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Study Purpose

ldentify and evaluate cost-effective options for improving
transit and reducing congestion on Highway 169

Options will include:
* Transitway facility
e Service operations improvements
e Coordinated MNnPASS improvements
* Spot mobility improvements

* Other transit advantage improvements

Collaborative effort between MnDOT, Scott County and
Metropolitan Councill

Funding partners also include Shakopee, Prior Lake and
Highway 169 Corridor Coalition



Study Outcome

Results of the study will be used to determine
whether to:

e Advance recommended improvements into
environmental/design phase,;

 Add specific recommended improvements to already
programmed projects; or

* Prepare recommended improvements should
additional funding become available



Study Process

Stage 1 Stage 2 Stage 3 Stage 4

Initial Set of Evaluation of

Goals &
Objectives

Screening Level " Implementation
Evaluation Plan &

Evaluation Measures J - Final Report

Measures

Stakeholder Engagement




Study Groups

Project Management Team
* Provide project oversight and overall work direction
e Council, MnDOT, Scott and Hennepin counties
Technical Advisory Committee
* Provide technical input on study work efforts

e Staff representing: State and federal agencies, counties, cities
and transit providers along the corridor

Policy Advisory Committee

* Provide policy input and direction and make study
recommendations

* Elected or appointed members representing: State and federal
agencies, counties, cities, other key agencies & stakeholders



Project Goals

Goal 1: Improve access to local and regional destinations,
activity centers, and employment concentrations

Goal 2: Provide better mobility in the corridor and options to
avoid congestion

Goal 3: Improve the attractiveness of transit to serve more
people in the corridor

Goal 4: Provide a high long-term return on the transportation
iInvestment

Goal 5: Prioritize service to existing areas with development
patterns that support transit and to those committed to

implementing future development patterns that support transit
service

Goal 6: Preserve and enhance the quality of the built and
natural environments



MnPASS Alternatives

Alternative Components Screening Criteria
Southern Termini Implementation
Northern Termini Feasibility
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Volume-to-Capacity

T Medicine Lake
AM Peak Hour V/C County.Rozd : 1o
Y E Golden Valley
[_]-0s
[ Jos-os4
Liaf
[ 0.5 - 0.80 = ;
o
- 0.9-0.00 Wayzata : L
> & -
— B : ¥
2 H
E 3
Waoodiand = 5 St Louis Park
Minnetanka Bl
Beach 1 T
L] 3 = =
i x WMinnetanka
é Hopl
? Excaluii B
ToukaBay 3 2
Greenyood 7 =
w
-
Excelsicr A=
d %,
K Edina
I |T e
: 3 Bl
= i |
H : ,IJ 10
] = @ 1 &l JI
Chanhassen i t e ”’_m- Ry \_‘|||I- |
s 2 == Al
£ 212 —=
e % i
Edlen Prairie
ymanBlvel
1 L Fytand Park
eamww 3
: 2
a
=
Ea
i winnesosa vallay
National Wilaiife fefuge
ity
nefige . Jackson Twp.
L paccol)=0*
430 S 1

| RciTapal b Lnancil

iy
mafuge .

PM Peak Hour ViC

[ J<oe

[ Jos-os4
[ Joss-ose
[ 050 - 099

Minnetonka
Beach

Wayzata

woodland

Deephaven

Tonka Bay

Lreenwood

Excelsion

T Chanhassen

mtum

Lyman-Blva

Jackson Twp.

B0 S by

192 el A Y

CoustyRaad

Rasr101

=
o
H
F

Minnetenka

s2ndE1 W

Eden Frairie

Plyimau i Rd

e

Q=

.

Fakwrn,

y e

iz

Medicine Lake

v Biva:

o e,

=
3
a
100
-— Golden Valley
5t Louis Park
'
Edina
1a2
10
Hyfand Park
Hesorve 3
@
] B
5
=
el Sl 2
sMinaesota valley
“National wildiife Refupe
. ez oll 0"

Medrape = Seuncil



Duration of Congestion
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Southern Terminus

Existing operational needs extend beyond both
TH 101 and CR 21

Operational need not anticipated to Hwy 41 —
more likely CSAH 69

Allow forecasts to demonstrate traffic need
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Northern Terminus: I-394/TH 55

-394 MNPASS
attractive to Hwy 169
MnPASS users

-394 MnPASS
connection options
will be evaluated

MnPASS to TH 55
serves additional
congested segments
along Hwy 169

MnPASS north of TH
55 will be primarily
evaluated in the
MnPASS Phase 3
System Study
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Northern Terminus: 1-494




MnPASS Alternatives

Implementation Existing Traffic Requires Up to 3 full alternatives will be
Feasibility Operations Needs Additional Analysis carried forward for detailed
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Duplication of Exi
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BRT Alternative 3: Marschall
Road to Downtown Mpls via US
169, 1-494, |-35W

e Local Routes 540, 542 run
roughly parallel to 1-494

 Orange Line and many

express routes run on |-
35W
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Duplication of Existing & Planned Service

Eden Prairie

BRT Alternative 6: Marschall Road to
Downtown Mpls via US 169, TH 7, TH
100, -394
BRT Alternative 7: Marschall Road to
Downtown Mpls via US 169, TH 7, TH
100, TH 55

 Local Route 9 runs on Glenwood
Avenue and Cedar Lake Road

* Local Route 12 runs from Opus
to Excelsior Boulevard

 Local Route 604 runs on
Excelsior Blvd, Louisiana Ave,
and -394

o Southwest LRT runs parallel to
Highway 7 and Highway 169
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Initial Screening: Transitway Alt.




Bus Rapid Transit Alternatives

@ Old Shakopee Rd

Recommended for
detailed analysis of
alternatives

Station locations
reviewed by TAC at
workshop and by
Scott County
communities at
workshop
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Alternatives Summary

BRT Alternatives MnPASS Alternatives
Marschall Road to CSAH 69 to I-394/TH
downtown Minneapolis 55
via US 169 and 1-394 - :

: ) ) *  With MnPASS t
(included in the Highway t0'|_394n cOnNeCHon
Transitway Corridor
Study) CSAH 69 to 1-494

Marschall Road to
downtown Minneapolis
via US 169, Betty Crocker
Drive, and TH 55
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SHAKOPEE TO BROOKLYN PARK
BRT ALTERNATIVE ANALYSIS
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Brooklyn Park Alignment

Preliminary Station Location
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Evaluation Summary

Evaluation Relative to Other Corridors in the Highway Transitway Corridor Study
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PAC Discussion on Alternative

Intent of study is to recommend one preferred
alternative

While this alternative is compelling, it feels like a
separate study

Alternative should not be further pursued as part
of the Highway 169 Mobility Study

It should be considered for a separate study
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Study Next Steps: Technical Analyses

Transit operating plan

Highway operating plan

Transit ridership forecast

Highway traffic forecast

Capital cost estimate

Transportation system issues analysis
Community issues analysis

Social, equity, environmental, and economic
analysis
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Project Contact

Project Manager

Brad Larsen

MnPASS Policy & Planning

Minnesota Department of Transportation
Metro District

Brad.larsen@state.mn.us

651.234.7024
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