


Approach and Schedule

As noted previously, the K-7 Corridor Management Study went beyond the prior Technical Study 
to include an approach that examined the mainline and local transportation system, included more 
involvement with the communities, and resulted in clear conclusions with signed memorandums of 
understanding.  The study approach is graphically shown in Figure 2.

As Figure 2 shows, the study approach was broken into two primary phases:

Phase 1 Corridor Analysis – K-7 was evaluated as a regional corridor through a series of 
workshops and meetings with the local communities along the entire corridor.  Initial focus was on 
regional issues to defi ne a reasonable transportation market by developing a corridor 
wide land use and traffi c model.  Through development of a comprehensive travel 
demand model and future land use plan crafted through input from each community, 
traffi c forecast information was developed.  From this information, a recommendation 
was made for a freeway facility type along the entire corridor.  Given the communities 
vision for future land use, an arterial facility would ultimately be unable to accommodate 
the anticipated traffi c resulting in signifi cant congestion and unacceptable levels of 
service for the corridor.  Phase 1 took approximately one year to complete.

Phase 2 Segment Analysis – K-7 and the local street network was evaluated on 
a segment basis through a series of meetings with local communities within each 
segment.  During this phase, the freeway facility type recommendation from Phase 1 
was used as the basis for discussion.  While not every community agreed in total with 
the recommendation of a freeway, every community did agree that it would be prudent 
to preserve the right-of-way needed for a freeway with interchanges in order to not 
preclude the ability to build a freeway in the future.  As a result, a series of meetings 
were held to determine the future locations of interchanges and overpasses as well as 
the layout of the local street system to make every effort that the total transportation 
system worked together in the future.  Interchange confi gurations concepts and local 
street requirements were then used to establish a conceptual right-of-way footprint for 
the entire corridor.  

It was also recognized that given the lack of funding to build the freeway today, 
interim improvements would be needed to accommodate the growing traffi c demand.  
Examples of interim improvements included adding traffi c signals and turn lanes at 
future interchange and overpass locations knowing that these would need to be 
converted into interchanges and overpasses in the future.  Other examples of interim 
improvements included reducing access to K-7 and preserving important tracts of land 
for future improvements.  Given the uncertainty of the timing of future development, 

it was impossible to predict the priority and order of implementation of the interim and ultimate 
improvements over time.  This plan’s purpose was to provide guidelines for interim improvements 
that could occur and the expectations for what would ultimately need to occur.

Finally, Memorandums of Understanding (MOU’s) were developed with each community to 
establish roles and responsibilities for KDOT and the local communities in implementing the K-7 
Corridor Management Plan.  These MOU’s formalized the continued collaborative environment and 
created a moral framework for implementing the recommendations of the study.  The MOU’s also 
established of a K-7 Corridor Review Committee made up of representatives from KDOT and the 
local communities.  The committee’s purpose would be to meet periodically to review the corridor 
plan, assess development issues, and evaluate compliance with the K-7 Corridor Plan.
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