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but within Runway 9’s RPZ. Since all three runway extension alternatives impact CR-164, three potential
roadway alternatives were evaluated and discussed below (see Figure 4-4).

In addition to the Runway 9 RPZ impacts, 590 feet of SR-44 traverses through the Runway 27 RPZ. There
is no recommended extension or relocation of the Runway 27 end in the planning period; however,
because SR-44 does go through the RPZ, similar mitigation alternatives were also depicted in Figure 4-4.

4.3.3.1 Alternative A: Close 750 feet of CR-164 & Install Cul-de-Sacs

Alternative A would close approximately 750 feet of CR-164, providing room for the extension and
appropriate design criteria for B-II runways (ROFA, RSA, etc.). The cul-de-sac to the north would be
installed at the entrance of the Portage County Water Resources building and the cul-de-sac to the south
would be installed just north of the Shalersville Township building. During a preliminary alternatives
meeting with the Airport Authority, Portage County Planning, and Portage County Economic
Development, it was decided this alternative was not feasible given the impacts to traffic flow and the
presence of emergency response facilities on this corridor.

Given the high traffic counts on SR-44 providing the connection to Interstate-80/Ohio Turnpike to the
north and the town of Ravenna to the south, this alternative was not considered on the Runway 27 end.

4.3.3.2 Alternative B: Relocate Road Outside of Future RSA/ROFA/RPZ

Alternative B would relocate CR-164 around any future RSA/ROFA/RPZ for a Runway 9 extension. This
would be achieved by constructing a new 4,225 linear foot 2-lane road. Approximately 2,975 feet of the
proposed alignment would be located on existing airport property and the remaining 1,250 feet would be
constructed on future land acquisitions. Ultimately it would reconnect by intersecting with County Road
154 approximately three-quarters of a mile to the south. It should be noted that if this alternative were
to be implemented, it should be built out to an ultimate condition where the runway could be extended
to 5,000 feet, while protecting the RPZ. This would prevent the alignment having to be relocated a second
time in the event the runway extension was phased over time. It should be noted that this would likely be
expensive, given the associated costs with right-of-way acquisition, construction of up to two miles in
length, potential environmental impacts, and other mitigations.

SR-44 could be similarly rerouted outside of the RPZ, reconnecting with County Road 154 approximately
one mile to the south.

4.3.3.3 Alternative C: Tunnel 500 Feet of Existing Right-of-Way

Alternative C would tunnel approximately 500 feet of existing CR-164 under the extended runway. The
length of the tunnel would simply need to be sufficient to keep the road out of the RSA, ROFA, and RPZ
(refer to Figure 4-4). While 600 feet would be required for the RPZ in its current location, 500 feet would
be sufficient should the runway be extended. The elevation of the existing road is approximately 15 feet
lower than the runway 9 end along its extended centerline. The tunnel would require minimal property
acquisition and have far fewer potential environmental impacts when compared to Alternative B.



Runway Extension - 4,500'
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Figure 4-2
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Runway Extension - 5,000'
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Figure 4-3
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Road Rerouting Alternatives
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Figure 4-4
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