
Dixie MPO  

Dixie MPO 
 CONCEPT REPORT  

FY 2014 - 2015 
 
 

PROJECT INFORMATION 
 
A.  PROJECT TITLE:     

I-15 Milepost 11 Interchange  
 
                                                                                                                                            

B. DESCRIPTION:  
Pre-construction activities and construction of an interchange approximately at Milepost 
11 on I-15 to allow an additional  access point into Washington City, thereby reducing 
congestion at Milepost 10. 
 
 
 

C. LOCATION 
Approximately Milepost 11 on Interstate 15 that intersects either Main Street or 300 East. 
 
 

D. SPONSOR:  Washington City 
                                                                                                                    

E. COST ESTIMATE: $ 25 Million ESTIMATE DATE : 1/1/2020  
Explain:  Depending on right-of-way and which location is chosen between Main Street or 300 
East impacts the estimate. It is planned to be about $25 million for Main Street and $40 million for 
300 East. An Environmental document and right-of-way could be pursued immediately and design 
would follow shortly afterwards. Construction would occur in the next few years when funding is 
determined and secured. 

 
F. FUNDS APPLYING FOR  (check all that apply): 
     X   Small Urban,      Other (list Fed, State, other available) 
        FTA 5307,      5309,      5310, or        5311 
 
 
G. PROJECT MANAGEMENT 

a. Contact Person: Michael D. Shaw                                                
  b. Phone Number: 435-656-6317                                                     
  c. Mobile Phone: 435-680-1623   
  d. Fax Number: 435-656-6375   
  e. E-mail Address: mshaw@washingtoncity.org                                                    
 
H. INCLUSION IN LONG-RANGE PLAN (LRP) 
  a. IS THE PROJECT IN THE LONG RANGE PLAN   Yes 

Explain:  It was recently added to the LRP 
I. IS THE PROJECT NEW, AN IMPOROVEMENT, EXPANSION OR REHABILITATION 

TO AN EXISTING SYSTEM?  Explain:  This will be a new project on the existing Federal 
I-15 interstate system. 
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J. WHAT ARE THE PHYSICAL ASPECTS OF THIS PROJECT? 

1. Road: 
a. Facility Design elements:  Local street interchange with on/off ramps 

to I-15. 
b. ADT  Year 2040 14,000 to 18,000 VPD on the interchange ramps; the 

side street will have upwards of 20,000 VPD   
c. LOS  D 
d. Functional Class  Both Main Street and 300 East are minor arterials 
e. Design Speed  30-40 mph on side street 
f. Accident Rate  No accident rate exists since there is not an existing 

facility in place.  
g. Other  Click here to enter text. 

  
2. Transit: 

a. Rolling Stock Specification  n/a 
b. Facility Design n/a 
c. Usage       n/a  

                                                                                                          
 

3. Pedestrian/Bicycle/Trail: 
a. Facility Design Bicycle and pedestrian trail will be considered on the 

side street, especially if existing Main Street undercrossing is 
abandoned, as this could be transitioned into part of the trail system. 

b. Usage  n/a 
 

4. Park & Ride 
a. Facility Design  n/a 
b. Usage  n/a 

 
 

K. Please provide plans, sketches, aerials or designs with this concept report to 
assist in the evaluation of this project. Yes 
 

L. How will the facility, system or equipment be maintained when completed and 
open for service?  It will be part of the I-15 corridor so UDOT will maintain the 
interchange ramps and traffic control at the ramps with the side street. The side street will 
be maintained by Washington City.  

 
 
 

 
 
ADT =  Average Daily Traffic 
LOS =  Level of Service A thru F 
Accident Rate  = per million vehicles miles traveled or million vehicles entering 



Dixie MPO  

 RESPOND TO THE FOLLOWING FOR ANY PROJECT: 
 
PROJECT TITLE: I-15 Milepost 11 Interchange 

 
 

1. Describe how the project is consistent with local plans: It is an identified project in the Capital 

Improvement Plan of the Washington City Transportation Master Plan and it is shown as an 

essential project that is part of the transportation system in the Road Masterplan. 

2. To what extent is the project Regionally Significant? It will allow access to I-15 and in return 

allow local and non-local traffic access to residential and commercial throughout the Washington 

region. It will ease congestion at Milepost 10 that will allow easier access to Washington and the 

east side of St. George. 

3. Purpose and Need: 

A. Describe the need for the project: The problem that the project is intended to 

address is to relieve the growing congestion at Milepost 10 with LOS F by 2020.    

B. Describe the purpose of the project: The purpose is to provide an additional 

access to Washington City that will relieve congestion at Milepost 10, improving the LOS at 

Milepost 10 while not hindering the operation of the mainline of I-15. Safety will improve in the 

Milepost 10 area due to the reduced congestion.  

 

4. Is there any right-of-way or property purchase requiredYes       Explain?  There will be 

multiple parcels that will need to be acquired at either the Main Street or 300 East location. There 

is a large area of City-owned property at the Main Street location that will reduce  the potential 

right-of-way needs. 

5. Is there any utility work or utility impacts?    Yes            Indicate who will do the work and 

who will pay for it.  With any project this size, there will be utility impacts. Any utility work 

will be done by Washington City or negotiated with utility companies outside of the project. 

6. To what extent will access management be improved by this project?  Washington City’s 

access management plan will be utilized for this project. 

7. To what extent will this project improve transportation system Safety?  It will relieve 

congestion at Green Springs and Telegraph Intersection and Buena Vista and Red Hills Parkway 

as well as the merge and diverge areas of I-15 and the on- and off-ramps at Milepost 10 

interchange. 

8. Describe how this project will improve the existing transportation system as it relates to 

the following: 

a. Mobility  It will improve by giving local and non-local traffic another access to I-15 and 

reducing congestion in the Milepost 10 area.  
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b. Inter-connectivity  Connects all of Washington City to I-15 and keeps traffic between 

St. George and Washington flowing in the Telegraph Street/Red Cliffs Drive and Buena 

Vista/3000 East city boundary areas.   

c. Circulation  Allows traffic to move much more freely and efficiently in existing 

Interchange 10 intersections. Downtown Washington will be able to circulate with more 

ease when utilizing I-15.  

d. Facility Usage  It will create another access to I-15, pulling 10% to 15% of the traffic 

from the Milepost 10 ramps. The vpd at the Milepost 11 ramps are estimated to be 14,000 

to 17,000 in 2040,    

e. Level of Service   LOS will improve from F in 2020 to D at Milepost 10. This project 

as well as other Capital Improvements will need to constructed to help the intersections at 

Milepost 10 stay out of LOS F territory. The weaving sections of Milepost 11 on I-15 

will be at LOS D in 2040.  

f. Environment  An environmental document, likely an EA, will need to be completed 

for this project. There are no specific impacts that are known at this time. 
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SELECTION CRITERIA 
 
 
Project:  I-15 Milepost 11 Interchange  
Type:  New Construction  
Sponsor:  Washington City 
 
A project must be given a “yes” rating on items A & B in order to be prioritized. 
 
 
  A.  Is the Concept Report adequate for a complete review?   Yes/No 
  B.  Is the project in the Long Range Plan?     Yes/No   

1. Is the project a high local priority and consistent with local plans?  1 2 3 4 5 
2. To what extent is the project regionally significant?   1 2 3 4 5 
3. Strength of purpose and need      1 2 3 4 5 
4. Completeness of right-of-way or real-estate purchase(s)   1 2 3 4 5 
5. Will utility relocations require UDOT funding?    1 2 3 4 5 
6. Does the project promote good access management?   1 2 3 4 5 
7. Will the project remedy a safety issue?     1 2 3 4 5 

8. To what extent does the project affect the following items?    
  

 a. Mobility       1 2 3 4 5  
 b. Inter-connectivity      1 2 3 4 5 
 c. Circulation       1 2 3 4 5 
 d. Facility Usage       1 2 3 4 5 
 e. Level of Service      1 2 3 4 5 
 f. Environment       1 2 3 4 5 
 

   
 
 
     1 = Lowest 5 = Highest 
 
 
 
 
 
             TOTAL PROJECT SCORE:  ________                              
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PROJECT PRIORITIZATION 
CRITERIA DESCRIPTION 

 
  

A. Completeness of application.  All items should be responded to including non applicable 
questions marked as “N/A”.  Concept Reports must provide enough detail to enable judgments to 
be made, in order to be given a “yes” rating. 

 
B. Inclusion in the Long Range Plan.  Is this project clearly identified in the Regional Road Master 

Plan?  If the project is on the officially adopted map, it may be given a “yes” rating. 
 

 
1) Consistency with local plans.  Has this project evolved through local determination of need and 

political buy-in?  Is it consistent with locally developed transportation or land use plans, 
community and economic development or capital improvement plans?  Where does it rank in 
terms of sponsor priorities?  The higher the local priority, the higher the score. 

 
2) Regional significance.  Has the sponsor clearly described the facts surrounding why this project 

is of regional importance in solving transportation problems that exist from a metropolitan or 
regional perspective?  The greater the regional significance, the higher the score. 
 

3) Statement of purpose and need.  To what extent have studies, research, or other documents 
been used to support and substantiate the need for this project?  Do outputs from the modeling 
process support the project?  Is the statement of purpose and need clear, viable and defendable?  
The stronger the purpose and need, the higher the score. 

 
4) Right-of-way or real-estate acquisition.  To what extent are these elements completed?  Will 

condemnation be required, or does the sponsor have the ability to pay fair market value?  The 
further along this process is, the higher the score. 

 
5) Utility work needed.  State law allows sponsors to require utility owners to pay for needed work, 

prior to, during or after system improvements.  To what extent is the sponsor applying this 
opportunity?  To what extent is the sponsor assuring system integrity after utility work is done?  
To what extent is the sponsor depending upon UDOT Funding to address utility issues?  The less 
a sponsor depends upon UDOT funding to address utilities, the higher the score. 

 
 
6) Access management.  To what extent does the project improve access conflicts and implement 

good access management with regard to adjacent properties?  The better the project addresses 
access management, the higher the score. 

 
7) Safety.  Does the project solve a safety issue or problem, improve accident history, promote 

equipment integrity, or improve safety/security of the user?  Does it improve compliance with 
regard to ASHTO design standards?  The more significant the safety improvement, the higher the 
score. 

 
8) To what extent does the Project affect the following? 
   

a) Mobility.  To what extent does this project promote alternative modes or choices to make 
trips, improve or foster economic development, achieve community social goals, 
accommodate ADA requirements or improve movement of goods and services?  Does it 
contribute to multi-modal transportation?  The more a project contributes to multi-modal 
transportation, the higher the score. 
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b) Inter-connectivity.  To what extent does the project increase convenience and provide 

route continuity within a community and between communities?  Does it accommodate 
high traffic flow?  The more a project accommodates high traffic flow, the higher the 
score. 

 
c) Circulation.  To what extent does the project provide trip circuitry options for travel, 

rather than one directional origin back to destination?  Does it provide interconnection of 
road networks to facilitate many optional route choices?  The more a project enhances 
circulation, the higher the score. 

 
d) Facility Usage.  Will this facility foster improved ridership and satisfaction of trip demand, 

i.e., is there a clear demand for the project?  The more a project satisfies a demonstrated 
demand, the higher the score. 

 
e) Level of Service.  To what extent will this project improve level of service, be it 

increased seat or lane capacity?  Will it resolve a congestion problem?  The more a 
project improves congestion, the higher the score. 

 
f) Environment.  To what extent have environmental issues been prevented, mitigated, or 

managed, and clearances completed?  The further along a project is in the environmental 
process, or the lower the potential for significant environmental impact, the higher the 
score. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
          


