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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The Ohio-Kentucky-Indiana Regional Council of Governments (OKI) has conducted the 
Uptown Transportation Study with the following purpose: 

“Develop a comprehensive transportation plan for the Uptown area that serves the 
needs of the area’s diverse population, responds to existing transportation 
deficiencies, and supports continuing growth, development, and economic vitality.” 

The Uptown Transportation Study has been jointly managed by the project Implementation 
Partners (IP).  The IP is composed of the following entities: OKI, the City of Cincinnati, the 
Southwest Ohio Regional Transit Authority (SORTA), the Uptown Consortium, the Ohio 
Department of Transportation (ODOT), and the AMOS Project. 

The project is divided into two elements; Part A and Part B.  Part A is a comprehensive 
review of all elements of the transportation system within the Uptown area including: 

• Local street operations 

• Internal and regional transit service 

• On-street and off-street parking 

• Pedestrian and bicycle circulation 

• Signage and wayfinding. 

Part B is specifically focused on evaluating access between the Uptown area and I-71 and 
making recommendations for potential access improvements.  The project follows ODOT’s 
14-step Major Project Development Process (PDP).  Steps 1 through 4 of PDP have been 
completed through the planning activities conducted as part of this project. 

The IP developed the following purpose and need statement for the Part B I-71 Access 
Improvement Study.   

“The purpose of the I-71 Uptown Study is to develop a set of feasible alternatives to 
improve access between I-71 and the Uptown area of Cincinnati that reduce travel 
times, reduce complexity of wayfinding, and promote economic vitality.” 

See Appendix A for the primary and secondary needs identified as part of project purpose 
and need. 

OKI has developed an extensive Community Involvement and Communication Plan to 
encourage public participation in the planning process.  See the “Community Involvement 
Documentation” binder for additional information regarding the project Community 
Involvement and Communication Plan. 

Three public meetings were conducted during the project with the Part B recommendations 
being presented at the last meeting during October 2006. 

The issues and concerns gathered at the public meetings were varied. The complete written 
commentary collected is included in the separate Uptown Community Involvement 




