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1. Introduction 
This report presents the public outreach efforts conducted to date for the New Mexico Department of 
Transportation (NMDOT) on the NM 333 & NM 217 Intersection Safety Improvements, control 
number A312290 (Figure 1). This project is assessing the intersection of NM 333 and NM 217 to 
identify what issues exist and identify potential improvement options. In early 2025, the NMDOT 
completed an Intersection Operations and Safety Report for this intersection. This report identified a 
significant number of crashes during the time of the study, and a noticeable speeding issue at the 
intersection. The report recommended that improvements be made at the intersection to increase 
safety. Any improvements proposed at the intersection will affect the surrounding community, so 
receiving input from the public, particularly those who use the intersection frequently, is important in 
identifying existing issues at and considering potential improvements. This document describes the 
efforts taken to date to engage the public, identifies and responds to the concerns and questions 
about the project, and documents the feedback received. 

2. Public Outreach Efforts 
To thoroughly engage the community and stakeholders throughout the project, the NMDOT 
established a project website, initiated a public survey, and held a public meeting. Each of these 
efforts is described below, along with the next steps planned for the public outreach and project 
development process. Outreach material did provide guidance to the public on how to request 
translation services or ADA compliant materials. However, no translation services were requested at 
any point of the outreach.      

2.1 Project Website  
A project website was created by the NMDOT and went live on February 10, 2026 
(https://www.dot.nm.gov/nm333-217-improvements/). Information found on the website includes a 
project overview, discussion of intersection safety concerns, the safety analysis conducted, 
considered improvements and recommendations, and a timeline for the project. Additionally, the 
website provides visitors with an opportunity to join the project’s contact list, submit questions and 
comments, and to email the project team directly. The project website remains active; however, 
public comments and questions related to the April 2, 2026 public meeting are no longer being 
accepted via the website. The website will remain open and this summary and future materials will 
be uploaded to the project website. Future public meeting details will be shared on the website and 
the corresponding event page. After the second public meeting, the website will again provide an 
opportunity to submit comments and questions during the specified comment period. 
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Figure 1: Intersection Improvement Area 
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survey on their website. The NMDOT press release, 96.3 KKOB website discussion, and KOAT 7 news 
articles can be viewed in Appendix A. 

2.2.1.5 Newspaper Advertisement  

A newspaper advertisement was published in the March 2026 edition of the community newspaper, 
TheIndy. A copy of the advertisement stated the purpose of the project and encouraged readers to 
take the survey. The newspaper advertisement can be found in Appendix A. 

2.2.2 Survey Results  

At the close of the open survey period a total of 1,484 community members had provided responses 
to the survey. Public comments regarding concerns at the intersection generally discussed three 
issues: 

• High speeds approaching the intersection 

• Significant traffic congestion during the peak travel hours (morning and evening rush hour) 

• Dangerous turns that lead to severe and deadly crashes  

Additionally, responders provided preferences for what should be constructed at the intersection. 
The breakdown of responses were: 

• 99% of respondents agree that improvements are needed 

• 44% preferred a signal  

• 32% preferred a roundabout 

• 23% had no preference, just want improvements 

These concerns and preferred alternatives expressed by the community were reviewed by the project 
team and considered prior to proceeding with any selected alternative. These responses were 
considered during the broader post public meeting comment period as well. The list of all responses 
to the survey can be found in Appendix C.  

2.3 Public Meeting 
On April 2nd, 2026 the NMDOT and the project team hosted a public meeting for the community 
regarding the NM 333/NM217 Intersection Safety Improvement project. This meeting was held at 
the Estancia Valley Classical Academy, between 6:00 PM and 8:00 PM. This venue was selected due 
to its capacity to hold up to 125 members of the community, and its proximity to the project location.  
The purpose of the meeting was to inform the community of the project, provide background 
research on the intersection and why it warrants improvement, share initial alternatives considered 
and the results of the 2025 safety and traffic flow analysis, and solicit community feedback 
regarding potential improvements to the intersection. The meeting involved a 30-minute PowerPoint 
presentation followed by a 1.5-hour question-and-answer session. Additionally, the project team was 
available thirty minutes before and after the official meeting to discuss questions/comments with 
the community. A Spanish translator offered translation services at the start of the public meeting. 
However, no translation services were requested. 
 
The meeting was attended by 97 members of the public, many expressed excitement and hesitation 
in any improvements proposed for the intersection. The question and comment period lasted beyond 
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the allotted 1.5-hour time. As such, if any attendees were unable to ask questions or comments at 
the meeting, they were provided with the opportunity to submit written questions and comments at 
the meeting, email the question/comment to the project email address, or mail in a comment form 
to the project team. A comment period for the project remained open for the public until May 3rd. 
Questions and comments received during the public meeting or during the comment period are 
described further in section 3 below. The materials shared at the public meeting, including the 
presentation and the display boards, are provided in Appendix B.  

2.3.1 Announcement and Advertisement of Public Meeting 

To alert the community of the public meeting, from the NMDOT used mediums consistent with the 
previous outreach for the survey.  

2.3.1.1 Mailed Flyer & Emailed Flyer 

Flyers were mailed directly to property owners within 1,000 feet of the intersection providing alerts of 
the upcoming public meeting. These flyers provided a description of the meeting purpose, the 
address and time of the meeting, and information on how to learn more about the project. Mailers 
were not sent to addresses that were previously returned by the United States Postal Service and 
deemed “Undeliverable” during the previous survey flyer notification. In addition to the previous 
mailers sent to the property owners, community members who had provided contact information and 
requested to be alerted of upcoming project updates were sent notifications of the public meeting. 
These flyers were mailed and/or emailed on March 20th, with 67 physical mailers being distributed 
and 769 emails being sent. An example of the mailed flyer can be found in Appendix A. 

2.3.1.2 Placed Community Flyers  

Physical copies of the mailed flyer were placed at the same public areas of interest previously used 
to advertise for the survey. These flyers were placed on March 20th. This mailed flyer can be found in 
Appendix A.  

2.3.1.3 County Commissioner Outreach 

The Bernalillo County Commissioner again sent the notification flyer for the public meeting to their 
constituents via email and social media.  

2.3.1.4 Press Release and Social Media Blast  

On March 31st, 2026, the NMDOT published a press release and corresponding social media blast 
announcing the upcoming public meeting. The press release was utilized by the KRQE 13 news on 
March 31st, with a brief discussion of the project in the evening news broadcast and a correlated 
web article. Additionally, the Town of Edgewood news website also published press release, 
discussing the public meeting. The NMDOT press release, Edgewood website advertisement, and 
KRQE 13 news articles can be viewed in Appendix A. 

2.3.1.5 Newspaper Advertisement  

A newspaper advertisement was run in the community newspaper, TheIndy. The advertisement was 
in the April edition of the monthly newspaper. The advertisement stated the purpose of the meeting 
and provided information on the meeting location and time. 
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2.3.2 Public Meeting Comments and Responses 

At the public meeting and during the following comment period (closed May 3) , approximately 77 
comments and questions were received. This included: 

• 29 comments/questions made at the public meeting 

• 35 comments/questions submitted directly on the project website 

• 8 comments/questions made directly on the email address 

• 5 written comments/questions submitted at the public meeting 

The project team reviewed the comments and questions and identified common themes. These 
themes and responses are discussed in Table 1 below as well as general responses from the project 
team. All people who attended the meetings and/or provided comments with their contact 
information will be notified that this public involvement summary is available on the “Project 
Resources” tab of the project website. Individual comments and comments forms can be found in 
Appendix C. 
 



NM 333/NM 217 Intersection Safety Improvements, CN A312290  
Public Engagement Summary (Through Spring 2026) 
New Mexico Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration 

 

8 August 2026 │ CN A312290 

Table 1. Question and Comment Themes from Public Meeting 

Theme  Comments and Questions Summary  Response 
In favor of installing a 
traffic light instead of a 
roundabout / skepticism of 
a roundabout 

Comments under this theme indicated a preference for the installation of a 
traffic signal at the intersection. Traffic lights were perceived as more 
efficient at moving traffic and generally safer. These comments also often 
included criticisms of roundabouts including a perceived inability to handle 
large traffic volumes, slowing down traffic too much, and an inability to 
accommodate larger vehicles such as semi-trucks. Concerns brought up 
usually related to perceived safety, traffic flow and design issues.  

• How will the roundabout accommodate larger vehicles such as 
semi-trucks? 

• Will a roundabout be able to support large traffic volumes without 
getting congested, like when the interstate is closed? 

• How will the roundabout function in snowy/slick conditions, 
particularly coming downgrade from the NM 217 overpass? 

• What will EMS vehicles do if the roundabout has a traffic jam? 
• Skeptical that a roundabout can be implemented within the 

existing ROW 
• Will one lane be sufficient to accommodate traffic volumes? 
• What if there is an accident that shuts down the whole 

roundabout? 

The roundabout will be designed to accommodate larger vehicles such as 
semis. There are many examples from other cities and states of roundabouts 
that handle large vehicles every day.  

Large traffic volumes will be handled more effectively by the roundabout than 
the current intersection design or a traffic signal.  

In respect to inclement weather conditions, research completed across various 
roundabouts and signalized intersections indicates that during rainy conditions 
roundabouts see a negligible increase in crash risks, while signalized 
intersections often see an increase between 4% and 22% (Zhao, Audrey, 
Deadman. Whether conversion and weather matter to roundabout safety. 
2018). During snowy and icy conditions, both a signalized and roundabout are 
likely to see an increase in traffic collisions due to difficult driving conditions. 
However, collisions occurring at a roundabout are likely to be of a lower severity 
due to the low speed and types of crashes (rear-ends and sideswipes) while 
signalized intersection is likely to involve higher speeds and more dangerous 
collisions (head on crashes and angle crashes). Inclement weather will affect 
both types of intersections, but a roundabout is a safer alternative for drivers 
during these inclement weather conditions.  

The project team will look into intersection conflicts as they pertain to EMS 
vehicles.  

While the available space is marginal, initial design considerations indicate that 
a roundabout capable of handling semi-trucks (and other large vehicles) can be 
effectively implemented inside the available ROW space.  

One lane roundabouts are safer than two lane roundabouts, and a single lane 
can efficiently accommodate all current and project traffic volumes.  

Crash responses remain the same in a roundabout or intersection. Just like a 
normal intersection, if a minor crash occurs in the roundabout and both cars 
can move out of the intersection, then they will be moved to restore traffic flow. 
Should a significant car crash occur that immobilizes a vehicle, similar to a 
traffic light, traffic will be diverted slightly by law enforcement (likely onto the 
mountable apron). The reduced number of severe crashes that occur at 
roundabouts should prevent significant crashes from occurring at the 
roundabout.  

In favor of the roundabout  These comments were in favor of a roundabout at this intersection due to 
the benefits of improved safety and traffic flow. They also were generally 
critical of the alternative traffic light, perceiving it as unsafe and unable to 
handle large traffic volumes efficiently.  

While both a traffic signal and a roundabout will provide significant 
improvement compared to the existing conditions at the intersection, safety 
and traffic analysis indicate that a roundabout will provide greater benefits in 
safety and traffic flow.  
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Table 1. Question and Comment Themes from Public Meeting 

Theme  Comments and Questions Summary  Response 
Concerns about project 
timeline 

Comments regarding this theme were generally frustrated with the proposed 
timeline and expressed a belief that NMDOT can deliver this project sooner.  

The project team is working diligently to provide improvements to the 
intersection as soon as possible. However, there are financial, environmental, 
and other requirements that must be met prior to implementation of any 
improvements. Construction is anticipated in 2027 

Concern about traffic 
growth over time 

These two comments expressed concern that any new design at this 
intersection would be unable to handle future population growth and 
increased traffic volumes. 

 

The project team has modeled future traffic volumes at this intersection 
through the year 2045, and the roundabout will be able accommodate all 
projected growth levels.  

Signage A few comments stated that improved signage at this intersection could 
positively slow traffic speeds in addition to any new intersection design.  

Improved signage will be implemented with any improvements made to the 
intersection. 

Construction concerns This commenter expressed concern that traffic diverted away from the 
intersection during construction will lead to speeding and other unsafe 
behavior on local street.  

 

Speeding will be monitored during construction. Extra signage may be added 
during the construction period and weekly project meetings will occur to 
coordinate mitigation efforts for on-going problems. Traffic control and similar 
issues will be addressed further during the design phase of the project, beyond 
our current phase.  
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3. Public Comments Summary  
To better understand the concerns of the community at the intersection, public input was received 
via website, survey, and public meetings. The outreach was broad, with information flyers mailed or 
emailed to over 790 people, two press releases and social media blasts, community flyers placed in 
the vicinity of the intersection, County Commissioner outreach, and two newspaper advertisements 
posted in the local paper. Additionally, nearly 1,500 survey responses were received as part of the 
broader outreach. A comment period remained open for this project for one month, closing on May 
3rd, 2026. There was significant interest in this project including questions, comments, and 
concerns on what improvements should be made at the intersection. The primary themes discussed 
during the outreach included: 

• How will the roundabout accommodate larger vehicles such as semi-trucks? 

• Will a roundabout be able to support large traffic volumes without getting congested? 

• How will a roundabout operate during non-normal traffic conditions such as inclement 
weather, I-40 diverted traffic, or crashes in the roundabout? 

• Will any improvements accommodate future traffic conditions?  

• How will the project team account for traffic being diverted onto other streets during 
construction? 

• When will the project be completed? 

These themes are derived from numerous comments and questions submitted during this outreach 
process to date. A compilation of individual comments from the survey, meeting, and comment 
period can be found in Appendix C.  

4. Next Steps 
This was the first phase of public engagement for this project, intended to receive input from the 
community regarding concerns with the existing intersection and general community sentiment 
regarding potential proposed improvements. The project team will review the questions and 
comments received and will consider concerns raised prior to selection of an alternative. In fall of 
2026, a second public meeting will be held to share the selected alternative and discuss previous 
concerns and questions raised during this initial public outreach. Outreach to alert the public about 
the upcoming meeting will be shared via similar mediums as the previous outreach. This public 
outreach summary will be updated accordingly after the conclusion of the second public meeting. 
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE                                                                    
February 25, 2026                                                                   
 

NMDOT Evaluates safety improvements  
at NM 333/NM 217 intersection 

 

ALBUQUERQUE— A traffic and safety analysis was completed at the intersection of New Mexico 
State Road 333 and New Mexico State Road 217, located just south of Interstate 40 in the Tijeras 
canyon.  

In 2025, NMDOT conducted a detailed evaluation to identify strategies to improve both safety and 
traffic flow at this location. The analysis examined three potential improvement options: 

• Enhanced signage 
• Installation of a traffic signal 
• Construction of a roundabout 

While each option demonstrated safety and operational benefits, the findings indicate that 
construction of a roundabout would provide the greatest reduction in congestion and crashes. 

Roundabouts are designed to slow vehicle speeds, reduce severe collision types, and improve overall 
traffic efficiency. Based on the study results, NMDOT is now considering moving forward with the 
roundabout alternative as the preferred solution. 

Community feedback is essential to the success of this project. NMDOT encourages residents, 
commuters, and local businesses to participate in the project survey and share their experiences, 
questions, and concerns. Public input will help guide the final design. 

Take the survey:  https://forms.office.com/r/nA0nBNwdqK 

To learn more and stay connected, visit:  https://www.dot.nm.gov/nm333-217-improvements/          

Improving safety remains NMDOT’s top priority. The department will continue to evaluate next steps, 
including funding and design considerations, and will provide updates as the project progresses. 

### 
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Roundabout proposed for NM 333 and NM 217 Intersection

NMDOT completed a traffic and safety analysis at the intersection
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EDGEWOOD, N.M. —

By Cody Thomason

The New Mexico Department of Transportation has identified a

roundabout as the preferred option to improve safety and traffic flow at the intersection of

New Mexico State Road 333 and New Mexico State Road 217, just west of Edgewood.

In 2025, NMDOT conducted a detailed traffic and safety study evaluating three potential

improvements: enhanced signage, a traffic signal, and a roundabout.

While each option offered benefits, the analysis found that a roundabout would provide the

greatest reduction in congestion and crashes.

Roundabouts are designed to slow vehicle speeds and reduce severe collision types, such as

head-on and right-angle crashes, while maintaining steady traffic flow.

Based on these findings, NMDOT is considering moving forward with the roundabout

alternative.

Public input will help guide the final design. Residents, commuters, and local businesses are

encouraged to take the project survey and share feedback:

https://forms.office.com/r/nA0nBNwdqK

More information and project updates are available at:

https://www.dot.nm.gov/nm333-217-improvements/

The department will continue evaluating funding and design considerations and will provide

updates as the project advances.









 

 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE  
March 31, 2026 
 

Public meeting on proposed safety improvements at 
NM 333 and NM 217 intersection 

 

ALBUQUERQUE - A public meeting will be hosted by the New Mexico Department of 
Transportation to present proposed safety and traffic flow improvements at the 
intersection of NM 333 and NM 217. 

The meeting will be held on April 2, from 6 p.m. to 8 p.m. at Estancia Valley Classical 
Academy, 110 NM-344, Edgewood, NM 87015. 

The meeting will provide an opportunity for community members to learn about 
planned enhancements and engage directly with NMDOT staff. During the meeting, 
NMDOT representatives will present findings from a 2025 safety analysis of the 
intersection, outline preferred traffic calming measures, and discuss potential strategies 
to improve traffic flow and overall safety. 

Attendees can ask questions, share concerns, and provide input on the proposed 
improvements. Public feedback is a vital part of the planning process and will help 
ensure that final design decisions reflect the needs and priorities of the surrounding 
community. 

NMDOT encourages all interested residents, business owners, and stakeholders to 
attend and participate in this important discussion. 

### 
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Technical Memorandum 

4041 Jefferson Plaza NE, Suite 210 • Albuquerque, NM 87109  |  505.821.4700  |  Parametrix.com 

DATE:  April 2, 2026 
TO: NMDOT 
FROM: Parametrix 
SUBJECT:  Public Meeting 1 Comments 
PROJECT NUMBER:  CN A312290 
PROJECT NAME: NM 333/NM 217 Intersection Safety 

  

On April 2nd, 2026 the NMDOT and the project team hosted a public meeting for the community regarding the NM 333/NM217 
Intersection Safety Improvement project. This meeting was held at the Estancia Valley Classical Academy, between 6:00 PM and 8:00 PM. 
This venue was selected due to its capacity to hold up to 125 members of the community, and its proximity to the project location. The 
purpose of the meeting was to inform the community of the project, provide background research on the intersection and why it warrants 
improvement, share initial alternatives considered and the results of the 2025 safety and traffic flow analysis, and solicit community 
feedback regarding potential improvements to the intersection. 

Comments were received at the meeting as well as after the meeting via written comment forms, emails, and phones calls. A total of 77 
comments were received from the meeting through May 3, 2026. This included: 

• 29 comments/questions made at the public meeting 

• 35 comments/questions submitted directly on the project website 

• 8 comments/questions made directly on the email address 

• 5 written comments/questions submitted at the public meeting 

The Table below provides a general breakdown of questions/comments with common themes and responses from the project team. Please 
note that some questions/comments discussed multiple issues, so the comment totals will not add up to 77. 
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Table 1. Question and Comments Themes 

Theme Number of 
comments 

General Comment 

Traffic light 24 Preference for a traffic signal at the intersection as opposed to a roundabout. Generally critical of the roundabout due to 
concerns about traffic flow and speed, and safety.  

Skeptical of 
roundabout 

17 Expressed anything from outright opposition to generally questioning the roundabout owing to perceived safety, traffic flow, 
and design issues (especially ability to handle large vehicles). However did not explicitly advocate for a traffic signal.  

Roundabout 16 Support of a roundabout at the intersection due to perceived benefits of improved traffic flow and safety. Traffic light seen 
as unsafe and unable to handle large traffic volumes efficiently.  

Critical of 
roundabout 
design 

4 Not opposed to the concept of a roundabout, but critical of the proposed design, particularly its ability to accommodate 
large vehicles. 

Project timeline 3 Frustration over how the proposed project timeline. Belief that NMDOT has the ability to deliver the project sooner. 

Concerned 
about traffic 
growth over 
time 

2 Concern whether any intersection design will be able to handle growth population and traffic growth in the area 

Signage 2 Express a belief that signage can either by itself or in conjunction with design changes have a positive influence on slowing 
traffic 

Alternative 
design 
suggestion 

2 Proposed a restricted u-turn crossing design for the intersection. Other proposal for different lane alignment at intersection 

Construction 
Concern 

1 Concerns about construction impacts on traffic 

Project 
documentation 

1 Desire to have project documentation provided quickly 
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A breakdown of individual questions and comments is provided in Table 2. 

Table 2. CN A312290 Poject Comments 

Comment Type Comment Theme 

Web form Since at least 2000, people in this area have requested a traffic light. Instead of a light, we 
got turn lanes on NM 333 at the intersection. Since the "upgrade", which was supposed to fix 
the accident issue, there have been more accidents! 
Skip the roundabout and please give the neighborhood what we have wanted for decades - a 
traffic light! 

Traffic light 

Web form A roundabout will keep traffic moving and be the safest approach. Roundabout 

Web form Roundabouts are the current fad among Traffic Engineers. The one at the Triangle cost a 
fortune, took forever, is stupidly complicated, and still floods when it rains. A traffic light at 
NM333 and NM217 would be quick and easy, so that's RIGHT out, eh? There will still be 
inattentive, impaired and just plain bad drivers either way. I saw that there's already been at 
least one vehicle that went straight through and launched themselves at the Triangle. You will 
bottleneck the traffic every time there's a crash on I-40 and traffic gets diverted at Sedillo Hill 
going East or Edgewood going West. One State Patrolman at the intersection could handle it 
with a traffic light and keep the Semis moving. A roundabout would just make everything slow 
to a crawl. 

Traffic light 

Web form I have lived in this area for over 30 years, and you are right that this intersection requires 
mitigation to make it safer. 
However, I am opposed to a roundabout. I would have preferred traffic lights at the current 
Cedar Crest roundabout, and I prefer traffic lights be installed at this site. 

The space available at this site will not allow for a roundabout, especially when you consider 
that I-40 traffic is often diverted to NM333 when there is an accident on I-40. Many semis are 
diverted as well, and it would be a nightmare having them clog up a roundabout in this 
location. There is not enough space for a roundabout here, and the time it would take for 
traffic to clear the roundabout when traffic is diverted to 333 would be impossible for East 
Mountain commuters and residents. 

I OPPOSE THE PROPOSED ROUNDABOUT AND AFFIRM THE NEED FOR TRAFFIC LIGHTS. 

Traffic light 
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Comment Type Comment Theme 

Web form Roundabout or Signal? Hard to say.  
- Where's the data and analysis?  
- Was only BernCo data reviewed?  
- Any consideration for diverted I-40 traffic that's occurred at least once a month, at times 
weekly and another time daily? Causation from east of Edgewood considered?  
- Any consideration for commercial semi traffic w/53 ft trailers? 
- Any consideration for additional maintenance from I-40 diversions? 
- Any consideration for additional snow maintenance on westbound 333 at Sedillo Hill due to 
slower traffic and inability to crest the hill? 
- For a round a bout wouldn't it take a speed limit of 15 mph for commercial semi traffic to 
navigate? 
- Will the necessary land be obtained by eminent domain? 
 
The last configuration of this intersection did not show foresight or DOT's ability to "drive 
beyond their bumper". The locals knew the design was poor and would create bigger problems 

Skeptical of roundabout 

Email I have lived down the south end of 2177 since it was a dirt road. It is a very dangerous road 
because drivers always speed excessively. The intersection is particularly dangerous because 
of the angles and difficulty viewing traffic. A light would not do much to keep scofflaws from 
speeding through it, not stopping and not properly checking for other traffic. I believe the 
roundabout is a brilliant idea and will save many lives, fire dept time, medical costs, etc 
because it will work. A light will do nothing to slow drivers and  make them more attentive, 
which is actually the primary problem. 

Roundabout 

Email I think it would be be a big mistake, how do big trucks get thru when we have accidents on 
freeway 

Skeptical of roundabout 

Web form I prefer a roundabout. I have traveled extensively abroad and I know that a roundabout works. 
And a light will cause you to come to a full stop more than 50% of the time. 
 
But more importantly "The Perfect is the enemy of the good" - Voltaire. Please don't get hung 
up on the issue of lights vs. roundabout. Pick one and go with it. The interchange is too 
dangerous to wait and try to find the perfect solution. 

Roundabout 

Web form A roundabout is the wrong way to go for this intersection. 
Semi-trucks, vehicles with long trailers and school busses will 
have great difficulties navigating this intersection. When I-40 is  
closed at Sedillo hill due to ice large trucks tend to take NM333  
to get around the closure and many of them cannot make a tight 
one lane roundabout. 
A Signal light is the best option. 

Traffic light 
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Web form Round abouts are most efficient. Roundabout 

Web form A roundabout would be a horrible idea. I can only imagine the accidents, and the backups 
should I-40 go down and we get hundreds of semis trying to go through there. The people 
coming on to 333 from 217 don't know how to stop and wait now, and you expect them to 
negotiate a roundabout? They pull right out into traffic as it is. The only thing they might 
understand is a traffic light and I'm not sure they won't run that. 

Traffic light 

Web form I feel a traffic light is better in this location. The amount of people hauling trailers trying to get 
from 217 to my valley is high and I think this would give the. The best chance to easily get 
from one side to the other, not to mention if the freeway gets shut down I think the 
roundabout would get filled with semis and those that don't understand how roundabouts 
work could impeed traffic or cause an accident. On top of those concerns I have, I wonder how 
there will be enough land for the construction of a roundabout, there is a house right off to the 
side of the intersection, if I was that person I would hate to have that construction there and I 
would hope if they were to say they 
Don't want to sell they would then be left alone. In the end I really think traffic lights would be 
the best option in my opinion. 

Traffic light 

Web form A roundabout is a poor decision for this intersection. A signal would be a much better option. 
NM-333 is often an alternative route for I-40 traffic. A roundabout would be a mess when I-40 
traffic is diverted. A two trailer freightliner or similar vehicle during periods of i-40 diversion 
would be difficult to accommodate in a roundabout, especially when 25% of the other traffic is 
commercial trucks. 

Traffic light 

Web form A traffic circle is a stupid idea. I know you like them and feel they help but you are so wrong. A 
traffic circle at this site would cause more accidents and when I40 is closed for some reason a 
traffic circle would never carry the load that is now on NM333 plus semi trucks would never 
make the circle.  
Please dont try it. 

Skeptical of roundabout 

Web form In my opinion a roundabout will only cause more frustration for drivers. I think a roundabout is 
a bad idea because it will only confuse some drivers. A stop light I believe is a better solution 
for this intersection. I think the roundabout is for the most part designed to slow down traffic 
and not make is easier for drivers to get onto 333. While a roundabout could slow down 
drivers and possibly avoid accidents, a stoplight would ensure that drivers could safely access 
333. 

Traffic light 
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Web form Thank you for the opportunity. As a resident that utilizes the intersection of NM333 & 217 
multiple times daily, I am most concerned about the high risk factor for accidents due to no 
traffic light, or a roundabout. If your traveling from the North or the South trying to access 
NM333 from mountain valley or NM217 it's nearly impossible to get on to NM333 to go East 
or West during peak hours. This is not only a problem during peak hours but also during 
instances when rt 40 is backed up. In my opinion I would recommend a traffic light vice a 
roundabout. Rational for this, it allows more opportunity to get on to 333 while traveling from 
the North or the South. In the case of route 40 shutting down a roundabout would not stop the 
bumper to bumper flow on NM333. Will there be voting session on the decision at the meeting 
on April 2nd or is the state doing what they decide is best? 

Traffic light 

Email Thank you for making this intersection safer. I won’t be able to attend (work) but I had some 
input. As I stated in my earlier comments, this intersection is not just dangerous based on the 
crash stats- but the near misses every day are pretty scary. I know there is talk about a 
roundabout, but I have a couple of concerns: 
1. Almost every month I40 from Moriarty to Tijeras is closed b/c of a major accident or 
incident. When this happens thousands of 18 wheelers and automobile traffic use Route 66 
as a bypass. How will/ could a roundabout support that kind of traffic? Especially in the 
winter? 
2. I’m not sure that most people in NM are familiar enough with Roundabouts to add another 
to such a busy intersection. 
3. How can the plows clear this hourly in the winter? 
4. Now that BeenCo has allowed a major retailer 1/2 mile to the east, how will/ would the 
traffic speeds change? 
5. Could Route 66 speeds be changed from 55 to 45 two miles east and west from this 
intersection? 

Skeptical of roundabout 

Web form I believe that the problem in this intersection has less to do with the overall volume of traffic, 
rather it is due to the number of vehicles turning left from all four directions. It is not 
uncommon to go through the intersection and see cars waiting to turn left from all four 
directions.  
 
I believe that a roundabout would be a bad solution. Construction time, cost and the number 
of 18 wheelers would be the largest negatives. 
 
I believe a much better solution would be a 4 way traffic light, triggered on 217/Mountain 
Valley. There are already left turn lanes on old 66 so having left turn lights would be simple. 
On the 217 directions, the lights could be set up to have red lights on Old 66 both ways and 
one side of 217 and the other side of 217 having both a green left arrow and green light. very 
large "Left on green arrow only" signs all four ways. Cheaper, faster and very workable. 

Traffic light 
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Web form I pass through this intersection regularly when visiting family nearby. 
 
It is extremely dangerous and is only a matter of time before someone dies there (if that 
hasn't happened already). 
 
People commonly have to come to a quick stop from ~50 mph to turn onto NM217. 
 
People have to be extremely attentive when going across NM333, since cars on NM333 are 
flying through the intersection at ~50mph or higher, and don't need to slow down or stop. 
 
Similarly those on NM333 have to hope that people on NM217 either care/pay attention and 
don't drive into the intersection without checking for nearby cars on NM333. 
 
Literally every possible approach to the intersection is fraught with danger. 
 
There's also no reasonable way for pedestrians to cross. 
 
How this intersection design was even approved to begin with is beyond me, since the danger 
is so extreme. 
 
I think a roundabout would actually force people to slow down there before someone dies a 
horrific and preventable death (potentially me). 

Roundabout 

Web form A round about would require more land than the current intersection is taking. Also the 
construction of a round about would take months and cause headaches for the people during 
this construction. That and nobody likes roundabouts. A traffic light with detector loops 
wouldn't take that lone to install and if the traffic control was set up right, (not just a timer) 
then traffic through the intersection and accidents would be reduce. 

Traffic light 

Web form My family, and I am certain others feel the same way, we would like to see this timetable 
accelerated. 

Project timeline 

Web form I do not support the round about. I believe it is a safety issue. There is a concern with a relief 
lane for EMS as well as back up over flow. The round about will be a problem! 

Skeptical of roundabout 
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Email A roundabout ready to absorb the growth of the area and high traffic stress situations like I40 
being closed. A 2 lane roundabout with ample painting in a luminescent paint would be getting 
people ready for the future and investing this critical dollars in an updateable format for later 
improvements. I am unclear why we would not opt to secure the land and layout now and 
design this area for high stress situations. It seems like a 1 lane roundabout will be a waste 
and will also continue begging the question of knowing what people intend to do when they 
don't use turn signals. Metered lights can also be triggered by emergency units to clear the 
intersection ans allow emergency services quicker passage. 
 
Please learn from the horrific and confusing signage of frost and 14. I understand this will be 
less chaotic, but the signage up there is awful. Better lighting design will help too. 
 
Would rather see long term maintenance costs go to road pavement improvement. With power 
outages here, a signal is impractical. 
 
Highly suggest having more than 1 roundabout expert before spending millions. Consult a 2nd 
engineering firm to assure this project is done right the first time.  
 
Some of the onus is on the drivers to take advantage of less busy times to get familiar with 
driving the roundabout. They need to hear that change is inevitable and they can adapt. 

Critical of roundabout design 

Email Appreciate the efficiency of the meeting 4/2/26. Seems to me that the repeated quoting of 
studies that a roundabout is 80% effective at reducing serious accidents is data gathered 
around the US but not necessarily considering out environment, our traffic, and our drivers. 
There is more to a roundabout than a learning curve especially for out of state drivers just 
passing through. 
The studies don't consider that 333 in not just a rural highway. It is the I-40 frontage road and 
alternate route when I-40 is closed. Where is that considered in the nationwide data? It seems 
that NMDOT has already decided on the roundabout by constantly saying they will decide on 
the safest solution at the meeting. DON'T MAKE US FEEL LIKE YOU ALREADY HAVE DECIDED 
and you are wasting our time. 
The concern of many at the meeting was that with signals north south traffic knows they will 
get to go east and west when the light changes but with a roundabout north south traffic 
wanting to go east or west on 333 will only be able to when east west drivers let them into the 
circle and THAT DOES NOT SOLVE THE PROBLEM AT THAT INTERSECTION.  
 
A BIG plus for signals is that the timing can be easily changed to reflect changing traffic flow 
while a roundabout will be set in concrete and we will get to live with it the good or the 
mistake from then on. 
We have lived with this poorly designed intersection that has cost lives for a very long time. 
DON'T GIVE US ANOTHER ONE. 

Traffic light 
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Email Because of the high traffic flow during peak travel times, along with the awkward angles of the 
intersecting roads, and the speed of traffic on Hwy 66, I believe either a round about or 
reduced speed limit would help. A traffic signal along with lower speed limits could also be 
helpful. But I believe the safest option would be a round about traffic pattern flow. Recently a 
round about, was constructed at the Frost road and Hwy 14 intersection. It has increased 
traffic flow tremendously. everyone has to slow down which increases the flow pattern, 
especially during high traffic flow times. 

Roundabout 

Web form A roundabout is the wrong decision for this intersection. When I-40 is diverted to Route 66 
there is NO WAY tractor trailer combinations will be able to utilize one. Also the local traffic will 
not be able to turn onto Mountain Valley or 214 depending on direction traveling. 

Skeptical of roundabout 

Web form I attended the public meeting. We were told that the "Public Presentation (PDF)" would be 
posted after about a week. "Will be provided soon!" 
 
It has not yet been posted, and the expiration of the comment period is rapidly approaching. 
 
I am particularly interested in the overlay picture showing the proposed ovular roundabout at 
that intersection. 
 
At least get that slide posted on the website ASAP. 
 
Thanks. 

Project documentation 

Web form I believe a roundabout is the safest option to improve this intersection.  
 
I have seen too many people run lights in the area and therefore not the best option for this 
location. 

Roundabout 

Web form If a round-about is chosen, please consider large manufactured homes/modular homes that 
need to travel through as well as diverted freeway traffic when I-40 is closed due to an 
accident. 
 
Seems that a signal might be a better solution. 

Traffic light 

Web form Can you please do a simulated overlap version with semi trucks in the round about? There is 
concern about semi trucks not being able to maneuver the turn of the oval shape. Especially 
at the top and bottom of the oval shape where the turns become sharper. Thank you. 

Critical of roundabout design 

Email A roundabout is a great idea; a stop light will only cause more serious accidents. A roundabout 
slows traffic so we won’t die as easily as if  those drunken maniacs from Edgewood could fly 
through a red light 

Roundabout 
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Web form I Believe a Traffic signal would be better than the round about because of when they close 
Interstate 40 the semi trucks will have issues doing the turn around thing because for the 
most part a lot of semi are pulling a 53 foot Trailer and some are inexperienced and others 
are over tired and that will cause several accidents for them trying to get around the round 
about and then you have people in a hurry that will have accidents due to speed and over 
correcting when they try to rush through a round about. 

Traffic light 

Web form Take a look at your timeline. This is ridiculous, why do we need another year for action. I know 
for a fact that you can start immediately. Besides, the community has shown up to be ignored. 
We just want a traffic light. I'm not trying to be disrespectful, but you guys have ignored us long 
enough. You and your compadres are keeping this unwanted traffic circle as a way to draw 
more money out of,our taxes. You work for us, not the other way around. You disgust me, and 
the East Mountain community. Sure hope you aren't considering running for a higher office, 
our community will not support you for anything. Get over yourself. 

Traffic light & project timeline 

Web form It took over a year to complete the roundabout on N 14. That is way to long on this road. 
Traffic lights I believe would be much quicker. They would also work better. Everyone knows 
about traffic lights. If no one is on 217 the lights on 333/66 would remain green. If someone 
is on 217 the light would change. Easy to see at night and big trucks don't have to make a 
huge turn. 

Traffic light 

Web form I would like to see what comparative data you have for comparable projects. Also what are the 
margins for increase in traffic. Other than NM, I have yet to find a traffic circle on a highway . I 
am sure you can make the comps available and the validated traffic volume. Sounds like 
another corporate welfare handout. You claim transparency- publish the data. 

Skeptical of roundabout 

Web form I agree a roundabout is the best and preferred solution to improve traffic flow and to reduce 
vehicular accidents at that intersection. 
It should reduce wait times for vehicles entering 333/Rt66 North bound from 217 and South 
bound from Mountain Valley Road. 
I lengthy right turn lane on both East and West bound vehicular traffic on 333 should be 
provided to reduce congestion at the roundabout, thereby, improving traffic flow. The East 
bound 333 lane is sufficiently adequate. The West bound 333 lane should be similar. 

Roundabout 

Web form A roundabout at this intersection will cause congestion and confusion. Paek traffic times and 
speeds can not be handled by the proposed roundabout. Emergancy services will be called 
multiple times per day. We will not be safer. We will be in the hospital or 6 feet under. 

Skeptical of roundabout 

Web form Rather than a roundabout how about a traffic light? Traffic light 

Web form I recommend you build a round-about (traffic circle) This will increase traffic flow and safety. 
Traffic flow would also be more safe for shutdowns of I-40. This would also eliminate the cost 
of traffic signals and their maintenance. 

Roundabout 
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Web form In my opinion, a roundabout does not address the fact that Route 66 (Hwy 333) is the only 
alternate available when I-40 is closed for accidents or inclement weather. A single lane 
roundabout couldn't accommodate the amount of cars and semi-trucks that must use Route 
66 as a detour.  
Please consider a traffic light that would flash red for the North/South traffic, and yellow for 
the East/West traffic during off-peak hours, and function as a normal light during peak hours.  
Granted, I-40 doesn't close as much as it used to; the drought will end, hopefully soon, and 
snow measured in several feet will return.  
A State Highway that is used routinely as an alternate route for the most traveled Interstate in 
the US shouldn't have any roundabouts; tractor-trailers cannot maneuver them safely. 

Traffic light 

Web form Roundabouts are great in urban areas where speeds are below thirty-five MPH, but in rural 
areas, they are a hazard. The two main problems here are traffic speed on NM333 and 
visibility on NM217. The angle of intersection between the two roads makes it difficult to see 
traffic when turning left or crossing NM333.  
Per the link below, a clever innovation is the Restricted Crossing U-turn (RCUT). Intersections 
are redesigned to eliminate dangerous left turns and cross-traffic on the higher-speed road. 
Vehicles intending to turn left or to cross NM333 would instead turn right at the intersection, 
then use a dedicated left U-turn lane before continuing on the main road. This avoids the 
confusion of roundabouts, maintains consistent speeds on NM333, reduces accidents, and is 
likely more cost-effective than installing traffic lights or building a roundabout.  
 
https://www.leravi.org/farewell-to-roundabouts-how-this-increasingly-popular-intersection-
system-works-on-american-roads-15114/ 

Alternative design suggestion 

Email I wasn't able to make the meeting. What was decided please? N/A 

Web form As I said before, the round about will make it impossible to pass during rush hours. Here might 
be something you are overlooking. During traffic congestion on I-40, the spill over piles on to 
333. If you install a round about, during these times we will not be able to access the 
roadway. Please reconsider the round about. If anything leave it the way it is. I recommend the 
timed traffic light that blinks red on 217 and yellow on 333 during non peak hours. All you are 
going to do is push us down to county line road in front of the school. You will make a bad 
situation a worse situation by installing a round about. 

Traffic light 

Verbal 
Comment 

T-bones while common, would be reduced even with a signal. Would still prefer a signal Traffic light 

Verbal 
Comment 

Had concerns with traffic speeds through the roundabout as well as concerns with impaired 
sight distances due to the concrete wall barrier on I-40 at the intersection. He is concerned 
with backups on I-40 and the stress it would put on the new intersection configuration. He 
wants enforcement of speeds from police. He is in favor of a roundabout but does not have 
faith that New Mexico/East Mountain drivers will be able to handle/learn the new traffic 
pattern. He is concerned with ROW acquisition. 

Roundabout/skeptical of roundabout 
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Verbal 
Comment 

Asked about changes to the intersection geometry with each of the proposed configuration, 
speed reduction through the intersection, and anticipated speeds in the roundabout 

Skeptical of roundabout 

Verbal 
Comment 

Says he started a petition to push project forward; however, didn’t specify what configuration 
in the petition. Says roundabouts can be hard to learn, but wants safety for the community 
and his granddaughter. Thinks a roundabout could be a good solution. Asks for stats for 
relative reduction of crashes between roundabouts and signalized intersections. 

Roundabout 

Verbal 
Comment 

What is the speed limit within the Frost Road roundabout? Commenter questions the 
possibility of a 45 MPH posted speed in a roundabout.  He also asks if the roundabout will 
have one or two lanes. He adds that Frost Rd is poorly lit and dangerous, but wonders how the 
nighttime sky ordinance will impact lighting options. 

Roundabout 

Verbal 
Comment 

Wanted share that when she was living in Indiana, there were 150 roundabouts in her city. 
She says that rush hour was so easy. 

Roundabout 

Verbal 
Comment 

Says he drives trucks through the intersection frequently. He wants to see acceleration and 
deceleration lanes in the intersection, and he also suggests that the roadway configuration 
needs to be changed to 4-lane road with a center turn lane. He suggests that this will help 
with growth. He also wants an on-ramp at Mountain Valley Road. 

Alternative design suggestion 

Verbal 
Comment 

Thanks the project team. Says we made a strong case for roundabout, and he thinks the 
community adaptable. He saw an idea from Facebook that he wants the project team to 
consider: Texas has major roads that intersect with little farm roads throughout the state. 
These farm roads are bridged over major road ways and include on- and off-ramps with 
smaller roads. He thinks that maybe that this concept could be applied and would help the 
speed of the E-W traffic at the NM 333/217 intersection because it separates the fast traffic 
from the more residential type roads. 

Roundabout/ alternative design suggestion 

Verbal 
Comment 

Concerned with slowing down traffic. They are curious about signage options, including 
flashing speed signs and speed cameras. Doesn’t recall any signs that currently exist 
prompting reduction in speed. Wants to know what current signage is. He wants people to 
slow down. He has changed his driving habits because of all the noise and info about the 
project and dangers of the intersection. 

Skeptical of roundabout/ Signage 

Verbal 
Comment 

Adds thanks to project team. They are wondering about traffic increase over time due to 
population growth. They guess that there will be more growth and traffic because of new 
homes and businesses in area. For either alternative, is the project team considering future 
population growth? Are the alternatives expandable to handle new growth? 

Concerned about traffic growth over time 

Verbal 
Comment 

Says that traffic accidents do occur in roundabouts, these include minor accidents, because 
traffic won’t merge. He wonders how much of an increase in minor accidents? 

Skeptical of roundabout 

Verbal 
Comment 

Talks about a downed light at the intersection that the NMDOT has failed to fix N/A 
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Verbal 
Comment 

Says that Frost Rd is the worst roundabout ever. Talks about ponding that occurs there. Adds 
that roundabouts aren’t bad, but worries about drivers yielding, especially semi-trucks. If these 
vehicles don’t yield, she is concerned there will be more backups. She wants a good plan if 
there will be 18 month construction. Asks if there will be one lane or two 

Skeptical of roundabout 

Verbal 
Comment 

Still isn’t sold on the semis being able to clear the intersection. He thinks infrastructure 
damage will occur, and he thinks the ABQ roundabouts are a mess. He thinks that the fire 
station will no longer have access to the community during construction. 

Skeptical of roundabout 

Verbal 
Comment 

Wants to know the volume metrics for 20 years from now? Could the design stand up for 
growth? Which alternative would be cheaper to upgrade in the future? 

Concerned about traffic growth over time 

Verbal 
Comment 

Has the grant money for the intersection been secured? HSIP is focused on speed reduction 
and safety when awarding grants. Will the chosen configuration be affected by funding 
availability? Says that signal is minimal modification. What is construction time? What is the 
cost? Finds project numbers hard to believe because has experience in construction. Asks 
about construction warrants for roundabouts. Says the project team is attempting to persuade 
the community away from a signal. He says there won’t be a decrease in minor accidents, and 
wants a reason why we should have a roundabout. He then takes a little vote among 
community members. 

Traffic light 

Verbal 
Comment 

Insists that a signal can have warning lights, and that will reduce the number of crashes. They 
want to know about the radius of the roundabout. Doesn’t think semis and doubles will go 
through. 

Traffic light 

Verbal 
Comment 

They just want something done because they have seen a lot of crashes. They wants to know 
about the price for each alternative. They express concerns about driver courtesy in 
roundabouts. They want to know about data review and whether our staff was actually out 
there making observations. They say that periods of inclement weather were not observed 
during the study, and people from out-of-town don’t know what it’s like. They want to know 
about how semis will handle speeds in a roundabout and potential of them flipping. Wants to 
know if snowplows can get through a roundabout 

Skeptical of roundabout 

Verbal 
Comment 

States that he is a fire chief who takes the intersection every day. He also has EMS 
experience, and he has seen a lot of bad accidents at this intersection. Talks about speeding 
in rural NM, and how that accounts for the severity of accidents. Insists that fatalities occur 
often in this intersection.  Wants to know, has NMDOT adopted the federal manual of uniform 
control devices? He is concerned with speed. He asks everyone to slow down. When I-40 
traffic spills over to NM 333 due to weather, he thinks that traffic light would better facilitate 
that excess traffic. Insists roundabouts have fatalities too, but they were due to speeding, 
especially in the middle of the night. Drivers can’t maneuver roundabouts at high speed. Has 
a barrier of protection for nearby houses been considered? EMS would have a hard time 
negotiating the roundabout if there was a conflict in the intersection, i.e. a breakdown. He 
expresses concerns about inclement weather and ice. It’s hard to stop on this road because of 
the slope. Has that been considered? 

Critical of roundabout design 
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Verbal 
Comment 

Her home lies right on the corner of the intersection.  She worries about semis and backed up 
traffic taking Sedillo road instead. Or they’ll have to take Barton. There’s a school there and 
roads are small. There will be more backup at these locations. 

Skeptical of roundabout 

Verbal 
Comment 

He says that roundabouts are great  in the UK, but they fail when only one portion of the 
intersection has heavy traffic. Says it will become a 4 way stop. He talks about how the 
Frost/NM14 roundabout construction took 20 months, and that’s too long. Thinks a 
roundabout will take too long, and the intersection will be unusable. 

Skeptical of roundabout 

Verbal 
Comment 

Project team said that traffic signals can increase wait times, but they mention that signals 
can have sensors. Thinks that roundabout won’t function because semis won’t let people 
merge when I-40 traffic is diverted. Commenter has an issue with sight distance on Dinkle. 
Concerned with route options for the community when traffic is backed up. 

Traffic light 

Verbal 
Comment 

Who is making the final decision? N/A 

Verbal 
Comment 

Was skeptical of NM14/Frost Rd roundabout, but now likes it and the speed. Thanks the 
project team. 

Roundabout 

Verbal 
Comment 

Asks about noise and light pollution for the alternatives. Asks about cultural resources. N/A 

Verbal 
Comment 

Will traffic impact studies occur to see how construction-induced traffic will affect 
neighborhoods, especially for speeding? She is very concerned with speeding through her 
neighborhood and her children playing. 

Construction concern 

Verbal 
Comment 

Concerned about fatalities and accidents at the intersection. Says we have laid out a good 
argument for change, wants to know why this can’t happen sooner than 2027? 

Roundabout/ project timeline 

Verbal 
Comment 

Has a question about roundabout radius. He wants to know if our graphic is to scale. Insists 
that traffic circles work well…until they don’t. What if there is an accident? The whole thing 
shuts down. There is no getting through with a one lane roundabout, especially for EMS. Says 
that NM 333 is an important roadway, even nationally, but 333 can’t handle the semis. Will 
anything change our opinion on the preferred alternative? 

Critical of roundabout design 

Verbal 
Comment 

Can we have another meeting where the signal option is the focus,. She thinks the only option 
presented tonight has been roundabout. Brings up that the traffic pattern has changed in the 
area, but signage has not changed. They called the NMDOT about incorrect signage in the 
area, and only then did it change. (I think she’s implying the NMDOT is incompetent and/or 
doesn’t care about the community.) She wants the signage to change in the corridor and 
thinks that people will oblige/the problem will be fixed this way. 

Signage concerns 

Written 
Comment 

Please continue with the plane to put in a roundabout. I have to cross 66 everyday and some 
days I will wait 5 minutes to make a left turn (east) onto the roadway.  

Roundabout support  

Written 
Comment 

Please lower the speed limit on NM 333 to 45 for ½ mile in either direction of the intersection Speed  
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Written 
Comment 

No round about. Traffic light only.  Signal support 

Written 
Comment 

Please ensure that decisions are being made based on factual data. Attendees at the meeting 
used anecdotal information and a general disbelief in traffic data facts. As a society, we 
should use real data when making engineering and safety decisions.  
While I am in favor of the roundabout solution, excellent questions were raised about its 
performance during non-normal conditions. I-40 closes, inclement weather, accidents within 
the roundabout are just a few examples. However the prevailing sentiment was that traffic 
signals handle the non-normal conditions better, When you return to announce the decision, 
please add a discussion about how potential conditions are handled by both alternatives.  

 

Written 
Comment 

I envision that a well designed roundabout would be considerably larger than that depicted 
during the presentation. Please show an example of a large semi going through this 
roundabout on the website. 

Roundabout Concerns  

 

 

 

 

 





