INTERSECTON




Purpose & Need Compatibility

INTERSEGTIO
ALTERNATIVE T-

PROVEMENTS
DD e

National Park Entrance

N
N

M
B

|
0

= Stacking and delay conditions to
increase as traffic volumes will
continue to grow

= Concerns with right turns stacking on
Pacific Ave and Left turns from East
River Road N onto Pacific Ave

SAFETY ,
ADVANTAGES: No changes
Lowest cost

ﬂmm,

Bisingggg,

DISADVANTAGES: Does not meet Purpose & Need
Failed long-term function standards

Traffic stacking to turn onto Pacific Ave will increase

Uy

Pamﬂg




INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS ~ "so™"
ALTERNATIVE 2- CHATEAU RD ROUNDABOUT

Note: This alternative also shows the Pacific Ave Cross Section base
improvement from E River Rd N to Chateau Rd.

Roundabout
With sidewalk/
Multi-use Trail

Little Missouri River

Add Right %

-
Restricted Left Turn Out TurnLane |2

~ hoomsstoChimney Park (RCUT)
will be maintained

E River R N

e

Pacific Ave

———

Channelizing Island

BNSF Railroad

SAFETY ADVANTAGES: » Improved traffic operations

ACCESSIBILITY » Multiple lanes to maintain traffic flow
Pedestrians occibosines DISADVANTAGES: = Increased Maintenance Costs

Bicyelists
[ farking

Vehicles

| A

» |mpacts to railroad property at Chateau Rd




- INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS ~ "&'e™2¢"
ALTERNATIVE 2- CHATEAU RD ROUNDABOUT

Would require: temporary
constiction easement

Jpl/o/1 7- One Lane Roundabout* Jpi10/1 7- Two Lane Roundabout*

ADVANTAGES: *  Reduces left turn stacking at E River Road N ADVANTAGES: = Reduces left turn stacking at E River Road N
= Allimprovements inside existing right-of-way (easement) =  Eliminates main traffic flow delays when trains come
DISADVANTAGES: = Indirect traffic flow through

DISADVANTAGES: =  Impact to BNSF Railroad Property

*Note: Roundabout location and orientation to be further refined as part of final design.



INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS ~ "5'e" %"
ALTERNATIVE 3 - ROUNDABOUT AT E RIVER RD N

No anticipated impact g g L e

to north of existing
iontotway -

o Note: This alternative also shows the Pacific Ave Cross Section base improvement from E River
s Rd N to Chateau Rd.
11,000 surtl < T -

il Would lso require
el - temporary construction

Ea— gasement

~ Access to Chimney Park
Will be maintained

E River Ro N

! II
i e
[ 1
e Y
z —
Vi
A

e

BNSF Railsroad

SAFETY ADVANTAGES: = Improved future traffic operations
e = Reduced intersection conflicts - safety enhancement
Pedestrians Gioods & Services :
DISADVANTAGES: = Impact to BNSF railroad property
Venicles [ parking | .

Change in Access to National Park / Need for Entrance Station Relocation

| A



" AESTHETIC TREATMENTS
WAYFINDING/INTERSECTION ELEMENTS
Wayfinding Examples

= Qpportunity to provide assistance
and direction to visitors in finding o _
parking, historical sites, etc. through ~ DIfectional Signs Examples
Medora

] Directional Signage could prOVide Vehicular Directional Pedestrian Directional :

notification to RV/Large Vehicle

. . : RV, TRUCK, RV AND LARGE
drivers of accessible/ convenient AND TRAILER TRUCK
parking near Chimney Park along b s
Pacific Avenue

|ﬂ[_BfSB[}[i0ﬂ Example E

lements




" GONSTRUCTION TIMING

Design focus on mitigating construction impacts during peak season

CONSTRUCTION Nov

/
/
F
/!
/s
MINIMAL CONSTRUCTION nac- | May 2024 - Nov 2025
: CONSTRUCTION PERIOD - SUBSTANTIAL -
it ot | T 1 o

Jun 2024 Jul 2024 Aug 2024 Sep 2024 0ct 2024 Nov 2024 Dec 2024 Jan 2025 Feb 2025Mar 2023 Apr 2025 May 2025 Jun 2025 Jul 2025 Aug 2025 Sep 2025 Oct 2023
May-24

Mar-23 SIJuHcStTi%I&AI_ Jun 2026
Natice to Proceed CONSTRUCTION
1121123 0ct 2023 May 2024
PUBLGINPUTETNG gy pOcypfENT — DESIGN COMPLETION Gggfﬁm%wq GOMPLETION
COMPLETION N ° .
|
CONSTRUCTION PERIOD - SUBSTANTIAL i e
Jan 2024 7 ’ Jan 2025 \ \Jnll\l?[]?[i Jul 2026
Jan-23 / TR 0ct 2025
p 5 Substantil
ﬁ Te. sl
m o \nmn.e ion

Nov-25



WE WANT YOUR INPUT

Fill out a comment form here or email written
comments to comments@civilscience.com
with “Public Input” in the subject line

NDDOT CONSULTANT:
Civil Science Inc.,
Kyle ). Comer, PE Project Manager

NDDOT PROJECT LIAISON:
Chad Frisinger, PE

ONGOING PROJECT INFORMATION:

dot.nd.gov/MedoraBusinessLoop

SCAN ME




Stormwater and the Construction Industry

Construction Phasing

Protect Natural Features Vegetative Buffers

Minmze cenring. EpCsSd for iong PEnOds of BmG.
MmMES 99 SMoWT of Auposed ok +  Schoduis or fnd pracng o smel s

* Frowect ard nsisll wegeinive buffers along weisrbodes o
sl st Filler ot runcil

+ Ky And prokect i e adsling wgelEon, sch - Install ey sedment GOl Draclions Defre St gradng % mowng of = o
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Silt Fencing s ol e e o e
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Maintain your BMPs!

www.epa.gov/npdes/menuofbmps : = S ety et e e

500N 53 NG SIFINONS NGLE DEEN COTDIEIeT.

+  Incpoct and mantsin S ences ST GECh MERESm.
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- Gecursly atach the materal 1 The Siakes.

= Dontdace it fences In he Modc o7 @ Wilsrway o U539 1hem a2
A chaci gam

= MEkE G st 5 ot flowing rmund the S Rencs

Storm Drain Inlet Protection

Construction Entrances

Dirt Stockpiles

- Lse mok of e aporooriate matenal 1o cover the storm.
b

= Remove mud and 9 Tom B Dres of constucion vahicks: ‘drin maet i fifer ouf rash and
ke they el @ e radwEy. 2 R -
- Prgey e wehicies. 1 0.2 nehas In diamaten.
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Stormwater and the Construction Industry

Planning and Implementing Erosion and Sediment Control Practices

S smvion J futey % oreim et s o pisenhs e e s e v B

et
mq—u g th el

Developlng and Implementing a Plan

e o P e T s s
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4. Certification and Notification
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Erosion and
sedimentation control
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as good as their
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5. Implementing and
Maintaining a Plan
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6. Completing the Project:
Final Stabilization and
Termination of the Permit

An ounce of prevantion is worth a pound of cure! It's far mor afficiant and cost-
silective to prevent pollution than it is to Iry o comect pmblcml later, Installing and
aintaining simple BMPs and poluti on sile can greatly
reduce the potential for stormwater poliution and can alao save you monay!
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For more information visit - www.epa.govinpdes/stormwater or

www.dot.nd.gov/divisions/environmental/storm-water/storm-water-management.htm




