
The No Build Alternative involves only already existing and committed projects (no other new projects are 
considered). Routine maintenance of the existing roadway network will continue. 
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Goal:  Travel Safety - Improve vehicular and pedestrian travel safety
$ Address vehicular/pedestrian conflict issues in Oxford=s Uptown and on Miami University=s campus
$ Identify and correct existing deficiencies that contribute to unsafe travel 

Address identified safety problem 
areas (intersections and road 
sections with high accident rate 
history)

7 6 5 4 3 1 1

Upgrade roads to safe standards in 
terms of lane and shoulder widths

7 6 1 1 1 1 1

Reduce vehicular/pedestrian 
conflict points or areas

7 5 6 4 3 2 1

Consider access management 
needs (existing and future land 
use)

7 6 5 4 3 2 1

Provide separation of through and 
local travel needs to improve safe 
property access

7 6 5 4 3 2 1

Ability to Address Project Goal

Travel Safety: 
Evaluation of Ability to Address Project Goal

Alternatives Under Consideration

No Build Alternative

The ranking in the following table takes into account each alternative’s potential effect on safety. Low scores 
indicate where an alternative best addresses the project goal. 
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Build Alternatives

Safety Benefit
Potential increase or reduction in 
number of traffic accidents on US 27 
and SR 73 (compared to Existing 
accident levels)
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Potential increase or reduction in 
number of traffic accidents on US 27 
and SR 73 (compared to predicted Yr. 
2030 No Build accidents)
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ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATIONS
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Projected Effect on Travel Safety
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Based on Year 2030 projected traffic volumes, this chart compares the predicted change in number of traffic 
accidents under each alternative’s plans for US 27 and SR 73, compared to existing and to future conditions. 
Predictions are based on accident rates times traffic volumes for the various components of each alternative plan. 
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