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Brief Project Description (Include location, road name/functional
class, type of improvement, etc.)

Dakota County Project 32-87 is the reconstruction
of County State Aid Highway (CSAH) 32, an A-
Minor Arterial, from CSAH 43 (Lexington Ave S) to
0.2 miles east of Dodd Road in the City of Eagan.
Forecast volumes for 2030 on CSAH 32 within the
project location are 13,700 ADT, an increase from
the existing 2020 volumes that range from 8,700 to
9,800 ADT. This stretch of CSAH 32 (Cliff Road)
exists as a two-lane rural County roadway with
minimal shoulders located adjacent to Lebanon
Hills Regional Park. The lack of turn lanes and
pedestrian facilities on this 50-mph roadway
creates a hazardous condition for one of the
primary recreational areas with Dakota County.
Lebanon Hills Regional Park receives more than
900,000 visitors per year and the primary entrance
to the park is located within the reconstruction limits
of CSAH 32. The goals of the proposed project are
to address safety concerns at the intersection of
CSAH 32 and Dodd Road, create a multi-modal
transportation network, create an efficient and
reliable corridor for vehicle and pedestrian mobility,
and construct a system compatible with the
environmentally sensitive region.

The proposed improvements include reconstructing
the existing rural two-lane roadway with minimal
shoulders to a two-lane divided urban section
roadway with shared-use trails on both sides of
CSAH 32. The proposed typical section includes 10
ft shared-use trails (North and South), 5-10 ft
boulevards, 8 ft shoulders, 12 ft through lanes and
a 6-18 ft varying raised median. Intersection
improvements include signal revision at CSAH 43,
dedicated turn lanes at all public intersections and
a roundabout at the intersection of Dodd Road and
CSAH 32. The raised center median
implementation will create an efficient corridor that
will reduce the conflicts between mainline traffic
and the density of private drive accesses. The
project will include retaining wall design to



accommodate the additional width of the new
typical section while reducing the overall right of
way impacts and cost.

(Limit 2,800 characters; approximately 400 words)

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP) CSAH 32, EAGAN, FROM CSAH 43 TO 0.2 E DODD ROAD,
DESCRIPTION - will be used in TIP if the project is selected for 1.6 MILES, RECONSTRUCT ROADWAY, WIDEN

funding. See MnDOT's TIP description guidance. SHOULDERS, ROUNDABOUT AND ADA

Project Length (Miles) 1.6

to the nearest one-tenth of a mile

Project Funding

Are you applying for competitive funds from another source(s) to
implement this project?

If yes, please identify the source(s)

Federal Amount $7,000,000.00
Match Amount $3,900,000.00
Minimum of 20% of project total

Project Total $10,900,000.00
For transit projects, the total cost for the application is total cost minus fare revenues.

Match Percentage 35.78%

Minimum of 20%
Compute the match percentage by dividing the match amount by the project total

Source of Match Funds State Aid, Local

A minimum of 20% of the total project cost must come from non-federal sources; additional match funds over the 20% minimum can come from other federal
sources

Preferred Program Year

Select one: 2024

Select 2022 or 2023 for TDM projects only. For all other applications, select 2024 or 2025.

Additional Program Years: 2022, 2023

Select all years that are feasible if funding in an earlier year becomes available.

Project Information-Roadways

County, City, or Lead Agency Dakota County
Functional Class of Road A-Minor Arterial
Road System CSAH

TH, CSAH, MSAS, CO. RD., TWP. RD., CITY STREET


http://www.dot.state.mn.us/planning/program/pdf/stip/Updated%20STIP%20Project%20Description%20Guidance%20December%2014%202015.pdf

Road/Route No. 32

i.e., 53 for CSAH 53

Name of Road Cliff Road

Example; 1st ST., MAIN AVE

Zip Code where Majority of Work is Being Performed 55123
(Approximate) Begin Construction Date 12/20/2021
(Approximate) End Construction Date 11/01/2023

TERMINI: (Termini listed must be within 0.3 miles of any work)

From: CSAH 43
(Intersection or Address)

-(rl(r:;ersection or Address) Dodd Road
DO NOT INCLUDE LEGAL DESCRIPTION

Or At

Miles of Sidewalk (nearest 0.1 miles) 0

Miles of Trail (nearest 0.1 miles) 3.2

Miles of Trail on the Regional Bicycle Transportation Network 16

(nearest 0.1 miles)

GRADE, AGG BASE, BIT SURF, CURB AND GUTTER,
Primary Types of Work STORM SEWER, SIGNAL REVISION, LIGHTING, SHARE-
USE PATH, PED RAMPS, RETAINING WALLS

Examples: GRADE, AGG BASE, BIT BASE, BIT SURF,
SIDEWALK, CURB AND GUTTER,STORM SEWER,

SIGNALS, LIGHTING, GUARDRAIL, BIKE PATH, PED RAMPS,
BRIDGE, PARK AND RIDE, ETC.

BRIDGE/CULVERT PROJECTS (IF APPLICABLE)
Old Bridge/Culvert No.:
New Bridge/Culvert No.:

Structure is Over/Under
(Bridge or culvert name):

Requirements - All Projects

All Projects

1.The project must be consistent with the goals and policies in these adopted regional plans: Thrive MSP 2040 (2014), the 2040 Transportation
Policy Plan (2018), the 2040 Regional Parks Policy Plan (2018), and the 2040 Water Resources Policy Plan (2015).

Check the box to indicate that the project meets this requirement. Yes

2.The project must be consistent with the 2040 Transportation Policy Plan. Reference the 2040 Transportation Plan goals, objectives, and
strategies that relate to the project.


https://metrocouncil.org/Planning/Projects/Thrive-2040.aspx 

Briefly list the goals, objectives, strategies, and associated
pages:

Dakota County, the City of Eagan and MnDOT
partnered on the CSAH 32 corridor study due to
safety concerns and interests from all parties in
improving this County highway. The public noted
vehicle speeds, passing on shoulders and in turn
lanes, truck volumes, lack of trails/pedestrian
facilities, and general safety. The conclusions
drawn, and the proposed reconstruction are
consistent with 2040 TPP with the below examples:

A. Chapter 2, Page 2.3 - Transportation System
Stewardship A2: The corridor was last
reconstructed in 1968 and the pavement has
reached the end of its service life. The typical
section no longer serves the level of traffic required
as land use in the region has changed. West of the
reconstruction area exists a 4-lane divided section
and it was widely assumed the proposed corridor
would require a 4-lane to properly convey traffic.
The corridor study focused on 2-lane divided, 3-
lane and 4-lane divided typical sections to
determine the level of service needs for the
corridor. Prioritizing traffic conveyance,
environmental impacts, private property impacts,
fiscal demands and the need for multi-modal
facilities, it was determined that the 2-lane divided
section with multi-use trails fulfills the objectives.

B. Chapter 2, Page 2.5 - Safety and Security: The
reconstruction corridor exists as a two-lane rural
roadway with minimal shoulders and no pedestrian
facilities. Lebanon Hills Regional Park, which sees
over 900,000 visitors per year, rests within the
corridor limits. Incorporating dual 10-foot shared-
use trails and installing dedicated pedestrian
crossings is crucial to the safety of the corridor. The
roundabout at Dodd Road and CSAH 32 will
address the vehicle safety/operation needs and will
create a safer crossing for pedestrians crossing the
50-mph roadway. The County is correcting deficient



Limit 2,800 characters, approximately 400 words

curves near Holland Lake that experience a crash
index of 1.91, above the state average of 0.35,
primarily due to run off the road vehicle crashes
and will address poor sight lines.

C. Chapter 2, Page 2.10 - Access to Destinations:
Existing corridor contains no pedestrian or multi-
use trail networks to convey multi-modal traffic
other than minimal roadway shoulders. The 50-mph
roadway has forecast volumes for 2030 of 13,700
ADT, an increase from the existing 2020 volumes
that range from 8,700 to 9,800 ADT. This creates a
barrier for multi-modal traffic commuting along the
corridor or accessing Lebanon Hills Regional Park.
Proposed trails will eliminate gap in the regional
network and connect to the North Creek Greenway
and Mendota-Lebanon Greenway at the
intersection with Dodd Road. The inclusion of the
multi-modal network will also promote healthy
lifestyles by creating opportunity for non-vehicle
commuting and leisure.

3.The project or the transportation problem/need that the project addresses must be in a local planning or programming document. Reference
the name of the appropriate comprehensive plan, regional/statewide plan, capital improvement program, corridor study document [studies on
trunk highway must be approved by the Minnesota Department of Transportation and the Metropolitan Council], or other official plan or program
of the applicant agency [includes Safe Routes to School Plans] that the project is included in and/or a transportation problem/need that the

project addresses.



List the applicable documents and pages:

The proposed reconstruction project has been
included in Dakota Countys Capital Improvement
Program (CIP) for multiple cycles. Dakota Countys
most recent CIP update, for 2020-2024, shows
project details on page Trans 36 (CP 32-87_2020-
2024 CapitallmprovementProgram.pdf attached).
The City of Eagans 2020-2024 Capital
Improvement Plan (CP 32-87_2020-2024
CIP_Eagan.pdf attached) shows the reconstruction
project (City project # 22-223232) and has $2.3M in
funding set aside for fiscal year 2022.

The Dakota County CIP budget for 2022
construction anticipated a construction cost of $5M
with the understanding that the 2020 design study
would identify a segmented approach to the
reconstruction of CSAH 32 from CSAH 43 to Trunk
Highway 3. The 2020 corridor study recommended
an implementation plan that included two short-
term reconstruction needs. The corridor study
report identified the short-term projects as CSAH
32 from Hay Lake Road to the Dodd Road
roundabout and from CSAH 43 (Lexington Ave S)
to Hay Lake Road in Eagan. Upon consideration of
the study and preliminary design results, Dakota
County and the City of Eagan determined to
advance a reconstruction project that would include
both short term reconstruction recommendations
and advance a project of CSAH 32 from CSAH 43
(Lexington Ave S) to 0.2 miles east of Dodd Road.
The correction of safety deficiencies, addressing
lack of multi-modal facilities, construction phasing
and fiscal efficiency all played into the decision to
move forward with both short-term
recommendations. The reconstruction of the
corridor limits carries a preliminary design estimate
of $11M.



Limit 2,800 characters, approximately 400 words

4.The project must exclude costs for studies, preliminary engineering, design, or construction engineering. Right-of-way costs are only eligible
as part of transit stations/stops, transit terminals, park-and-ride facilities, or pool-and-ride lots. Noise barriers, drainage projects, fences,
landscaping, etc., are not eligible for funding as a standalone project, but can be included as part of the larger submitted project, which is
otherwise eligible.

Check the box to indicate that the project meets this requirement. Yes

5.Applicants that are not State Aid cities or counties in the seven-county metro area with populations over 5,000 must contact the MnDOT
Metro State Aid Office prior to submitting their application to determine if a public agency sponsor is required.

Check the box to indicate that the project meets this requirement. Yes
6.Applicants must not submit an application for the same project elements in more than one funding application category.
Check the box to indicate that the project meets this requirement. Yes

7.The requested funding amount must be more than or equal to the minimum award and less than or equal to the maximum award. The cost of
preparing a project for funding authorization can be substantial. For that reason, minimum federal amounts apply. Other federal funds may be
combined with the requested funds for projects exceeding the maximum award, but the source(s) must be identified in the application. Funding
amounts by application category are listed below.

Strategic Capacity (Roadway Expansion): $1,000,000 to $10,000,000

Roadway Reconstruction/Modernization: $1,000,000 to $7,000,000

Traffic Management Technologies (Roadway System Management): $250,000 to $3,500,000

Spot Mobility and Safety: $1,000,000 to $3,500,000

Bridges Rehabilitation/Replacement: $1,000,000 to $7,000,000

Check the box to indicate that the project meets this requirement. Yes
8.The project must comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA).
Check the box to indicate that the project meets this requirement. Yes

9.In order for a selected project to be included in the Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and approved by USDOT, the public agency
sponsor must either have a current Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) self-evaluation or transition plan that covers the public right of
way/transportation, as required under Title Il of the ADA. The plan must be completed by the local agency before the Regional Solicitation
application deadline. For the 2022 Regional Solicitation funding cycle, this requirement may include that the plan is updated within the past five
years.

The applicant is a public agency that employs 50 or more people
and has a completed ADA transition plan that covers the public Yes
right of way/transportation.

Date plan completed: 06/01/2018

https://www.co.dakota.mn.us/Transportation/Transp
Link to plan: ortationStudies/Past/Documents/ADATransitionPla
n.pdf

The applicant is a public agency that employs fewer than 50
people and has a completed ADA self-evaluation that covers the
public right of way/transportation.

Date self-evaluation completed:
Link to plan:

Upload plan or self-evaluation if there is no link



Upload as PDF
10.The project must be accessible and open to the general public.
Check the box to indicate that the project meets this requirement. Yes

11.The owner/operator of the facility must operate and maintain the project year-round for the useful life of the improvement, per FHWA
direction established 8/27/2008 and updated 6/27/2017.

Check the box to indicate that the project meets this requirement. Yes

12.The project must represent a permanent improvement with independent utility. The term independent utility means the project provides
benefits described in the application by itself and does not depend on any construction elements of the project being funded from other sources
outside the regional solicitation, excluding the required non-federal match. Projects that include traffic management or transit operating funds as
part of a construction project are exempt from this policy.

Check the box to indicate that the project meets this requirement. Yes

13.The project must not be a temporary construction project. A temporary construction project is defined as work that must be replaced within
five years and is ineligible for funding. The project must also not be staged construction where the project will be replaced as part of future
stages. Staged construction is eligible for funding as long as future stages build on, rather than replace, previous work.

Check the box to indicate that the project meets this requirement. Yes

14.The project applicant must send written notification regarding the proposed project to all affected state and local units of government prior to
submitting the application.

Check the box to indicate that the project meets this requirement. Yes

Roadways Including Multimodal Elements

1.All roadway and bridge projects must be identified as a principal arterial (non-freeway facilities only) or A-minor arterial as shown on the latest
TAB approved roadway functional classification map.

Check the box to indicate that the project meets this requirement. Yes

Roadway Expansion and Reconstruction/Modernization and Spot Mobility projects only:
2.The project must be designed to meet 10-ton load limit standards.

Check the box to indicate that the project meets this requirement. Yes

Bridge Rehabilitation/Replacement and Strategic Capacity projects only:

3.Projects requiring a grade-separated crossing of a principal arterial freeway must be limited to the federal share of those project costs
identified as local (non-MnDOT) cost responsibility using MnDOTs Cost Participation for Cooperative Construction Projects and Maintenance
Responsibilities manual. In the case of a federally funded trunk highway project, the policy guidelines should be read as if the funded trunk
highway route is under local jurisdiction.

Check the box to indicate that the project meets this requirement.

4.The bridge must carry vehicular traffic. Bridges can carry traffic from multiple modes. However, bridges that are exclusively for bicycle or
pedestrian traffic must apply under one of the Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities application categories. Rail-only bridges are ineligible for
funding.

Check the box to indicate that the project meets this requirement.
Bridge Rehabilitation/Replacement projects only:

5.The length of the bridge must equal or exceed 20 feet.

Check the box to indicate that the project meets this requirement.

6. The bridge must have a National Bridge Inventory Rating of 6 or less for rehabilitation projects and 4 or less for replacement projects.



Check the box to indicate that the project meets this requirement.

Roadway Expansion, Reconstruction/Modernization, and Bridge Rehabilitation/Replacement projects only:

7. All roadway projects that involve the construction of a new/expanded interchange or new interchange ramps must have approval by the
Metropolitan Council/MnDOT Interchange Planning Review Committee prior to application submittal. Please contact Michael Corbett at MNDOT
( Michael.J.Corbett@state.mn.us or 651-234-7793) to determine whether your project needs to go through this process as described in
Appendix F of the 2040 Transportation Policy Plan.

Check the box to indicate that the project meets this requirement. Yes

Requirements - Roadways Including Multimodal Elements

Specific Roadway Elements

CONSTRUCTION PROJECT ELEMENTS/COST
ESTIMATES

Mobilization (approx. 5% of total cost)
Removals (approx. 5% of total cost)

Roadway (grading, borrow, etc.)

Roadway (aggregates and paving)

Subgrade Correction (muck)

Storm Sewer

Ponds

Concrete Items (curb & gutter, sidewalks, median barriers)
Traffic Control

Striping

Signing

Lighting

Turf - Erosion & Landscaping

Bridge

Retaining Walls

Noise Wall (not calculated in cost effectiveness measure)
Traffic Signals

Wetland Mitigation

Other Natural and Cultural Resource Protection
RR Crossing

Roadway Contingencies

Other Roadway Elements

Totals

Cost

$500,000.00
$500,000.00
$1,265,000.00
$1,550,000.00
$110,000.00
$1,600,000.00
$550,000.00
$1,060,000.00
$77,000.00
$40,000.00
$40,000.00
$106,000.00
$292,000.00
$0.00
$2,360,000.00
$0.00
$220,000.00
$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00
$10,270,000.00


mailto:Michael.J.Corbett@state.mn.us
https://metrocouncil.org/Transportation/Publications-And-Resources/Transportation-Planning/2040-Transportation-Policy-Plan-(2018-version)-(1)/2018-TPP-Update-Appendices/Appendix-F-Preliminary-Interchange-Approval.aspx

Specific Bicycle and Pedestrian Elements

CONSTRUCTION PROJECT ELEMENTS/COST

ESTIMATES Cost
Path/Trail Construction $475,000.00
Sidewalk Construction $0.00
On-Street Bicycle Facility Construction $0.00
Right-of-Way $0.00
Pedestrian Curb Ramps (ADA) $65,000.00
Crossing Aids (e.g., Audible Pedestrian Signals, HAWK) $0.00
Pedestrian-scale Lighting $90,000.00
Streetscaping $0.00
Wayfinding $0.00
Bicycle and Pedestrian Contingencies $0.00
Other Bicycle and Pedestrian Elements $0.00
Totals $630,000.00

. ______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
Specific Transit and TDM Elements

CONSTRUCTION PROJECT ELEMENTS/COST

ESTIMATES Cost
Fixed Guideway Elements $0.00
Stations, Stops, and Terminals $0.00
Support Facilities $0.00
Transit Systems (e.g. communications, signals, controls, $0.00
fare collection, etc.)

Vehicles $0.00
Contingencies $0.00
Right-of-Way $0.00
Other Transit and TDM Elements $0.00
Totals $0.00

Transit Operating Costs
Number of Platform hours 0

Cost Per Platform hour (full loaded Cost) $0.00



Subtotal $0.00

Other Costs - Administration, Overhead,etc. $0.00

Totals

Total Cost $0.00
Construction Cost Total $0.00
Transit Operating Cost Total $0.00

Measure B: Project Location Relative to Jobs, Manufacturing, and Education

Existing Employment within 1 Mile: 1022

E>.<isting Manufacturing/Distribution-Related Employment within 1 100

Mile:

Existing Post-Secondary Students within 1 Mile: 0

Upload Map 1588545515026_CP 32-87_MAP_Regional Economy.pdf

Please upload attachment in PDF form.

Measure C: Current Heavy Commercial Traffic
RESPONSE: Select one for your project, based on the Regional Truck Corridor Study:
Along Tier 1:

Miles: 0
(to the nearest 0.1 miles)

Along Tier 2: Yes
Miles: 1.6
(to the nearest 0.1 miles)

Along Tier 3:

Miles: 0
(to the nearest 0.1 miles)

The project provides a direct and immediate connection (i.e.,
intersects) with either a Tier 1, Tier 2, or Tier 3 corridor:

None of the tiers:

Measure A: Current Daily Person Throughput

Location CSAH 32 from CSAH 43 to Dodd Road

Current AADT Volume 9700



Existing Transit Routes on the Project N/A

For New Roadways only, list transit routes that will likely be diverted to the new proposed roadway (if applicable).

Upload Transit Connections Map 1588684514165_CP 32-87_MAP_Transit Connections.pdf

Please upload attachment in PDF form.

|
Response: Current Daily Person Throughput
Average Annual Daily Transit Ridership 0

Current Daily Person Throughput 12610.0

Measure B: 2040 Forecast ADT

Use Metropolitan Council model to determine forecast (2040) ADT No
volume

If checked, METC Staff will provide Forecast (2040) ADT volume

OR

Dakota County's approved 2030 Transportation
Identify the approved county or city travel demand model to Comprehensive Plan. Dakota County's 2040
determine forecast (2040) ADT volume Transportation Comprehensive Plan is complete
but has not yet been approved.

Forecast (2040) ADT volume 13700

Measure A: Connection to disadvantaged populations and projects benefits, impacts,
and mitigation

1.Sub-measure: Equity Population Engagement: A successful project is one that is the result of active engagement of low-income populations,
people of color, persons with disabilities, youth and the elderly. Engagement should occur prior to and during a projects development, with the
intent to provide direct benefits to, or solve, an expressed transportation issue, while also limiting and mitigating any negative impacts. Describe
and map the location of any low-income populations, people of color, disabled populations, youth or the elderly within a % mile of the proposed
project. Describe how these specific populations were engaged and provided outreach to, whether through community planning efforts, project
needs identification, or during the project development process. Describe what engagement methods and tools were used and how the input is
reflected in the projects purpose and need and design. Elements of quality engagement include: outreach and engagement to specific
communities and populations that are likely to be directly impacted by the project; techniques to reach out to populations traditionally not
involved in community engagement related to transportation projects; feedback from these populations identifying potential positive and
negative elements of the proposed project through engagement, study recommendations, or plans that provide feedback from populations that
may be impacted by the proposed project. If relevant, describe how NEPA or Title VI regulations will guide engagement activities.



Response:

Dakota County and the City of Eagan worked jointly
on a corridor study of the CSAH 32 corridor from
CSAH 43 (Lexington Ave S) to Trunk Highway 3.
The stakeholders recognized the sensitivity
surrounding this section of CSAH 32 due to
roadway safety, lack of multi-modal facilities,
environmental concern and proximity to Lebanon
Hills Regional Park. The corridor study completed
for the reconstruction corridor included in-depth
public engagement that was inclusive to all
demographics, ages and abilities. Under Section
8A. Risk Assessment, the public engagement
process is documented showing the 4 public
meetings held and numerous resident meetings.
The final design project will continue the
engagement efforts and plans to host two open
houses prior to completion of the plans.

The engagement advertisement included traditional
post-cards were mailed to all residents within %2
mile of the corridor, totaling 4800, for each public
open house that included directions and a web-
address to our project website. Facebook
advertisements with boost were utilized to market
our meetings to the local community and those who
travel the corridor frequently for commuting or
visiting Lebanon Hills Regional Park. The Next-
Door neighborhood app was utilized to advertise
locally while providing ample time for residents to
discuss and spread the information of the event. All
meetings were held locally with 3 open houses and
2 neighborhood meetings occurring at Lebanon
Hills Visitor Center.

In-person comment collection was utilized and to
extend outreach, a GIS web-based service called
INPUTID was used that allows the public to leave
comments on their own time that geo-referenced to
specific locations. This was introduced at Open
House #1 and was included in a newsletter that
was distributed to the 4800 on the mailing list in



(Limit 2,800 characters; approximately 400 words)

November 2018. Results from the INPUTID tool
can be seen in the attached CP 32-87_Corridor
Study Public Involvement Summary PDF.

The 2019 Census data (2019 Eagan Census
Data.pdf attached) shows Eagans population is
approximately 66,000 with 75.4% identifying as
white ethnicity and 24.6% of non-white heritage.
The population includes 11.4% of 65 years+, 5.1%
under 65 years of age live with a disability and
5.9% living in poverty. The HousingLink
performance tool identified a 92 unit residents that
includes 37 affordable units along CSAH 43 north
of the reconstruction project. These residents
currently have trail facilities that lead south to
project but are not provided facilities along CSAH
32 to the east. This project will provide a
continuous connection to Lebanon Hills Regional
Park and to other transportation and greenway
networks by installed two 10-foot shared-use trails.

2.Sub-measure: Equity Population Benefits and Impacts: A successful project is one that has been designed to provide direct benefits to low-
income populations, people of color, persons with disabilities, youth and the elderly. All projects must mitigate potential negative benefits as
required under federal law. Projects that are designed to provide benefits go beyond the mitigation requirement to proactively provide
transportation benefits and solve transportation issues experienced by Equity populations.

a.Describe the projects benefits to low-income populations, people of color, children, people with disabilities, and the elderly. Benefits could
relate to pedestrian and bicycle safety improvements; public health benefits; direct access improvements for residents or improved access to
destinations such as jobs, school, health care or other; travel time improvements; gap closures; new transportation services or modal options,
leveraging of other beneficial projects and investments; and/or community connection and cohesion improvements. Note that this is not an

exhaustive list.



Response:

The existing corridor includes a two-lane rural
section without pedestrian facilities. The
implementation of the proposed reconstruction will
install a two-lane divided raised median typical
section that includes two 10-foot shared-use trails
along the north and south edges of CSAH 32. Sub-
measure 1, discussed above, highlighted the
population demographic and the measures taken
during public engagement to be all inclusive.
Additionally, Sub-measure 1 identified the 37 units
of affordable housing north of the corridor along
CSAH 43. Pedestrian facilities exist along CSAH 43
adjacent to the affordable housing. This leads
residents south to CSAH 32 where a pedestrian
facility gap exists today between CSAH 43 and
Trunk Highway 3.

The implementation of multi-modal pedestrian
facilities adjacent to CSAH 32 within our project
area creates recreation and commuting opportunity
previously not available. Lebanon Hills Regional
Park?s main entrance (N Hay Lake Road) is
located along this trail gap section. Providing
access to this public facility for non-vehicle mobility
will open recreational opportunities for those
without means of transportation. Persons with
disabilities, youth and elderly will be provided
facilities that create safe locations to commute
along and cross CSAH 32.

The implementation of shared-use trails along
CSAH 32 provides a local community benefit for
those adjacent to the corridor or that live in
proximity to it. Additionally, it closes a trail gap that
creates opportunity for the commuting public that
desires to use non-vehicle means of travel. The
trails from CSAH 43 to Dodd Road along CSAH 32
will connect into existing transportation trail
networks at CSAH 43 and to greenway networks at
Dodd Road. The Mendota-Lebanon Hills Greenway
exists along Dodd Road to the north and provides



connection to other greenway facilities and
transportation networks within the region. Closing
this gap creates a commuting benefit for those who
currently attempt to commute on the minimal
roadway shoulders or are forced to take longer
routes to bypass the trail gap.

(Limit 2,800 characters; approximately 400 words)

b. Describe any negative impacts to low-income populations, people of color, children, people with disabilities, and the elderly created by the
project, along with measures that will be taken to mitigate them. Negative impacts that are not adequately mitigated can result in a reduction in
points.

Below is a list of negative impacts. Note that this is not an exhaustive list.

Increased difficulty in street crossing caused by increased roadway width, increased traffic speed, wider turning radii, or other elements that
negatively impact pedestrian access.

Increased noise.

Decreased pedestrian access through sidewalk removal / narrowing, placement of barriers along the walking path, increase in auto-oriented
curb cuts, etc.

Project elements that are detrimental to location-based air quality by increasing stop/start activity at intersections, creating vehicle idling areas,
directing an increased number of vehicles to a particular point, etc.

Increased speed and/or cut-through traffic.

Removed or diminished safe bicycle access.

Inclusion of some other barrier to access to jobs and other destinations.

Displacement of residents and businesses.

Mitigation of temporary construction/implementation impacts such as dust; noise; reduced access for travelers and to businesses; disruption of
utilities; and eliminated street crossings.

Other



Response:

The CSAH 32 reconstruction project is providing
3.2 miles of 10-foot shared-use trails along a
corridor that currently does not have pedestrian
facilities. The roadway exists as a rural 2-lane
roadway with minimal shoulders with the exception
of the tapering from 4-lane at CSAH 43. The
proposed two-lane divided section will implement a
wider roadway footprint due to the raised center
median that will vary from 6-18 feet. At
intersections with designated pedestrian crossings,
this median will serve as a pedestrian refuge to
combat the widened roadway footprint.

Introduction of shared-use trails along the corridor
that previously did not contain trails will provide a
large benefit to the community that is unable drive
motor vehicles due to age or disability. These
transportation networks will provide connection
along CSAH 32 to other established transportation
or greenway trail systems. To ensure it is safe for
all users, the project will conform with ADA
guidelines for all ramps and slopes. Additionally,
the introduction of new facilities within regions
previously absent of can create a false sense of
security to new users. To mitigate
pedestrian/vehicle conflicts, appropriate signing
and pavement marking will delineate the
trail/pedestrian crossings. The sight-lines at these
conflict points will also meet state standards for
visibility.

The reconstruction of CSAH 32 will require carefully
planned construction phasing and detour planning.
CSAH 32 provides an east-west route between
Interstate 35 East and US Hwy 52 that is utilized by
daily commuters and industry. To ensure travel
disruption is kept to a minimum, the project will
implement construction phasing that will aim at
substantial completion of segments specifically for
keeping traffic flowing. The construction project will
commence in winter 2022 and construction of the



roundabout can be phased to be completed early in
the spring to ensure access to Lebanon Hills during
the peak summer months can be consistently
provided.

(Limit 2,800 characters; approximately 400 words)
Select one:

3.Sub-measure: Bonus Points Those projects that score at least 80% of the maximum total points available through sub-measures 1 and 2
will be awarded bonus points based on the geographic location of the project. These points will be assigned as follows, based on the highest-
scoring geography the project contacts:

a.25 points to projects within an Area of Concentrated Poverty with 50% or more people of color

b.20 points to projects within an Area of Concentrated Poverty

¢.15 points to projects within census tracts with the percent of population in poverty or population of color above the regional average percent
d.10 points for all other areas

Project is located in an Area of Concentrated Poverty where 50%
or more of residents are people of color (ACP50):

Project located in Area of Concentrated Poverty:

Projects census tracts are above the regional average for
population in poverty or population of color:

Project located in a census tract that is below the regional
average for population in poverty or populations of color or Yes
includes children, people with disabilities, or the elderly:

(up to 40% of maximum score )

Upload the "Socio-Economic Conditions" map used for this measure. The second map created for sub measure Al can be uploaded on the
Other Attachments Form, or can be combined with the "Socio-Economic Conditions" map into a single PDF and uploaded here.

1588909916556_CP 32-87_MAP_Socio-Economic

Upload Ma
P . Conditions.pdf

Measure B: Part 1: Housing Performance Score

Segment Length
(For stand-alone

projects, enter Segment Housing Score
City population from Length/Total Score Multiplied by
Regional Economy Project Length Segment percent

map) within each
City/Township

Eagan 1.6 0.5 84.0 42.0

Eagan 1.6 0.5 84.0 42.0

Total Project Length

Total Project Length 1.6



Project length entered on the Project Information - General form.

Housing Performance Score
Total Project Length (Miles) or Population 3.2

Total Housing Score 84.0

Affordable Housing Scoring

Part 2: Affordable Housing Access

Reference Access to Affordable Housing Guidance located under Regional Solicitation Resources for information on how to respond to this
measure and create the map.

If text box is not showing, click Edit or "Add" in top right of page.


https://metrocouncil.org/Transportation/Planning-2/Transportation-Funding/Regional-Solicitation-NEW/Applying-for-Regional-Solicitation-funds/Resources/R5AccessAffHousingGuide.aspx

Response:

As discussed under the Socio-Economic sub
measures, the reconstruction corridor includes the
addition of shared-use trails in a segment of CSAH
32 that currently does not contain any pedestrian
facilities. The project will close a trail gap on the
County highway system and connect existing
transportation trails and greenway networks while
providing pedestrian and bicycle access to the main
entrance of Lebanon Hills Regional Park.

The HousingLink tool identified a 92-unit property
that includes 37 affordable units based on area
median income. This residential unit is located
north of the project corridor adjacent to CSAH 43.
Existing pedestrian facilities adjacent to CSAH 43
provide non-vehicle access to the CSAH 32
corridor but residents are unable to travel east due
to the trail gap that exists today. Once this project is
complete, residents and commuters will be able to
access Lebanon Hills Regional Park at the visitor?s
center entrance and take advantage of the
community buildings, public beach and trail system
networks. Residents wishing to commute along
CSAH 32 will now be provided the opportunity not
previously available. This non-vehicle commute
route will open a new link to serve members that do
not have vehicle opportunity due to fiscal, disability
or age reasons.

The inclusion of trail networks along CSAH 32 also
creates a transit opportunity for residents living
along CSAH 32. Minnesota Valley Transit Authority
(MVTA) has Local Route 446 bus stops along
CSAH 30 (Diffley Road) 1.0 miles north of the
project corridor. Residents who do not currently
have an accessible non-vehicle route to the bus
stops will be able to commute along the proposed
shared-use trails to either CSAH 43 on the west
end or to Dodd Road on the east and travel north to
the nearest CSAH 30 bus stop. This will provide
multi-modal connection to a community that



previously did not have designated non-vehicle
routes to gain access to transit.

(Limit 2,100 characters; approximately 300 words)

1588960203256_3B Housing Performance Part 2 Affordable

Upload map: .
Housing.pdf
Measure A: Year of Roadway Construction
Year of Original
Roadway Construction ) )
Segment Length Calculation Calculation 2
or Most Recent
Reconstruction
1968 1.6 3148.8 1968.0
2 3149 1968
Total Project Length
Total Project Length (as entered in "Project Information" form) 0
Average Construction Year
Weighted Year 1968
Total Segment Length (Miles)
Total Segment Length 1.6

Measure B: Geometric, Structural, or Infrastructure Improvements

Improved roadway to better accommodate freight movements: Yes



Response:

(Limit 700 characters; approximately 100 words)

Improved clear zones or sight lines:

Response:

(Limit 700 characters; approximately 100 words)

Improved roadway geometrics:

Horizontal reverse curves from Sta 115-145 on
Geometric Layout will be increased to meet state
standard for 55mph design speed by increasing
minimum from 950 feet to 1105 feet. Super-
elevation transitions are below minimum and will be
increased to meet state standards for 5.9%.
Pavement condition is poor with last reconstruction
in 1968. Pavement section will be designed to 10-
ton standards to improve long-term reliability.
Implementation of turn lanes at public intersections
to remove traffic from thru lanes for higher
efficiency freight movement between I35E/TH 52
and Flint Hills industrial area. Roundabout at Dodd
Rd and CSAH 32 will be designed to accommodate
freight vehicle traffic.

Yes

Proposed reconstruction of CSAH 32 will convert
the rural two-lane highway to an urban two-lane
divided section including 8 ft shoulders, curb and
gutter, 10 ft boulevards and 10 ft shared-use trails
on both the north and south sides of the roadway.
The existing section has numerous instances of
established vegetation and private utility
encroachment within the 30-foot standard. The
proposed section will establish an urban clear zone
of 10 ft and will relocate all private and public
utilities that would be permanent obstacles outside
of the clear zone. Relationship between roadway
typical section and private/public access will be
improved to ensure sight lines meet/exceed state
standards.

Yes



Response:

(Limit 700 characters; approximately 100 words)

Access management enhancements:

Response:

(Limit 700 characters; approximately 100 words)

Vertical/horizontal alignment improvements:

As seen in the approved Geometric Layout, the
reconstruction will upgrade the existing typical
section from a rural two-lane with minimal
shoulders to a two-lane divided (raised median)
section that includes 8-foot shoulders, 10-foot
boulevards, 10-foot shared-use trail (north & south)
and turn lanes where applicable. Implementation of
a single-lane roundabout at Dodd Road and CSAH
32 will improve intersection operations and corridor
efficiency vs. the current side-street stop. Horizonal
alignment corrections as listed previously will bring
corridor to state standards. Implementation of
retaining walls will be utilized to reduce private right
of way and environmental impacts.

Yes

The two-lane divided section implementing a raised
median produced the highest evaluation rating for
access management during the corridor study. The
center median will reduce conflict points by
reducing access to the 14 private/maintenance
driveways to right-in/right-out and allowing
intersection modifications for minor public streets
as seen on the Geometric Layout. The proposed
typical section will allow the County access spacing
guidelines to be met, improve traffic operations,
increase safety by reducing conflict points and
create opportunity to implement safe pedestrian
facilities and crossings.

Yes



Response:

(Limit 700 characters; approximately 100 words)

Improved stormwater mitigation:

Response:

(Limit 700 characters; approximately 100 words)

Signals/lighting upgrades:

Response:

CSAH 32 has a deficient horizontal alignment
within the Holland Lake area, Sta 115+00 to
145+00 on Geometric Layout, that creates safety
concern. A series of reverse curves are deficient for
horizontal standards at 55 mph design speed and
superelevation transition. Minimum curves will be
increased from 950 to 1105 feet and apply state
standard transitions for 5.9% superelevations,
increasing safety and driver perception. The vertical
profile for the reconstruction corridor will maintain
similar alignment with adjustments where
construction limit impacts can be reduced.

Yes

The proposed 2-lane divided typical section
introduces additional impervious pavement as
compared to the existing section. The stormwater
management system will be designed to meet the
requirement of the draft 2020 Minnesota Pollution
Control Agency (MPCA), Small Municipal Separate
Storm Sewer Systems (MS4) General Permit and
the Eagan-Inver Grove Heights Watershed
Management Organization (E-IGHWMO) Standards
and City of Eagan Standards. Incorporation of
detention/infiltration ponds and water quality
features, as shown on the Geometric Layout, are
necessary objectives to meet the stormwater
requirements of the corridor.

Yes

The signalized intersection of CSAH 32 and CSAH
43 (Lexington Ave S) will be revised to incorporate
flashing yellow arrow phasing and APS push
buttons. Overhead lighting at two mid-block
pedestrian crossings will be evaluated as part of
final design. Intersection lighting revisions at the
intersection of CSAH 32 and Dodd Road will be
reviewed for traffic control change from side street
stop to roundabout.



(Limit 700 characters; approximately 100 words)

Other Improvements

Response:

(Limit 700 characters; approximately 100 words)

Yes

Dakota County is working with MnDOT and the MN
Zoo to incorporate turtle and small animal crossings
within the CSAH 32 reconstruction corridor to
combat high mortality rates within the
environmental sensitive region.

A future greenway overpass is envisioned along the
west leg of the CSAH 32 and Dodd Road
intersection. To ensure future compatibility, Dakota
County is designing the vertical profile of CSAH 32
to account for an overpass that would meet state
standards for vertical clearance while also meeting
the vertical clearance required by Great River
Energy and Dakota Electric for the overhead power
located on the south edge of CSAH 32.

Measure A: Congestion Reduction/Air Quality

Total Peak
Total Peak Total Peak
Hour
Hour Hour
Delay Per Volume Volume
i Delay Per Delay Per ) )
Vehicle i } without with the
i Vehicle Vehicle ) )
Without i the Project  Project
With The Reduced . .
The ) i (Vehicles (Vehicles
. Project by Project
Project per hour) Per Hour):
(Seconds/ (Seconds/
(Seconds/ ) )
] Vehicle)  Vehicle)
Vehicle)
102.0 35.0 67.0 14612 14612

EXPLANA
TION of
Total Peak Total Peak methodolo
Hour Hour gy used to
Delay Delay calculate Synchro
. or HCM
Reduced Reduced railroad Reports
by the by the crossing
Project: Project: delay, if
applicable.
158881777
3606_32
No railroad From 43
crossing (Lexington)
979004.0 979004.0 within to TH 3 -
project Combined
limits. for
Solicitation.
pdf
979004



Vehicle Delay Reduced

Total Peak Hour Delay Reduced 979004.0

Total Peak Hour Delay Reduced 0

Measure B:Roadway projects that do not include new roadway segments or railroad
grade-separation elements

Total (CO, NOX, and VOC)

Total (CO, NOX, and VOC)
L Total (CO, NOX, and VOC) L
Peak Hour Emissions . . Peak Hour Emissions
. . Peak Hour Emissions with .
without the Project . ) Reduced by the Project
. the Project (Kilograms): )
(Kilograms): (Kilograms):
38.36 39.32 -0.96
0 0 0
38 39 -1

Total

Total Emissions Reduced: -0.96

1588818812550_32 From 43 (Lexington) to TH 3 - Combined
Upload Synchro Report L
for Solicitation.pdf
Please upload attachment in PDF form. (Save Form, then click 'Edit" in top right to upload file.)

Measure B: Roadway projects that are constructing new roadway segments, but do not

include railroad grade-separation elements (for Roadway Expansion applications only):
Total (CO, NOX, and VOC)

Total (CO, NOX, and VOC)
o Total (CO, NOX, and VOC) o
Peak Hour Emissions o . Peak Hour Emissions
. . Peak Hour Emissions with ]
without the Project . ) Reduced by the Project
) the Project (Kilograms): :
(Kilograms): (Kilograms):

o
o
o

Total Parallel Roadway
Emissions Reduced on Parallel Roadways

Upload Synchro Report

Please upload attachment in PDF form. (Save Form, then click 'Edit" in top right to upload file.)

New Roadway Portion:

Cruise speed in miles per hour with the project:



Vehicle miles traveled with the project:
Total delay in hours with the project:

Total stops in vehicles per hour with the project:

o o o o

Fuel consumption in gallons:

Total (CO, NOX, and VOC) Peak Hour Emissions Reduced or
Produced on New Roadway (Kilograms):

EXPLANATION of methodology and assumptions used:(Limit
1,400 characters; approximately 200 words)

Total (CO, NOX, and VOC) Peak Hour Emissions Reduced by the

Project (Kilograms): 0.0

|
Measure B:Roadway projects that include railroad grade-separation elements

Cruise speed in miles per hour without the project:

Vehicle miles traveled without the project:

Total delay in hours without the project:

Total stops in vehicles per hour without the project:

Cruise speed in miles per hour with the project:

Vehicle miles traveled with the project:

Total delay in hours with the project:

Total stops in vehicles per hour with the project:

Fuel consumption in gallons (F1)

Fuel consumption in gallons (F2)

o O O o o o o o o o o

Fuel consumption in gallons (F3)

Total (CO, NOX, and VOC) Peak Hour Emissions Reduced by the
Project (Kilograms):

EXPLANATION of methodology and assumptions used:(Limit
1,400 characters; approximately 200 words)

Measure A: Roadway Projects that do not Include Railroad Grade-Separation Elements

206 - Conversion of Stop-Controlled Intersection

I into Single-Lane Roundabout
Crash Modification Factor Used:

3034 - Install raised median

(Limit 700 Characters; approximately 100 words)



Rationale for Crash Modification Selected:

(Limit 1400 Characters; approximately 200 words)

Project Benefit ($) from B/C Ratio

Total Fatal (K) Crashes:

Total Serious Injury (A) Crashes:

Total Non-Motorized Fatal and Serious Injury Crashes:
Total Crashes:

Total Fatal (K) Crashes Reduced by Project:

Total Serious Injury (A) Crashes Reduced by Project:

Total Non-Motorized Fatal and Serious Injury Crashes Reduced by
Project:

Total Crashes Reduced by Project:

Worksheet Attachment

Please upload attachment in PDF form.

Crash modification factors selected for this project,
based on ID number, were 206 and 3034. The
project includes conversion of the side-street stop
controlled intersection of Dodd Road/CSAH 32 to a
roundabout. The inclusion of the roundabout will
eliminate left turn crashes and reduce severity. The
project will also involve the addition of a continuous
raised centerline median that will reduce in lane
crossing conflicts and will also allow for access
management to reduce intersection conflicts.
Additionally, the project will include turn lanes that
will reduce the risk of rear end crashes involving
stationary vehicles.

$0.61
1
0

12

1588962455266_CP32-
87_CrashMadificationFactorsWorksheet.pdf

Roadway projects that include railroad grade-separation elements:

Current AADT volume:
Average daily trains:

Crash Risk Exposure eliminated:

0
0
0

Measure A: Multimodal Elements and Existing Connections



Response:

The reconstruction of CSAH 32 will complete one of
the remaining pedestrian facility gaps within Dakota
County. The existing typical section is a two-lane
rural roadway with minimal shoulders and no
pedestrian facilities. This pedestrian gap is elevated
due to the Countys busiest park, Lebanon Hills
Regional which sees over 900,000 visitors/year,
being adjacent to CSAH 32. Land use surrounding
the CSAH 32 corridor primarily exists as residential
along the north and park along the south. This
creates a significant barrier for residents to reach
the park without utilizing a vehicle. Currently, for
pedestrians to access Lebanon Hills visitor center
by non-vehicle means, it would be required that
they walk adjacent to traffic on the shoulders of
CSAH 32 and cross at a non-designated crossing.

As seen on the Geometric Layout, the proposed
reconstruction will implement 10-foot shared-use
trails on both the north and south sides of CSAH 32
for the full length of the 1.6-mile project. Upgrading
the rural 2-lane corridor to a two-lane divided urban
corridor that includes pedestrian facilities will create
a safe environment for not only pedestrian
movements but will separate vehicle traffic to avoid
potential conflicts. Referencing the attached
Geometric Layout from west to east, the below
improvements are proposed to be completed with
CP 32-87, CSAH 32 Reconstruction:

- ADA Ramp Replacement and APS push button
upgrades for the signalized intersection at CSAH
43

- 10-foot shared-use trails on both north and south
sides of CSAH 32 start at CSAH 43 and continue
east to end of project. 10-foot boulevards (typical)
separate pedestrian facility from 8-foot roadway
shoulder.



- Mid-block crossing west of Lakewood Hills Rd.
Crossing lighting to be evaluated for inclusion.

- Mid-block crossing west of N Hay Lake Rd.
Crossing lighting to be evaluated for inclusion.

- Roundabout at Dodd Rd replacing side-street stop
intersection. Pedestrian refuge islands and bicycle
lane escape create increased safety.

The roundabout proposed at Dodd Road and
CSAH 32 will create a pedestrian crossing at a
location that currently lacks a safe dedicated route.
Additionally, the roundabout will serve as the
junction point where the new 10-foot shared-use
trails will adjoin the existing Mendota-Lebanon Hills
greenway and the future Veterans Memorial
greenway. The greenway systems and the location
of Lebanon Hills Regional Park emphasizes the
necessity of pedestrian facilities to be included as
part of this reconstruction project.

(Limit 2,800 characters; approximately 400 words)

Measure A: Multimodal Elements and Existing Connections



Response:

The CSAH 32 reconstruction area from CSAH 43 to
0.2 miles east of Dodd road does not have any
existing bicycle or pedestrian facilities adjacent to
the roadway. The inclusion of 10-foot shared-use
trails along both the north and south edges of the
1.6-mile reconstruction will create 3.2 miles of new
trail within the County system. The Regional
Bicycle Transportation Network has identified
CSAH 32 (CIliff Road) as a Tier 2 Alignment. The
RBTN map that is attached shows that CSAH 32 is
a vital connection for multi-modal traffic between
CSAH 43 and Dodd Road where existing bicycle
transportation networks exist.

The proposed 10-foot shared-use trails created with
this project will provide vital safe connections to
Lebanon Hills Regional Park located at the mid-
point of the reconstruction project. The Dakota
County park is the busiest regional park at over
900,000 visitors/year and currently users do not
have safe dedicated crossings of CSAH 32 or tralil
systems that would collect them along the north
side of the roadway to enter at the visitor center
road (N Hay Lake Rd).

Transit services do not have routes along CSAH 32
within this area, but the project will provide
commuting benefits by introducing the adjacent
shared-use trails. Bicycle commuters today would
be required to utilize the minimal (

The CSAH 32 reconstruction area does not directly
contain a Major River Bicycle Barrier Crossing
(MRBBC). An additional future CSAH 32
reconstruction that will continue east from Dodd
Road to Trunk Highway 3 will contain a Tier 3
barrier crossing of the railroad track that parallels
TH 3. The reconstruction that is tied to this
solication will close a bicycle trail gap and create
the opportunity to extend the trail network east over
the Tier 3 barrier with a future project.



The Dakota County ADA Transition Plan (June
2018) inventoried County highways within
municipalities and determined that 390 miles of
highway are considered viable for pedestrian
facilities on both sides of the roadway. It also
identified that 25% of the 3165 pedestrian ramps
are non-compliant for ADA. The CSAH 32
reconstruction will apply shared-use trails to both
sides of the roadway and will replace all non-
compliant ADA ramps.

(Limit 2,800 characters; approximately 400 words)

Transit Projects Not Requiring Construction

If the applicant is completing a transit application that is operations only, check the box and do not complete the remainder of the form. These
projects will receive full points for the Risk Assessment.
Park-and-Ride and other transit construction projects require completion of the Risk Assessment below.

Check Here if Your Transit Project Does Not Require Construction

Measure A: Risk Assessment - Construction Projects

1)Layout (25 Percent of Points)
Layout should include proposed geometrics and existing and proposed right-of-way boundaries.

Layout approved by the applicant and all impacted jurisdictions
(i.e., cities/counties that the project goes through or agencies that
maintain the roadway(s)). A PDF of the layout must be attached
along with letters from each jurisdiction to receive points.

100%

1588823395045_i.CSAH 32 (Cliff Rd) Design Geometric

Attach Layout
Layout (2020-02-26).pdf
Please upload attachment in PDF form.

Layout completed but not approved by all jurisdictions. A PDF of
the layout must be attached to receive points.

50%

Attach Layout

Please upload attachment in PDF form.
Layout has not been started

0%

Anticipated date or date of completion

2)Review of Section 106 Historic Resources (15 Percent of Points)



No known historic properties eligible for or listed in the National
Register of Historic Places are located in the project area, and
project is not located on an identified historic bridge

100%

There are historical/archeological properties present but
determination of no historic properties affected is anticipated.

100%

Historic/archeological property impacted; determination of no
adverse effect anticipated

80%

Historic/archeological property impacted; determination of
adverse effect anticipated

40%

Unsure if there are any historic/archaeological properties in the

. Yes
project area.

0%
Project is located on an identified historic bridge

3)Right-of-Way (25 Percent of Points)

Right-of-way, permanent or temporary easements either not
required or all have been acquired

100%

Right-of-way, permanent or temporary easements required, plat,
legal descriptions, or official map complete

50%

Right-of-way, permanent or temporary easements required,

. o Yes
parcels identified
25%

Right-of-way, permanent or temporary easements required,
parcels not all identified

0%
Anticipated date or date of acquisition 10/01/2021

4)Railroad Involvement (15 Percent of Points)

No railroad involvement on project or railroad Right-of-Way

agreement is executed (include signature page, if applicable) ves

100%
Signature Page
Please upload attachment in PDF form.

Railroad Right-of-Way Agreement required; negotiations have
begun

50%

Railroad Right-of-Way Agreement required; negotiations have not
begun.

0%



Anticipated date or date of executed Agreement

5) Public Involvement (20 percent of points)

Projects that have been through a public process with residents and other interested public entities are more likely than others to be successful.
The project applicant must indicate that events and/or targeted outreach (e.g., surveys and other web-based input) were held to help identify
the transportation problem, how the potential solution was selected instead of other options, and the public involvement completed to date on
the project. List Dates of most recent meetings and outreach specific to this project:

Meeting with general public: 12/03/2019
Meeting with partner agencies: 05/01/2020
Targeted online/mail outreach: 06/01/2020
Number of respondents: 250

Meetings specific to this project with the general public and
partner agencies have been used to help identify the project Yes
need.

100%

Targeted outreach to this project with the general public and
partner agencies have been used to help identify the project
need.

75%

At least one meeting specific to this project with the general
public has been used to help identify the project need.

50%

At least one meeting specific to this project with key partner
agencies has been used to help identify the project need.

50%

No meeting or outreach specific to this project was conducted,
but the project was identified through meetings and/or outreach
related to a larger planning effort.

25%
No outreach has led to the selection of this project.

0%



Response (Limit 2,800 characters; approximately 400 words):

Dakota County and project partners provided an in-
depth public engagement process for the corridor
study and preliminary design to ensure the vision
for the corridor met transportation goals while
incorporating public feedback and opinions. All
meetings were held locally and a summary can be
seen in the PDF attachment titled CP 32-

87 _Corridor Study Public Involvement Summary.

Nov. 8, 2017 - A Neighborhood Meeting with an
interactive PowerPoint presentation was provided.
While the presentation was given, it was asked that
attendees utilize text messaging to provide
comments on presentation topics. The outcome of
this neighborhood meeting helped Dakota County
and the City of Eagan prepare the scoping vision
for the future reconstruction project.

Jan. 17, 2019 - Dakota County and the City of
Eagan hosted Open House #1 of the Corridor
Study project. A traffic overview, multi-modal
connectivity review, natural resources identification,
general project introduction and corridor video was
provided. A comment outreach platform called
InputlD was presented to the public and created an
opportunity for public feedback that was kept active
for the following months. 113 people signed in to
the open house and the email subscription list grew
to 235.

May 13, 2019 - Open House #2 was conducted
with 102 attendees that presented the traffic study
results, typical section alternatives, access
management alternatives, traffic control
improvements and addressed specific comments
heard from Open House #1. The comments and
feedback provided from the public at Open House
#2 helped drive development of the preferred
typical section (2-lane divided) and short/long term
access management.



Dec. 3, 2019 - Open House #3 was hosted by
Dakota County and City of Eagan with 153 signing
in. Primary goal of the third corridor study open
house was to display the selected preferred typical
section, access management, traffic control and to
gather comment on the preliminary geometric
layout that was based on the corridor study and
public participation. An updated project video was
provided to recap past open houses and provide a
look towards the potential future for comment.

Comments received throughout the public
participation process drove corridor decisions and
confirmed assumptions. Vehicle and multi-modal
safety and limiting the roadway footprint were
common themes provided by the public. This
reassured stakeholders that the smaller 2-lane
divided section would be suitable for not only
corridor efficiency needs but the general public
utilizing it. The summary of the public participation
can be seen on Dakota Countys study website at
the following location:

https://www.co.dakota.mn.us/Transportation/Transp
ortationStudies/Current/Pages/cliff-road-
corridor.aspx

Measure A: Cost Effectiveness
Total Project Cost (entered in Project Cost Form):
Enter Amount of the Noise Walls:
Total Project Cost subtract the amount of the noise walls:
Enter amount of any outside, competitive funding:
Attach documentation of award:
Points Awarded in Previous Criteria

Cost Effectiveness

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

$0.00



Other Attachments

File Name

CP 32-87_ Geometric
Layout_20200226.pdf

CP 32-87_2020-2024 CIP_Eagan.pdf

CP 32-87_2020-
2024CapitallmprovementProgram.pdf

CP 32-87_2030TransportationPlan.pdf

CP 32-87_Corridor Study Public
Involvement Summary.pdf

CP 32-87_Eagan Letter of Support 5-6-
20.pdf

CP 32-87_0One Page
Summary_20200514.pdf

CP 32-87_Pages from ii.Cliff Road
(CSAH 32) Corridor Study Report.pdf

Description

CP 32-87 Geometric Layout. Produced
through corridor study and preliminary
design process. Approved by Dakota
County and City of Eagan

City of Eagan's 2020-2024 Capital
Improvement Plan that includes CP 32-
87

2020-2024 Dakota County
Transportation CIP project pages for CP
32-87

Approved Dakota County 2030
Transportation Comprehensive Plan
traffic volume and capacity attachments.
2040 Transportation Comprehensive
Plan complete but not yet approved.

This attachment represents the summary
of the CP 32-87 Cliff Road corridor study
and preliminary design results. Included
are open house summary sheets, the
INPUTID summary and Q&A summaries.

City of Eagan letter of support for CP 32-
87

One page Summary

Pages from the Dakota County adopted
corridor study and preliminary design.
City of Eagan concur with corridor study
report and preliminary design.

File Size

41.7 MB

255 KB

29 MB

486 KB

4.8 MB

168 KB

144 KB

4.2 MB
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HousingLink £ Streams
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About Streams
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L

Lexington Hills Wessott R
4130 Lexington Ave S
Eagan, MN 55123

Funding Categories
Tax Credit

ailhuxag
A :

=
=
z Diffiay R

Property Information jan
Year Built: ;
Building Type:

Groups Served: ‘ CP 32-87 Cliff Road ©
Total Units: 92 < |Reconstruction
Affordable Units: 37 %

Affordable Units by Bedroom L e e i L
Units by Area Median Income * Lebanon Hills
60%: 37 Regional Park

o

T,

* AMI units are estimated because they were t G |
not provided, and have been set to the least o g € Réfap daha 220

restrictive AMI for the largest number of Send us feedback

units Housing+Transit Cost Walk Score®: 44

Known Property Addresses

1| 4130 Lexington Ave S Eagan

Funding Dates & Programs

First known closing: 7/1/1987

Most recent closing: 7/1/1987

Earliest estimated expiration: 7/1/2017
Last Activity: New Construction

MHFA: Housing Tax Credits
Close Date: 7/1/1987
Estimated Expiration: 7/1/2017

Known Property Identifiers

HousingLink: 10496
HUDLIHTC: MNA19870115

https://www.housinglink.org/streams/propertydetail.aspx?id=H10496 5/5/2020
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Polygonal Line

JCPG2
Callout
CP 32-87 Cliff Road Reconstruction


Measures of Effectiveness

AM Peak (Existing)

05/06/2020
3: County Park/CSAH 43 & CSAH 32
Direction All
Future Volume (vph) 1398
Total Delay / Veh (s/v) 33
CO Emissions (kg) 2.80
NOx Emissions (kg) 0.55
VOC Emissions (kg) 0.65
6: County Park/N. Hay Lake Rd. & CSAH 32
Direction All
Future Volume (vph) 818
Total Delay / Veh (s/v) 1
CO Emissions (kg) 0.60
NOx Emissions (kg) 0.12
VOC Emissions (kg) 0.14
9: Dodd Rd.
Direction All
Future Volume (vph) 876
Total Delay / Veh (s/v) 3
CO Emissions (kg) 0.69
NOx Emissions (kg) 0.13
VOC Emissions (kg) 0.16
15: Lakewood Hills Rd.
Direction All
Future Volume (vph) 818
Total Delay / Veh (s/v) 0
CO Emissions (kg) 0.91
NOx Emissions (kg) 0.18
VOC Emissions (kg) 0.21
17: CSAH 32 & Oak Pond Rd.
Direction All
Future Volume (vph) 815
Total Delay / Veh (s/v) 0
CO Emissions (kg) 0.58
NOx Emissions (kg) 0.11
VOC Emissions (kg) 0.13
AM Existing 3:37 pm 03/23/2020 Baseline Synchro 11 Report

Page 1



Measures of Effectiveness

AM Peak (Existing)

05/06/2020
19: E Greenleaf Dr.
Direction All
Future Volume (vph) 766
Total Delay / Veh (s/v) 2
CO Emissions (kg) 0.28
NOx Emissions (kg) 0.06
VOC Emissions (kg) 0.07
24: Greenleaf Dr. W
Direction All
Future Volume (vph) 724
Total Delay / Veh (s/v) 0
CO Emissions (kg) 0.42
NOx Emissions (kg) 0.08
VOC Emissions (kg) 0.10
Network Totals
Number of Intersections 7
Total Delay / Veh (siv) 8
CO Emissions (kg) 6.29
NOx Emissions (kg) 1.22
VOC Emissions (kg) 1.46
Performance Index 17.7
AM Existing 3:37 pm 03/23/2020 Baseline Synchro 11 Report

Page 2



Measures of Effectiveness

PM Peak (Existing)

05/06/2020
3: County Park/CSAH 43 & CSAH 32
Direction All
Future Volume (vph) 1683
Total Delay / Veh (s/v) 41
CO Emissions (kg) 3.26
NOx Emissions (kg) 0.63
VOC Emissions (kg) 0.75
6: County Park/N. Hay Lake Rd. & CSAH 32
Direction All
Future Volume (vph) 1163
Total Delay / Veh (s/v) 2
CO Emissions (kg) 0.86
NOx Emissions (kg) 0.17
VOC Emissions (kg) 0.20
9: Dodd Rd.
Direction All
Future Volume (vph) 1258
Total Delay / Veh (s/v) 5
CO Emissions (kg) 0.99
NOx Emissions (kg) 0.19
VOC Emissions (kg) 0.23
15: Lakewood Hills Rd.
Direction All
Future Volume (vph) 1138
Total Delay / Veh (s/v) 0
CO Emissions (kg) 1.34
NOx Emissions (kg) 0.26
VOC Emissions (kg) 0.31
17: CSAH 32 & Oak Pond Rd.
Direction All
Future Volume (vph) 1133
Total Delay / Veh (s/v) 0
CO Emissions (kg) 0.63
NOx Emissions (kg) 0.12
VOC Emissions (kg) 0.15
PM Existing 11:09 am 03/25/2020 Synchro 11 Report

Page 1



Measures of Effectiveness

PM Peak (Existing)
05/06/2020

19: E Greenleaf Dr.

Direction All
Future Volume (vph) 1028
Total Delay / Veh (s/v) 1
CO Emissions (kg) 0.38
NOx Emissions (kg) 0.07
VOC Emissions (kg) 0.09
24: Greenleaf Dr. W

Direction All
Future Volume (vph) 994
Total Delay / Veh (s/v) 0
CO Emissions (kg) 0.50
NOx Emissions (kg) 0.10
VOC Emissions (kg) 0.12
Network Totals

Number of Intersections 7
Total Delay / Veh (siv) 9
CO Emissions (kg) 7.95
NOx Emissions (kg) 1.55
VOC Emissions (kg) 1.84
Performance Index 26.4

PM Existing 11:09 am 03/25/2020

Synchro 11 Report
Page 2



Measures of Effectiveness

AM Peak (Proposed)

05/06/2020
3: County Park/CSAH 43 & CSAH 32
Direction All
Future Volume (vph) 1398
Total Delay / Veh (s/v) 13
CO Emissions (kg) 2.28
NOx Emissions (kg) 0.44
VOC Emissions (kg) 0.53
6: County Park/N. Hay Lake Rd. & CSAH 32
Direction All
Future Volume (vph) 819
Total Delay / Veh (s/v) 1
CO Emissions (kg) 0.59
NOx Emissions (kg) 0.12
VOC Emissions (kg) 0.14
15: Lakewood Hills Rd.
Direction All
Future Volume (vph) 818
Total Delay / Veh (s/v) 0
CO Emissions (kg) 0.92
NOx Emissions (kg) 0.18
VOC Emissions (kg) 0.21
17: CSAH 32 & Oak Pond Rd.
Direction All
Future Volume (vph) 815
Total Delay / Veh (s/v) 0
CO Emissions (kg) 0.58
NOx Emissions (kg) 0.11
VOC Emissions (kg) 0.13
19: E Greenleaf Dr.
Direction All
Future Volume (vph) 766
Total Delay / Veh (s/v) 2
CO Emissions (kg) 0.28
NOx Emissions (kg) 0.06
VOC Emissions (kg) 0.07
AM Proposed 3:37 pm 03/23/2020 Baseline Synchro 11 Report

Page 1



Measures of Effectiveness

AM Peak (Proposed)

05/06/2020
24: Greenleaf Dr. W
Direction All
Future Volume (vph) 724
Total Delay / Veh (s/v) 0
CO Emissions (kg) 0.42
NOx Emissions (kg) 0.08
VOC Emissions (kg) 0.10
36: Dodd Rd.
Direction All
Future Volume (vph) 876
Total Delay / Veh (s/v) 0
CO Emissions (kg) 0.90
NOx Emissions (kg) 0.17
VOC Emissions (kg) 0.21
Network Totals
Number of Intersections 7
Total Delay / Veh (siv) 3
CO Emissions (kg) 5.97
NOx Emissions (kg) 1.16
VOC Emissions (kg) 1.38
Performance Index 10.4
AM Proposed 3:37 pm 03/23/2020 Baseline Synchro 11 Report
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Measures of Effectiveness

PM Peak (Proposed)

05/06/2020
3: County Park/CSAH 43 & CSAH 32
Direction All
Future Volume (vph) 1683
Total Delay / Veh (s/v) 14
CO Emissions (kg) 2.60
NOx Emissions (kg) 0.51
VOC Emissions (kg) 0.60
6: County Park/N. Hay Lake Rd. & CSAH 32
Direction All
Future Volume (vph) 1163
Total Delay / Veh (s/v) 2
CO Emissions (kg) 0.88
NOx Emissions (kg) 0.17
VOC Emissions (kg) 0.20
15: Lakewood Hills Rd.
Direction All
Future Volume (vph) 1139
Total Delay / Veh (s/v) 0
CO Emissions (kg) 1.64
NOx Emissions (kg) 0.32
VOC Emissions (kg) 0.38
17: CSAH 32 & Oak Pond Rd.
Direction All
Future Volume (vph) 1133
Total Delay / Veh (s/v) 0
CO Emissions (kg) 0.74
NOx Emissions (kg) 0.14
VOC Emissions (kg) 0.17
19: E Greenleaf Dr.
Direction All
Future Volume (vph) 1028
Total Delay / Veh (s/v) 1
CO Emissions (kg) 0.38
NOx Emissions (kg) 0.07
VOC Emissions (kg) 0.09
PM Proposed 11:09 am 03/25/2020 Synchro 11 Report

Page 1



Measures of Effectiveness

PM Peak (Proposed)

05/06/2020
24: Greenleaf Dr. W
Direction All
Future Volume (vph) 994
Total Delay / Veh (s/v) 0
CO Emissions (kg) 0.50
NOx Emissions (kg) 0.10
VOC Emissions (kg) 0.12
36: Dodd Rd.
Direction All
Future Volume (vph) 1259
Total Delay / Veh (s/v) 0
CO Emissions (kg) 1.91
NOx Emissions (kg) 0.37
VOC Emissions (kg) 0.44
Network Totals
Number of Intersections 7
Total Delay / Veh (siv) 3
CO Emissions (kg) 8.65
NOx Emissions (kg) 1.68
VOC Emissions (kg) 2.00
Performance Index 14.2
PM Proposed 11:09 am 03/25/2020 Synchro 11 Report

Page 2
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Measures of Effectiveness
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Measures of Effectiveness

PM Peak (Existing)
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Measures of Effectiveness
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Measures of Effectiveness
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Measures of Effectiveness
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Measures of Effectiveness
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Updated 01/30/2020

Traffic Safety Benefit-Cost Calculation mm DEPARTMENT OF
Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) Reactive Project TRANSPORTATION

A. Roadway Description

Route CSAH 32 District County  Dakota
Begin RP 7.097 EndRP  8.519 Miles 1.300
Location On CSAH 32 (Cliff Rd.) from CSAH 43 (Lexington Ave.) to west of Dodd Rd.

B. Project Description

Proposed Work Install Raised Median and Roundabout
Project Cost* $6,600,000 Installation Year 2022
Project Service Life 20 years Traffic Growth Factor 3.0%

* exclude Right of Way from Project Cost

C. Crash Modification Factor
0.39  Fatal (K) Crashes Reference CMEF ID 3034
0.39 Serious Injury (A) Crashes

0.39  Moderate Injury (B) Crashes Crash Type All
0.39 Possible Injury (C) Crashes

0.39 Property Damage Only Crashes www.CMFclearinghouse.org

D. Crash Modification Factor (optional second CMF)
0.72  Fatal (K) Crashes Reference CMF ID 206
0.72 Serious Injury (A) Crashes

0.72  Moderate Injury (B) Crashes Crash Type All
0.72 Possible Injury (C) Crashes

0.72 Property Damage Only Crashes www.CMFclearinghouse.org

E. Crash Data
Begin Date 1/1/2016 End Date 12/31/2018 3 years
Data Source MnDOT
Crash Severity All All

K crashes 1

A crashes

B crashes 2

C crashes

PDO crashes 9 7

F. Benefit-Cost Calculation

$3,998,527 Benefit (present value)

B/C Ratio = 0.61

Proposed project expected to reduce 4 crashes annually, 1 of which involving fatality or serious injur