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PRELAMARY WEST BYPASS ATERNATIVES

13708 113 North / South Study

Description of Alternatives

e Most western bypass alternatives pass well west of Milford.

@ Alternative alighments chosen to minimize natural resource
impacts associated with ponds west of Milford.

o All alternatives include an interchange with SR 14.
o Alternatives 4 and 6 also include an interchange with SR 36.

© Alternative J forms a very close-in bypass of the Kent County
portion of Milford.

o Public opinions:

- “Requires too much new road.”
- Greater resource impacts than eastern bypass alternatives.
- May encourage more development west of Milford.

e Length:
- The existing length of US 113 in the study area is 11.2 miles.
- Alternative J is 11.8 miles long, including 3.1 miles of new
highway.
- The other western alternatives vary in length from 12.3 to 14.5
miles, including between 8.3 and 11.5 miles of new highway.
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Working Group Recommendations

WEST ALTERNATIVES

¢ There was consensus among the Working Group members to
recommend to DelDOT that Alternatives |, J, L, M, O, P, 4,
and 5 NOT be retained for further consideration.

© There was consensus among the Working Group members to
recommend to DelDOT that Alternatives GN6 and HKN6 be
retained for detailed study.

Western Bypass Gonclusions

@ All western bypasses appear to be effective in reducing
traffic on US 113 in Milford.

o All except J have substantial resource impacts compared to
the eastern bypasses.

o Of the 51 public comments received on the western bypasses
at the last workshop, 38 were negative. Few were directed
toward specific alternatives.
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