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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
 
The CAC Inter-Regional Travel Corridor Major Investment Study (CAC MIS) is a unique effort 
by the transportation agencies serving four counties in northeastern Ohio to address 
transportation problems both within and among the three urbanized regions.   
 
The study is intended to result in a locally preferred investment strategy that will ultimately be 
accepted into the respective Long Range Plans of the three Metropolitan Planning 
Organizations in the region: Northeast Ohio Areawide Coordinating Agency, Akron 
Metropolitan Area Transportation Study, and Stark County Area Transportation Study.  The 
preferred strategy, which could contain highway and/or transit alternatives, will likely move 
into implementation as a set of discrete projects divided between those that are inter-regional 
in nature and those that are contained within one of the three urbanized regions.   
 
The MIS is being conducted in the context of Federal guidelines that direct transportation 
planning.  The MIS recommendations could result in the expenditure of Federal, state and 
local funds for major capital projects in metropolitan areas.  Such studies are expected to 
consider a broad range of alternative strategies, including the option of doing nothing as well 
as other low-cost options.  The study identified transportation problems in its study corridor 
and goals and objectives to be met in the context of the study, documented in a purpose and 
need document.  The study identified a range of possible strategies for addressing the 
purpose and need and meeting the goals and objectives of the study, and identified a 
preferred strategy through a series of rounds of alternatives evaluation which proceeded over 
a period of more than two years.  The CAC MIS also included an extensive public 
involvement and stakeholder interview program as part of the decision-making process. 
 
The CAC MIS is probably the first major transportation study in Northeast Ohio to include 
three major urbanized areas.  As a result, the study has been among the most complex 
studies of its kind ever performed.  The study analyzed inter-regional transportation 
improvements using three separate regional transportation models and developed an inter-
regional transportation model to test inter-regional transportation improvements.  As a result 
of modifications to their regional transportation models, all three urbanized areas and the 
region as a whole are better equipped to test future improvements to their mass transit 
systems, and have gained numerous insights in the ways in which their regional 
transportation models react to major changes in the highway network.  The study resulted in 
numerous recommendations for changes to the local mass transit and highway network, 
some of which can be implemented rapidly and at minimal cost.  The cooperation between 
regions and transportation agencies in northeastern Ohio exemplified by the study serves as 
a model for inter-regional cooperation to address other issues and to take advantage of other 
opportunities presented to the region. 
 
This report documents more than three years of analysis and decision-making on the part of 
the CAC Coordinating Committee and its consultant team.  It presents the events leading up 
to the initiation of the study, the documentation of transportation problems and opportunities 
as identified in the purpose and need statement, the evaluation process and creation of the 
evaluation tools used to analyze alternative strategies; the development and evaluation of 
three rounds of alternative strategies, and the identification and documentation of a preferred 
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alternative for consideration by the local MPOs.  The study documents public comment as 
part of the decision-making process and the decisions of the MPOs in relation to the 
advancement of the elements of the preferred alternative strategy.  As such, the report 
documents the decision-making process of the CAC coordinating committee and the input of 
the agencies that comprised that committee.  The report also provides documentation of the 
technical analysis that underlies those decisions.  
 
Member agencies of the CAC Coordinating Committee are listed below.  More information 
about the structure of the committee can be found in the Memorandum of Agreement in 
Appendix A. 
 

• Akron Metropolitan Area Planning Study – AMATS 
• Greater Cleveland regional Transit Authority – GCRTA 
• Metro Regional Transit Authority (Akron) – METRO 
• Northeast Ohio Areawide Coordinating Agency – NOACA 
• Ohio Department of Transportation – ODOT 

o District 12 
o District 4 
o Office of Transit (Central) 

• Portage Area Regional Transportation Authority  - PARTA (non-voting member) 
• Stark Area Regional Transit Authority - SARTA   
• Stark County Area Transportation Study – SCATS 
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2.0 DESCRIPTION OF THE STUDY AREA 

 
The Canton-Akron-Cleveland Inter-Regional Travel Corridor Major Investment Study (CAC 
MIS) study area, shown in Figure 2.0-1 includes portions of three metropolitan areas: Canton, 
Akron and Cleveland.  Major transportation facilities that were analyzed in the MIS include a 
number of state highways and interstate segments that serve north-south inter-regional 
travel, as well as several railroad facilities that are potential alignments for commuter rail 
service.  Figure 2.0-1 shows the location of these major road and rail facilities. 
 
This corridor, or study area, extends about 62 miles from just south of the Canton central 
business district (CBD), where I-77 intersects with US 30, north through Akron and Kent, 
terminating where I-77 intersects with I-90 just south of the Cleveland CBD.  This 
transportation corridor is largely urban, and north-south facilities in the corridor support urban 
traffic volumes composed of a large volume of sub-regional as well as inter-regional and 
interstate traffic.  The areas immediately south of the corridor’s southern terminus in Canton 
are largely rural, and traffic volumes on the primary north-south facility, I-77, are far lower 
than those found in the study area.  They are comprised primarily of inter-regional trips. 
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Figure 2.0-1 – Map of CAC MIS Study Area  
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2.1 General Facts about the study area 
 
Population and employment in the four counties in which the CAC MIS study area is located 
as a whole, (including Cuyahoga, Portage, Stark and Summit Counties), has decreased over 
the past thirty years and is not expected to grow significantly in the future.  However, 
population and employment has migrated from the central cities into suburban and rural 
areas, and this trend is expected to continue.  This migration pattern has resulted in 
population increases in Portage, Stark and Summit Counties.  The three central cities in the 
corridor—Cleveland, Akron and Canton—are and will remain important employment centers, 
but their relative importance as employment destinations has decreased in recent years and 
is expected to decrease further in the future.   
 
The MPOs in the regions have recognized this trend.  NOACA, in its Framework for Action 
2025 has laid out the policies and development patterns that would control decentralization of 
population and stem the future decline of central cities.  The AMATS long-range 
transportation plan addresses curbing “urban sprawl” along with farmland preservation.  
AMATS has developed priorities in their plans to preserve areas with low population and 
employment density, by giving projects in these areas low priority and reduced government 
funding.  AMATS has made a goal of encouraging desirable settlement patterns in their long 
range planning process for transportation systems.  In its long-range plan, SCATS 
acknowledges the uneven suburban growth distribution in its area, and realizes that this will 
have important consequences in the future.  SCATS recommended future planning activities 
for central cities, suburban townships and rural parts of the county. 
 
Without actions to reverse the increasing decentralization of a static population and 
employment base, and the attendant loss of population and employment density it entails, the 
result will be increasing pressure on the region’s transportation system. 
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X61 route averages 85 to 130 passengers per day.  The X60 route includes a mid-day trip.  The 
X60 has ten daily trips between Akron and downtown Cleveland, while the X61 has eight daily trips.  
Because these routes constitute a “premium” service due to their speed, express operating 
characteristics, and the higher grade of the vehicles - and because the service extends beyond 
METRO’s jurisdictional boundaries at the Summit County line - METRO charges passengers a 
premium fare of $3 per trip, compared with the fare of $1 charged for other services that operate 
entirely within Summit County.  
 
The X-77 METRO route offers express service to the Akron/Canton Airport from Cascade Plaza.  At 
the airport, the X-77 connects with SARTA route 115,which offers service to Belden Village with 
continued service to downtown Canton.  GCRTA (Route 77F) and Metro (Route 101) provide 
connecting inter-regional service for Cleveland-Akron trips, with coordinated connections at 
Brecksville VA Hospital, and between GCRTA 90X/97X and Metro Route 103 with coordinated 
connections in Bedford.   
 
Between Akron and Canton, METRO and SARTA offer connecting service via Akron-Canton 
Airport.  The service schedules on these routes are not timed to facilitate coordinated transfers, but 
the two agencies do honor each other’s transfers, permitting payment of a single fare in each 
direction.  Alignments of the bus routes and location of park-and-ride lots serving the corridor are 
depicted on the following page in Figure 3.1-12.  Total trip times and required changes are relatively 
long compared with the automobile.  
 
3.1.11 Rail Facilities 
 
The study area includes two mainline railroad routes (not including those that have only minimal 
presence in the corridor), with numerous secondary routes.  The primary rail freight lines in the 
corridor include: 
 

• Norfolk Southern’s (NS) former Conrail Pittsburgh Line between the Cleveland 
Lakefront, Hudson, and Ravenna.  This line handles about 42 daily freight trains and four 
daily Amtrak trains. 

• CSX Transportation’s Chicago-Baltimore main line between Barberton, Akron, Kent and 
Ravenna.  This line handles about 32 daily freight trains and two daily Amtrak trains. 

Other active lines in the corridor include: 
 

• Wheeling & Lake Erie’s (W&LE) line between Cleveland, Twinsburg, Kent, Akron, and 
Copley.  This line handles about two daily through trains, with additional local switching 
movements, especially between Cleveland and Glenwillow. 

• NS’s Randall Secondary line between East 37th Street in Cleveland, Warrensville 
Heights, Solon, and Aurora.  West of Solon, this line handles daily switching movements. 

• National Park Service’s Valley Railway (former CT&V) between Independence, 
Peninsula, and Akron.  Excursion trains are operated by the non-profit Cuyahoga Valley 
Scenic Railroad, generally on a daily basis depending on season. 
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• CSX’s Sandyville Line (former CT&V) between Akron and Krumroy (south of Akron).  
This segment handles daily switching movements.  Two through mainline trains also 
pickup and set off cars on this line in the Valley Yard area. 

• CSX’s Sandyville Line (former CT&V) between North Canton and Canton.  The W&LE, 
which leases this portion of the line, operates tri-weekly switching service on this line. 

• NS’s Crestline-Pittsburgh main line through downtown Canton.  This line handles at least 
four daily trains. 

Inactive lines in the corridor include: 
 

• The portion of the Sandyville Line between Krumroy and North Canton.  This property is 
currently being purchased by METRO. 

• Summit County Port Authority’s Akron Secondary between Hudson and Cuyahoga Falls. 

• Summit County Port Authority’s Erie Line between Kent and Akron.  Industrial switching 
movements do occur on the east end of this line. 

• W&LE’s portion of the Akron Secondary line between Cuyahoga Falls and Akron 
Arlington Street.  The northern portion of this line has been removed, and the southern 
portion is inactive. 

Intercity passenger service on corridor rail lines is limited to Amtrak service to Cleveland, Akron and 
Alliance on the routes noted above.  Although Amtrak stations in the corridor include Cleveland and 
Akron, Amtrak service does not connect these two locations. 
 
Passenger service is provided between suburban Cleveland (Independence) and Akron by the 
Cuyahoga Valley Scenic Railroad, which operates over trackage owned by the National Park 
Service.  This service is recreational in nature, with a focus on educational trips for school children, 
holiday theme trains, and destination-based trips to locations such as Inventure Place and Hale 
Farm and Village, as well as the park itself.  Service is relatively low-speed and not scheduled or 
marketed to serve non-recreational trips. 
 
Figure 3.1-13 indicates the level of existing freight traffic on these rail lines, which ranges from an 
average of 46 trains per day, down to less than one train daily. 
 
There is no intra-corridor passenger rail service. 
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3.1.12 Other Transportation Resources  
 
In addition to public transit, study area residents can utilize Greyhound bus services for 
transportation within the corridor, as well as to other locations throughout Ohio.  There are also 
numerous other private transportation resources within each county, including taxis and agency-
based transport vans.  Greyhound offers inter-regional service with nine non-stop trips in each 
direction between downtown Cleveland and downtown Akron.  Five of those trips in each direction 
provide non-stop service between Akron and Canton (and one-stop service between Cleveland and 
Canton).  Greyhound also offers one round-trip daily between Cleveland and Kent.   
 
NOACA reports the following additional public transportation facilities and services: rideshare, 
which includes carpooling and vanpooling; guaranteed ride home program (GRH); work access 
program; customized employer campaigns; park-and-ride and park-and-pool service areas; and 
transportation management associations, which allow groups of employers to set up and display 
plans for congestion-reducing alternatives.  GCRTA operates 12 parking lots along the blue and 
green light-rail lines, in the corridor, with more than 1,500 park-and-ride spaces.  GCRTA also has a 
bus park-and-ride lot at SR 82 and Brecksville Road, a short distance from I-77.  However, these 
facilities primarily serve intra-regional trips.  
 
Stark County offers ridesharing, which includes carpooling and vanpooling as well as transit use.  
Free rideshare matching services are also available.  Stark County’s rideshare program was 
expanded in 1989 to include Carroll and Tuscarawas Counties.  There are three park-and-ride lots 
in the SCATS rideshare area.  
 
The AMATS area has rideshare for Portage, Summit and Wayne County residents; and METRO 
and PARTA sponsor the commuter adVANtage program.  There are currently eight carpool/vanpool 
lots and several park-and-ride lots served by METRO bus service.  At this time, about 1,850 people 
are registered as active participants in the AMATS rideshare program. 
 
Pedestrian and Bicycle Transportation 
 
In the region as a whole, bicycle and pedestrian facilities are primarily used for recreation, and 
several significant bicycle paths are incorporated in the area’s park systems. Due to the length of 
the study corridor, it is unlikely that bicycle and pedestrian facilities could serve as a viable 
alternative for most inter-regional trips in the CAC travel corridor.  However, they may be an 
important link to existing and proposed transit facilities and serve as destinations in their own right.  
The attractiveness of the bicycle and pedestrian facilities to complement transit serves a valuable 
role for inter-regional travel options.  
 
The major initiative in the area of pedestrian and bicycle facilities in the corridor is the US National 
Park Service’s Ohio and Erie Canal National Heritage Corridor Towpath trail.  This 87-mile corridor, 
developed in conjunction with Cleveland and Summit Metroparks, will soon connect Cleveland to 
Downtown Akron.  It will continue southward, bypassing Canton (instead serving Massillon) and 
extending south to Zoar.  Improvements to this trail are included in the AMATS and SCATS 
financially constrained long range transportation plans.  While this facility is the most extensive non-
motorized transportation initiative in the corridor, the facilities are too remote from major residential 


