METROPOLITAN
=R T V-

Application

17063 - 2022 Roadway Modernization
17710 - Marystown Road Corridor, Shakopee

Regional Solicitation - Roadways Including Multimodal Elements

Status: Submitted

Submitted Date: 04/12/2022 12:18 PM

Primary Contact

Ms. Joy Sutton
Name:*
Pronouns First Name Middle Name Last Name
Title: Grants and Special Projects Coordinator
Department:
Email: JSutton@shakopeemn.gov
Address: 485 Gorman St
) Shakopee Minnesota 55379
City State/Province Postal Code/Zip
952-233-9321
Phone:*
Phone Ext.
Fax:
What Grant Programs are you most interested in? Regional Solicitation - Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities

Organization Information

Name: SHAKOPEE, CITY OF

Jurisdictional Agency (if different):



Organization Type: City

Organization Website:

Address: 485 GORMAN ST
. SHAKOPEE Minnesota 55379

City State/Province Postal Code/Zip
County: Scott

952-233-9300
Phone:*

Ext.

Fax:
PeopleSoft Vendor Number 0000020995A5

Project Information

Project Name Marystown Road Corridor
Primary County where the Project is Located Scott
Cities or Townships where the Project is Located: Shakopee

Jurisdictional Agency (If Different than the Applicant): N/A



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

The City of Shakopee, in partnership with MnDOT,
is developing the ultimate vision for Marystown
Road/Adams Street from Vierling Drive to TH 169
South Ramp in Shakopee, Minnesota (figure 1).
The project reconstructs approximately 0.7 miles of
a four-lane A-Minor Expander roadway, replaces
three existing stop-controlled intersections with
roundabouts, and installs pedestrian and bicycle
shared use paths and sidewalks to improve
multimodal connectivity.

Previous studies, including the Jackson Township
Development Area - Shakopee AUAR
Transportation Analysis and Trident Development
Transportation Study (2019), identified the current
traffic control along the corridor will not
accommodate future growth and planned
development in the areas by the year 2025.
Development along the corridor is also occurring
rapidly, and the project responds to planned
developments in the area (see West End Land Use
Master Plan). Planned development includes over
1,600 housing units and 1.1 million square feet of
retail business, which will bring over 2,750 jobs into
the area. The increased traffic volumes indicate
without roadway improvements, Marystown
Road/TH 169 operations and level of service (LOS)
are expected to fail by year 2025. Vierling Drive, TH
169 WB ramp, and TH 169 EB intersections will
see turning movements reach LOS F and lead to
unacceptable queue lengths during AM and PM
peak hours.

Safety concerns along the corridor are on the rise.
Marystown Road is a high-speed corridor (45/55
mph), and there has been an alarming increase in
crashes since the study area began developing in
2017. There were 13 crashes along the corridor
from 2016-2018, and 26 crashes between 2019-
2021, including a serious injury right-angle crash.
Most of the corridor crashes are right-angle crashes



(Limit 2,800 characters; approximately 400 words)

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (TIP)
DESCRIPTION - will be used in TIP if the project is selected for
funding. See MnDOT's TIP description guidance.

that present significant safety concerns given the
high speed of the corridor. In 2010, there was a
right-angle crash at the TH 169 ramp intersection
that resulted in fatalities of a female driver and her
unborn child. This severe crash and loss of life
could have been prevented if a roundabout
configuration had been in place. The installation of
roundabouts will slow traffic speeds and
accommodate high traffic volumes as the area
continues to grow, specifically from the Trident and
Windermere developments.

The project increases transportation options for
residents of all ages and socioeconomic
backgrounds while delivering multimodal options for
those wishing to walk or bike to work or school by
providing a fully connected shared-use
path/sidewalk system. This off-street access
connects area parks, Sweeney and Jackson
Elementary Schools, places of employment, and
residences in the area.

CSAH 15/Marystown Road, Shakopee, from 600' north of
Vierling Drive to Lusitano Street, Road Reconstruction,
Reconstruct intersections to roundabouts at Vierling Drive, TH
169 Westbound ramps, TH 169 EB ramps/Windermere Way,
and Lusitano Street. 0.7 miles

Include both the CSAH/MSAS/TH references and their corresponding street names in the TIP Description (see Resources link on Regional Solicitation webpage for

examples).
Project Length (Miles)

to the nearest one-tenth of a mile

0.7

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

Match Amount

Yes

MnDOT Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) for
State Fiscal Years 2025 and 2026

$3,723,172.00

$930,793.00


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

Minimum of 20% of project total
Project Total $4,653,965.00
For transit projects, the total cost for the application is total cost minus fare revenues.

Match Percentage 20.0%

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

Source of Match Funds City of Shakopee

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: 2026, 2027

Select 2024 or 2025 for TDM and Unique projects only. For all other applications, select 2026 or 2027.

Additional Program Years: 2024, 2025

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

]
Project Information-Roadways

County, City, or Lead Agency City of Shakopee

B Minor (north of north ramp of TH 169) / A Minor
Expander South of TH 169

Functional Class of Road

Road System MSAS
TH, CSAH, MSAS, CO. RD., TWP. RD., CITY STREET
Road/Route No. 100

i.e., 53 for CSAH 53

Name of Road Marystown Road/Adams Street

Example; 1st ST., MAIN AVE

Zip Code where Majority of Work is Being Performed 55379
(Approximate) Begin Construction Date 05/01/2024
(Approximate) End Construction Date 10/31/2025

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

From: Vierling Drive W - roadwork extends 600 feet beyond
(Intersection or Address) intersection

To: TH 169 South Ramp - roadwork extends 600 feet beyond
(Intersection or Address) intersection to Lusitano Street

DO NOT INCLUDE LEGAL DESCRIPTION
Or At
Miles of Sidewalk (nearest 0.1 miles) 0.1

Miles of Trail (nearest 0.1 miles) 0.9



Miles of Trail on the Regional Bicycle Transportation Network
(nearest 0.1 miles)

Primary Types of Work

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):

Bridge and roundabout construction, bike path, sidewalk,
grading, aggregate base, lighting, storm sewer, ponds, median,
erosion control

Bridge #7011, (1995)

N/A

TH 169

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:

The project is consistent with the 2040
Transportation Policy Plans goals, objectives, and
strategies. The project furthers the following:

Goal B: Safety and Security - The regional
transportation is safe and secure for all users (p.
2.5).

- Obj. A: reduce fatal and serious injury crashes
and improve safety and security for all modes of
passenger travel and freight transport (p. 2.5).

- Strat. B1: Regional transportation partners will

incorporate safety and security considerations for
all modes and users throughout the processes of
planning, funding, construction, operation (p. 2.5).

-Strat. B6: Regional transportation partners will use
best practices to provide and improve facilities for
safe walking and bicycling, since pedestrians and
bicyclists are the most vulnerable users of the
transportation system (p. 2.8).

Goal C: A reliable, affordable, and efficient
multimodal transportation system supports the
prosperity of people and businesses by connecting
them to destinations throughout the region and
beyond (p. 2.10).

- Obj. A: increase the availability of multimodal
travel options, especially in congested highway
corridors (p. 2.10).

- Obj. E: Improve the availability of and quality of
multimodal travel options for people of all ages and
abilities to connect to jobs and other opportunities,
particularly for historically under-represented
populations (p. 2.10).



Limit 2,800 characters, approximately 400 words

- Strat. C1: Regional transportation partners
continue to work together to plan and implement
transportation systems that are multimodal and
provide connections between modes (p. 2.10).

- Strat. C2: Local units of government should
provide a network of interconnected roadways,
bicycle facilities, and pedestrian facilities to meet
local travel needs using Complete Streets
principles (p. 2.11).

Goal E: Healthy and Equitable Communities ? The
regional transportation system advances equity and
contributes to communities? livability and
sustainability while protecting the natural, cultural,
and developed environments (p. 2.30).

- Obj. C: Increase the availability and attractiveness
of transit, bicycling, and walking to encourage
healthy communities (p. 2.30).

- Obj. D: Provide a transportation system that
promotes community cohesion and connectivity for
people of all ages and abilities, particularly for
historically under-represented populations (p. 2.30).

- Strat. E3: Regional transportation partners will
plan and implement a transportation system that
considers the needs of all potential users, including
children, senior citizens, and persons with
disabilities, and that promotes active lifestyles and
cohesive communities. A special emphasis should
be placed on promoting the environmental and
health benefits of alternatives to single-occupant
vehicle travel (p. 2.31).



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.

- City of Shakopee Capital Improvement Plan 2022-
2026, pgs. 80-81

a. 2022-2026 CIP Projects Map

- Marystown Road Corridor Study (2020)
- Jackson Township Development Area - Shakopee

List the applicable documents and pages: Unique projects are AUAR Transportation AnalySiS (2019)

exempt from this qualifying requirement because of their

nnovative nature. - Envision Shakopee 2040 Comprehensive Plan

(2019), pgs. 175, 178-179, 202

- West End Land Use Master Plan (2016) -
Preferred Development Concept

- Trident Development Transportation Study (2019)

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. Unique project costs are limited to those that are federally eligible.

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

5.Applicant is a public agency (e.g., county, city, tribal government, transit provider, etc.) or non-profit organization (TDM and Unique Projects
applicants only). 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 in Table 1. For unique projects, the minimum award is $500,000 and the maximum award is
the total amount available each funding cycle (approximately $4,000,000 for the 2022 funding cycle).

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): $500,000 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.

(TDM and Unique Project Applicants Only) The applicant is not a
public agency subject to the self-evaluation requirements in Title

Il of the ADA.
Date plan completed: 06/19/2018
- June 19, 2018 - Americans with Disabilities Act -
_ Public Right of Way Transition Plan;
Link to plan:

https://cld.bz/H3fwlxw#zoom=z

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. Unique projects are exempt from this qualifying requirement.

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 Strategic Capacity 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 clear span must 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.

Requirements - Roadways Including Multimodal Elements

Specific Roadway Elements

CONSTRUCTION PROJECT ELEMENTS/COST
ESTIMATES

Cost

Mobilization (approx. 5% of total cost) $165,894.00

Removals (approx. 5% of total cost) $302,530.00


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

Roadway (grading, borrow, etc.) $125,685.00

Roadway (aggregates and paving) $655,625.00
Subgrade Correction (muck) $0.00
Storm Sewer $334,881.00
Ponds $0.00
Concrete Items (curb & gutter, sidewalks, median barriers) $739,850.00
Traffic Control $99,536.00
Striping $29,548.00
Signing $29,548.00
Lighting $87,941.00
Turf - Erosion & Landscaping $175,883.00
Bridge $660,000.00
Retaining Walls $0.00
Noise Wall (not calculated in cost effectiveness measure) $0.00
Traffic Signals $0.00
Wetland Mitigation $0.00
Other Natural and Cultural Resource Protection $0.00
RR Crossing $0.00
Roadway Contingencies $572,972.00
Other Roadway Elements $497,682.00
Totals $4,477,575.00

. ______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
Specific Bicycle and Pedestrian Elements

CONSTRUCTION PROJECT ELEMENTS/COST

ESTIMATES Cost
Path/Trail Construction $152,750.00
Sidewalk Construction $0.00
On-Street Bicycle Facility Construction $0.00
Right-of-Way $0.00
Pedestrian Curb Ramps (ADA) $23,640.00
Crossing Aids (e.g., Audible Pedestrian Signals, HAWK) $0.00
Pedestrian-scale Lighting $0.00
Streetscaping $0.00
Wayfinding $0.00

Bicycle and Pedestrian Contingencies $0.00



Other Bicycle and Pedestrian Elements $0.00

Totals $176,390.00

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 $4,653,965.00
Construction Cost Total $4,653,965.00
Transit Operating Cost Total $0.00

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

Existing Employment within 1 Mile: 2619
Existing Manufacturing/Distribution-Related Employment within 1 315
Mile:

Existing Post-Secondary Students within 1 Mile: 0

Upload Map 1649544805020 _Regional Economy.pdf



Please upload attachment in PDF form.

Measure C: Current Heavy Commercial Traffic
RESPONSE: Select one for your project, based on the updated 2021 Regional Truck Corridor Study:
Along Tier 1:

Miles: 0
(to the nearest 0.1 miles)

Along Tier 2:

Miles: 0
(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 Marystown Road South of Vierling Drive
Current AADT Volume 9300
Existing Transit Routes on the Project 5

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

Upload Transit Connections Map 1649545032867_Transit Connections.pdf

Please upload attachment in PDF form.

I EEEE——————————————————————————————————————————————————————
Response: Current Daily Person Throughput
Average Annual Daily Transit Ridership 0

Current Daily Person Throughput 12090.0

Measure B: 2040 Forecast ADT

Use Metropolitan Council model to determine forecast (2040) ADT
volume

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

OR


https://metrocouncil.org/Transportation/Planning-2/Reports/Highways-Roads/Truck-Freight-Corridor-Study.aspx

11,600 ADT from Scott County approved model,
AUAR Traffic Forecast volumes based on
Intersection Control Evaluation Reports for
Marystown Road/TH 169 - April 2020 are 17,500
AADT

Identify the approved county or city travel demand model to
determine forecast (2040) ADT volume

Forecast (2040) ADT volume

Measure A: Engagement

i.Describe any Black, Indigenous, and People of Color populations, low-income populations, disabled populations, youth, or older adults within
a % mile of the proposed project. Describe how these populations relate to regional context. Location of affordable housing will be addressed in
Measure C.

ii.Describe how Black, Indigenous, and People of Color populations, low-income populations, persons with disabilities, youth, older adults, and
residents in affordable housing were engaged, whether through community planning efforts, project needs identification, or during the project
development process.

iii.Describe the progression of engagement activities in this project. A full response should answer these questions:



Response:

The project is located in Census Tracts 806 and
807. These tracts have a total population of 9,078
residents. Sixteen percent of the total population is
Hispanic or Latino, 9 percent is Asian, 6 percent is
Black or African American, 4 percent is two or more
races, and 0.5 percent indigenous (American Indian
and Alaska Native). The project is in an area above
the regional average for population in poverty or
population of color.

Equity populations have been engaged prior to and
during the project's development. During the
development of the 2040 Envision Shakopee, the
city's comprehensive plan, extensive engagement
with diverse populations was completed.
Specifically, the city heard from over 3,000
residents to learn more about their vision for the
future. That engagement led to transportation goals
that seek a safe system that balances the needs of
all users.

Most recently, an online community survey was
administered from March 23 to April 8, 2022. The
survey was sent to all Shakopee residents and
posted to multiple locations including the city
website and social media platforms. The survey
generated 751 responses. Approximately 12
percent of the respondents were from minority
populations. A majority of respondents indicated
that they do not feel safe walking or driving through
the current corridor layout, with many indicating
long delays to turn onto the study roadway. More
than 82 percent of the respondents supported the
project.

As the project progresses, the city will include a
public engagement process that includes all equity
populations, specifically low-income housing



residents and older adults living in the community.
As shown on the Shakopee Socio-Economic
Context (Supplemental) Map, specific outreach
includes the following:

- Sixton Apartments (133 units)
- Arlington Ridge Apartments

- Willows at Windemere (60 units-income restricted
apartment)

- Emerald Crest Memory Care (61 units senior and
assisted living)

- Benedictine Living Community (opened late 2020,
183 units - senior living)
- Sweeney Elementary School - (youth pop.)

- Jackson Elementary School - (youth pop.)

Additionally, the city has conducted informal
stakeholder engagement as new development in
the area has occurred, including the Windemere
Development, Hy-Vee, and the Trident
Development. The need to make transportation
improvements was identified during this process,
with a specific focus on providing safer operations
and multimodal facilities to accommodate all users.
Also, among the key themes that emerged was a
priority on making regional system connections,
creating corridors that are welcoming and
attractive, filling gaps in the trail network,
connecting employment centers, and providing
diverse housing options. All are accomplished by
this project.

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

Measure B: Equity Population Benefits and Impacts



Describe the projects benefits to Black, Indigenous, and People of Color populations, low-income populations, children, people with disabilities,
youth, and older adults. Benefits could relate to:

This is not an exhaustive list. A full response will support the benefits claimed, identify benefits specific to Equity populations residing or
engaged in activities near the project area, identify benefits addressing a transportation issue affecting Equity populations specifically identified
through engagement, and substantiate benefits with data.

Acknowledge and describe any negative project impacts to Black, Indigenous, and People of Color populations, low-income populations,
children, people with disabilities, youth, and older adults. Describe measures to mitigate these impacts. Unidentified or unmitigated negative
impacts may result in a reduction in points.

Below is a list of potential negative impacts. This is not an exhaustive list.



Response:

The project is located in a Regional Environmental
Justice Area (three census tracts within %2 mile
above the regional average for population in
poverty or population of color). Populations with
higher levels of poverty often have limited access to
a vehicle, so investing in multimodal facilities such
as bicycle, pedestrian, and transit facilities is
needed. This project provides benefits to all
residents in the city, including Black, Indigenous,
and People of Color, low-income populations,
children, people with disabilities, and the elderly. It
provides multimodal transportation options,
increased safety and access, and public health
benefits.

Pedestrian and bicycle safety improvements: The
shared use path system on both sides of
Marystown Road provides a separated off-street
system for all users, eliminating the need to share
the roadway with vehicles travelling at a high rate of
speed. This is especially important for less skilled
bicyclists and children who wish to bike to school
who would otherwise be confined to narrow travel
lanes amidst a 55-mph roadway. Roundabout
improvements at intersections are ADA compliant
and feature safer two-stage pedestrian/bicycle
crossings.

Improved access to destinations: The project will
benefit underrepresented populations by improving
connections throughout the corridor for motorists,
pedestrians, bicyclists, and transit users. It provides
residents with safe, ADA compliant, and multimodal
links to schools, employment centers, and parks.
Within one mile of the project, there are three
senior housing complexes, three affordable housing
facilities, four social service buildings, three
schools, two daycares, and a linguistically isolated
area. Safe facilities and crossings that are ADA
compatible are paramount to accommodate these
populations.



Public health benefits: The project increases
transportation options and livability for residents
and encourages an active lifestyle. Lighted paths
help illuminate the facility and allow for exercise
and recreation activities during non-daylight hours.

Negative Impacts: As with any construction project,
negative impacts will be created. Impacts are
expected to be temporary. Construction will result
in road and sidewalk closures that temporarily do
not meet ADA requirements. A transportation
management plan (TMP) will be developed to
maintain acceptable levels of safety, accessibility,
and mobility, and detour routes will be
implemented. Noise impacts will also be
experienced during construction. Any negative
impacts will be publicized, advertised, and
mitigated as needed.

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

Measure C: Affordable Housing Access

Describe any affordable housing developmentsexisting, under construction, or plannedwithin ¥2 mile of the proposed project. The applicant
should note the number of existing subsidized units, which will be provided on the Socio-Economic Conditions map. Applicants can also
describe other types of affordable housing (e.g., naturally-occurring affordable housing, manufactured housing) and under construction or
planned affordable housing that is within a half mile of the project. If applicable, the applicant can provide self-generated PDF maps to support
these additions. Applicants are encouraged to provide a self-generated PDF map describing how a project connects affordable housing
residents to destinations (e.g., childcare, grocery stores, schools, places of worship).

Describe the projects benefits to current and future affordable housing residents within ¥2 mile of the project. Benefits must relate to affordable
housing residents. Examples may include:

This is not an exhaustive list. Since residents of affordable housing are more likely not to own a private vehicle, higher points will be provided to
roadway projects that include other multimodal access improvements. A full response will support the benefits claimed, identify benefits specific
to residents of affordable housing, identify benefits addressing a transportation issue affecting residents of affordable housing specifically
identified through engagement, and substantiate benefits with data.



Response:

Numerous affordable and senior housing options
are in close proximity of the project. Multiple
apartment complexes, a manufactured home park,
and many other duplexes and multi-family homes
are also located within the corridor area. In
particular those options include (see map of the
socioeconomic characteristics):

- The Willows at Windemere apartments (under %2
mile away) provide 60 affordable units

- The Sixton Apartments (under %2 mile away)
provides 133 affordable units

- The Arlington Ridge Apartments (just over % mile
away) provide 48 affordable units

- Mobile Manor (1.25 miles away) provide 67
affordable units

- The Sarazin Street Flats and Sarazin Flats Il (just
under 2 miles away) provide a combined 105
affordable units

- The Benedictine Living Community of Shakopee
(under %2 mile) provides assisted and senior living
opportunities

The project provides a multimodal connection
across TH 169 and provides improved and safer
pedestrian and bicycle crossing options across
Marystown Road. This infrastructure gives a direct
connection between all four quadrants of the
project area, which each have an assortment of
housing types, various community destinations, and
2,619 jobs within one mile of the project (this figure
does not include the recently constructed VA clinic).
The quadrants include the following:

- Northwest: Tahpah Park, Sweeney Elementary
School, single-family and multi-family housing



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

- Northeast: Hyvee Grocery Store, gas station and
other retail, single-family and multi-family housing

- Southwest: Benedictine Living Community (newly
constructed assisted living facility), single-family
and multi-family housing, New Horizon Academy

- Southeast: Jackson Elementary School, Ladybug
Child Care Center, single-family and multi-family
housing

The current corridor is unsafe for walking and
bicycling and, despite a close proximity, limits
access between affordable housing and nearby
destinations. The improvements will provide a
multiuse trail on both sides of Marystown Road,
filling a gap in the regional system and give local
access to destinations both north and south of TH
169.

For those residents who need to travel outside the
immediate area, the project will also provide for
more efficient vehicle movement on and off the
Marystown Road corridor and provide direct
vehicular access to TH 169. These improvements
will allow easier access to citywide and regional
destinations.

Finally, there is access to bus route 497 at the
corner of Marystown Road and Vierling Drive W.
north of TH 169. The multimodal improvements will
ease pedestrian access to bus routes.

The City of Shakopee has a 2021 Housing
Performance Score of 71.



Measure D: BONUS POINTS

Project is located in an Area of Concentrated Poverty:

Projects census tracts are above the regional average for
population in poverty or population of color (Regional Yes
Environmental Justice Area):

Project located in a census tract that is below the regional
average for population in poverty or populations of color
(Regional Environmental Justice Area):

Upload the Socio-Economic Conditions map used for this

1649547116445_Socio-Economic Conditions.pdf
measure.

Measure A: Year of Roadway Construction

Year of Original
Roadway Construction

Segment Length Calculation Calculation 2
or Most Recent
Reconstruction
1995 0.7 1396.5 1995.0
1 1397 1995

Total Project Length

Total Project Length (as entered in "Project Information" form) 0.7

Average Construction Year

Weighted Year 1995

Total Segment Length (Miles)

Total Segment Length 0.7

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:

The proposed project will provide a significant
benefit to freight movements along a high-speed
roadway where truck drivers will not have to make
judgement calls on gap acceptance with an easier
time making maneuvers from side-street
approaches. This results in safer access to/from TH
169. Additionally, current conditions require left-
turning traffic to make full stops at existing
intersections, which leads to travel delays and
increased noise and emissions between
intersections. Roundabout control will allow trucks
to move more freely through the corridor at non-
peak times.

Yes

The 55-mph roadway requires increased sight
distance for side-street stop vehicles. With the
roundabouts, speeds will be reduced to 40 mph (20
mph through roundabouts) and side-street sight
lines will provide adequate time to enter the
roundabouts. This will significantly reduce right-
angle crashes on the corridor.

There are sight distance issues at the westbound
approaches of the Marystown Road/TH 169 ramp
intersections. With roundabouts, sight distance
issues will be resolved.

The project utilizes curb and gutter in most areas
which will provide better vehicular lane guidance
during inclement weather conditions allowing for
more consistent sight distances throughout the
project.

Yes



Response:

(Limit 700 characters; approximately 100 words)

Access management enhancements:

Response:

(Limit 700 characters; approximately 100 words)

Vertical/horizontal alignment improvements:

Response:

Significant safety benefits for vehicles and
pedestrians will be realized through improved
roadway geometrics. Speeds along the corridor will
be reduced from the current 55 mph to 40 mph (20
mph through roundabouts). Land use to the south
of TH 169 is mainly rural, and land use north of TH
169 is suburban. The urbanization and roundabout
construction would provide a transition to alert
drivers coming from the south that they are entering
a more suburban area where pedestrian activity
could be higher.

Yes

lllegal maneuvers occur at the Hy-Vee RI/RO
access. The roundabout at the Adams St./Vierling
Dr. intersection eliminates this maneuver and
provides a U-turn location at the roundabout for
vehicles destined southbound.

Lusitano St. was recently constructed in 2021. This
access is restricted and designed as RI/RO. A
temporary median was constructed; however, this
median only consists of inches of asphalt depth,
and may be not prevent illegal movements. The
project would construct an approximately 14-foot-
wide concrete median at this location, reinforcing
the access restriction.

Three roundabouts will allow for median separated
two-stage crossing for bicycles and pedestrians.

Yes

Minor horizontal and vertical alignment
improvements will be made within the current
roadway footprint to provide adequate speed
control for vehicles approaching and traversing the
roundabout.



(Limit 700 characters; approximately 100 words)

Improved stormwater mitigation:

Response:

(Limit 700 characters; approximately 100 words)

Signals/lighting upgrades:

Response:

(Limit 700 characters; approximately 100 words)

Other Improvements

Response:

(Limit 700 characters; approximately 100 words)

Yes

Implementation of stormwater BMPs to provide
water quality treatment will reduce discharge of
suspended solids and phosphorus loadings. The
addition of curb and gutter with formalized urban
drainage system will improve stormwater runoff,
and the use of natural infiltration ditch swales will
result in a volumetric reduction.

Yes

Lighting improvements will be made as part of the
improved pedestrian network creating a safer
environment for users of all ages for travel during
the early morning and late evening periods. It is
anticipated there will be significantly more lighting
along the corridor, especially at the suburban
roundabout intersections versus the previous
suburban/rural side-street stop approaches.

Yes

Access and operations at Tahpah Park will be
improved through the roundabout construction
which will benefit event traffic flow before and after
sporting events. Roundabouts provide the flexibility
to handle these traffic surges efficiently and safely.

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
) 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)

EXPLANA
TION of
Total Peak Total Peak methodolo
Hour Hour used to
9 Synchro
Delay Delay calculate
. or HCM
Reduced Reduced railroad
) Reports
by the by the crossing
Project: Project: delay, if
applicable.



164954889

4637_Build
22.0 17.7 43 2979 3010  12809.7  12943.0 N/A AM_PM -

RAB HCM
Report.pdf

12943

Vehicle Delay Reduced
Total Peak Hour Delay Reduced 12809.7

Total Peak Hour Delay Reduced 12943.0

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)
Peak Hour Emissions

. ) Peak Hour Emissions with
without the Project . )
the Project (Kilograms):

Peak Hour Emissions
Reduced by the Project

(Kilograms): (Kilograms):
22.0 17.7 4.3
10.8 14.28 -3.48
33 32 1

Total

Total Emissions Reduced: 0.82

Upload Synchro Report 1649549138383_Build AM_PM - RAB HCM Report.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)
Peak Hour Emissions . .
. . Peak Hour Emissions with
without the Project

. the Project (Kilograms):
(Kilograms):

Peak Hour Emissions
Reduced by the Project
(Kilograms):

22.0 17.7 4.3

22 18 4

Total Parallel Roadway



Emissions Reduced on Parallel Roadways 4.3

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 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): 43

|
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



Crash modification factors for the conversion of a
stop-controlled intersection into a single-lane
roundabout and a 15 percent reduction in mean
speed of the corridor were utilized.

Crash Modification Factor Used:

(Limit 700 Characters; approximately 100 words)

Three of the corridor study intersections will be
converted from stop-controlled intersections to
single-lane roundabouts. Therefore, a CMF that
captured the significant safety benefits associated
with single-lane roundabouts was utilized. While the
roundabouts are expected to provide speed
reductions at the intersections, the design speed for
the corridor will also be reduced from 55 mph to 40

Rationale for Crash Modification Selected: mph. With the design standards associated with the
reduced design speed, the vehicular speeds along
the corridor are expected to be reduced by as high
as 30 percent. This reduction will result in slower
vehicular speeds not only along the corridor but
also into/out of the roundabout which is expected to
provide even greater safety benefits. Therefore, the
15 percent reduction in mean speed CMF was

utilized.
(Limit 1400 Characters; approximately 200 words)
Project Benefit ($) from B/C Ratio $14,530,530.00
Total Fatal (K) Crashes: 0
Total Serious Injury (A) Crashes: 1
Total Non-Motorized Fatal and Serious Injury Crashes: 0
Total Crashes: 26
Total Fatal (K) Crashes Reduced by Project: 0
Total Serious Injury (A) Crashes Reduced by Project: 1

Total Non-Motorized Fatal and Serious Injury Crashes Reduced by 0

Project:
Total Crashes Reduced by Project: 21
Worksheet Attachment 1649549597456_Marystown Rd_BCA.pdf

Please upload attachment in PDF form.

. ______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________|
Roadway projects that include railroad grade-separation elements:

Current AADT volume: 0



Average daily trains: 0

Crash Risk Exposure eliminated: 0

Measure A: Pedestrian Safety

Determine if these measures do not apply to your project. Does the project match either of the following descriptions?
If either of the items are checked yes, then score for entire pedestrian safety measure is zero. Applicant does not need to respond to the
sub-measures and can proceed to the next section.

Project is primarily a freeway (or transitioning to a freeway) and
does not provide safe and comfortable pedestrian facilities and No
crossings.

Existing location lacks any pedestrian facilities (e.g., sidewalks,
marked crossings, wide shoulders in rural contexts) and project

does not add pedestrian elements (e.g., reconstruction of a No
roadway without sidewalks, that doesnt also add pedestrian
crossings and sidewalk or sidepath on one or both sides).

SUB-MEASURE 1: Project-Based Pedestrian Safety Enhancements and Risk Elements

To receive maximum points in this category, pedestrian safety countermeasures selected for implementation in projects should be, to the
greatest extent feasible, consistent with the countermeasure recommendations in the Regional Pedestrian Safety Action Plan and state and
national best practices. Links to resources are provided on the Regional Solicitation Resources web page.

Please answer the following two questions with as much detail as possible based on the known attributes of the proposed design. If any aspect
referenced in this section is not yet determined, describe the range of options being considered, to the greatest extent available. If there are
project elements that may increase pedestrian risk, describe how these risks are being mitigated.

1. Describe how this project will address the safety needs of people crossing the street at signalized intersections, unsignalized
intersections, midblock locations, and roundabouts.

Treatments and countermeasures should be well-matched to the roadways context (e.g., appropriate for the speed, volume, crossing distance,
and other location attributes). Refer to the Regional Solicitation Resources web page for guidance links.



Response:

Approximately 0.9 miles of shared-use path and 0.1
miles of new sidewalk will be constructed on both
sides of Marystown Road. One of the main
objectives that supports the roundabout alternatives
at the Marystown Road/TH 169 ramp intersections
is the ability to repurpose the TH 169 bridge to
provide a multi-use trail on both sides, thus
connecting a gap in the City of Shakopee's trail
system. The existing roadway configuration along
the TH 169 bridge does not have adequate space
to provide safe pedestrian facilities. Pedestrians
have been observed to utilized turn-lanes and
shoulders along Marystown Rd to cross TH 169,
which presents significant safety concerns given
the high-speeds (45/55-mph) of the corridor.

Other than the Marystown Rd/Adams
Street/Vierling Drive intersection, which is the
northernmost intersection of the project, the
corridor has unsignalized, side-street stop control
intersections, with no pedestrian crossings. Like the
vehicular safety issues observed along the corridor,
pedestrians are subject to finding gaps in traffic to
cross the high-speed roadway, crossing as many
as seven lanes of travel. Reconstructing the
intersections to single-lane roundabouts will
increase pedestrian safety. The design of the
roundabout allows pedestrians to cross one
direction of traffic at a time on each leg of the
roundabout, vastly reducing the crossing distance
(i.e., from seven lanes of travel, to one or two
lanes). In addition, the geometry of the roundabout
induces significantly lower speeds thereby greatly
reducing the severity of crashes. Note that the
speed of the corridor is currently 45/55-mph, and
vehicles generally drive approximately 20-mph
through a roundabout.

In summary the following PEDSAFE
countermeasures will be incorporated as part of the
project:



- Installation of an Off-Street Trail to provide
walking and bicycling area that is removed from the
roadway.

- Installation of roundabouts will result improved
intersection safety through the elimination of angle
crashes, provision of more efficient traffic flow, and
the slowing of vehicular traffic.

- Use of curb ramps, marked crosswalks and
enhancements, and lighting and illumination to
allow pedestrians who are visually impaired or
using a wheelchair or stroller to safely navigate the
crossings. Provision of crossing islands/pedestrian
refuge islands are shown to reduce pedestrian
crashes by 32 percent.

- Reduction of the number of lanes which is shown
to result in a 41 percent decrease of pedestrian
collisions.

(Limit 2,800 characters; approximately 400 words)
Is the distance in between signalized intersections increasing (e.g., removing a signal)?
Select one: No

If yes, describe what measures are being used to fill the gap between protected crossing opportunities for pedestrians (e.g., adding High-
Intensity Activated Crosswalk beacons to help motorists yield and help pedestrians find a suitable gap for crossing, turning signal into a
roundabout to slow motorist speed, etc.).

Response:

(Limit 1,400 characters; approximately 200 words)

Will your design increase the crossing distance or crossing time across any leg of an intersection? (e.g., by adding turn or through lanes,
widening lanes, using a multi-phase crossing, prohibiting crossing on any leg of an intersection, pedestrian bridge requiring length detour, etc.).
This does not include any increases to crossing distances solely due to the addition of bike lanes (i.e., no other through or turn lanes being
added or widened).

Select one: No

If yes,
How many intersections will likely be affected?

Response:

Describe what measures are being used to reduce exposure and delay for pedestrians (e.g., median crossing islands, curb bulb-outs, etc.)



Crossing distances will be significantly reduced with
the addition of roundabouts. Each approach will
have a median that will serve as a two-stage

Response: crossing. The design of the roundabout allows
pedestrians to cross one direction of traffic at a time
on each leg of the roundabout, vastly reducing the
crossing distance (i.e. from seven lanes of travel to
one or two lanes).

(Limit 1,400 characters; approximately 200 words)

If grade separated pedestrian crossings are being added and increasing crossing time, describe any features that are included that will reduce
the detour required of pedestrians and make the separated crossing a more appealing option (e.g., shallow tunnel that doesnt require much
elevation change instead of pedestrian bridge with numerous switchbacks).

Response: N/A

(Limit 1,400 characters; approximately 200 words)

If mid-block crossings are restricted or blocked, explain why this is necessary and how pedestrian crossing needs and safety are supported in
other ways (e.g., nearest protected or enhanced crossing opportunity).

Response: N/A

(Limit 1,400 characters; approximately 200 words)

2. Describe how motorist speed will be managed in the project design, both for through traffic and turning movements. Describe any
project-related factors that may affect speed directly or indirectly, even if speed is not the intended outcome (e.g., wider lanes and turning radii
to facilitate freight movements, adding turn lanes to alleviate peak hour congestion, etc.). Note any strategies or treatments being considered
that are intended to help motorists drive slower (e.g., visual narrowing, narrow lanes, truck aprons to mitigate wide turning radii, etc.) or protect
pedestrians if increasing motorist speed (e.g., buffers or other separation from moving vehicles, crossing treatments appropriate for higher
speed roadways, etc.).



Response:

(Limit 2,800 characters; approximately 400 words)

Three of the corridor study intersections will be
converted from stop-controlled intersections to
single-lane roundabouts. Roundabouts are known
to reduce speeds, as vehicles need to yield to
opposing traffic. Because of the proximity to nearby
schools and other pedestrian generators, the
roundabouts are expected to be intentionally
designed to reduce speeds entering and exiting the
roundabout.

While the roundabouts are expected to provide
speed reductions at the intersections, the design
speed for the corridor will also be reduced from 55
mph to 40 mph. With the design standards that are
associated with the reduced design speed, the
vehicular speeds along the corridor are expected to
be reduced by as high as 30 percent. This
reduction will result in slower vehicular speeds not
only along the corridor but also into/out of the
roundabout which is expected to provide even
greater safety benefits.

If known, what are the existing and proposed design, operation, and posted speeds? Is this an increase or decrease from existing conditions?

Response:

(Limit 1,400 characters; approximately 200 words)

Currently, posted speeds on Marystown Road are
55 miles per hour. After installation of the three
roundabouts, posted speeds will be reduced to 40
miles per hour (vehicles generally travel 20 miles
per hour within the roundabouts).

SUB-MEASURE 2: Existing Location-Based Pedestrian Safety Risk Factors
These factors are based on based on trends and patterns observed in pedestrian crash analysis done for the Regional Pedestrian Safety
Action Plan. Check off how many of the following factors are present. Applicants receive more points if more risk factors are present.

Existing road configuration is a One-way, 3+ through lanes

or

Existing road configuration is a Two-way, 4+ through lanes

Existing road has a design speed, posted speed limit, or speed

Yes

study/data showing 85th percentile travel speeds in excess of 30 Yes

MPH or more

Existing road has AADT of greater than 15,000 vehicles per day

List the AADT

9300



SUB-MEASURE 3: Existing Location-Based Pedestrian Safety Exposure Factors
These factors are based on based on trends and patterns observed in pedestrian crash analysis done for the Regional Pedestrian Safety
Action Plan. Check off how many of the following existing location exposure factors are present. Applicants receive more points if more risk

factors are present.

Existing road has transit running on or across it with 1+ transit
stops in the project area (If flag-stop route with no fixed stops,
then 1+ locations in the project area where roadside stops are
allowed. Do not count portions of transit routes with no stops,
such as non-stop freeway sections of express or limited-stop
routes. If service was temporarily reduced for the pandemic but is
expected to return to 2019 levels, consider 2019 service for this
item.)

Existing road has high-frequency transit running on or across it
and 1+ high-frequency stops in the project area (high-frequency
defined as service at least every 15 minutes from 6am to 7pm
weekdays and 9am to 6pm Saturdays. If service frequency was
temporarily reduced for the pandemic but is expected to return to
2019 levels, consider 2019 frequency for this item.)

Existing road is within 500 of 1+ shopping, dining, or
entertainment destinations (e.g., grocery store, restaurant)

If checked, please describe:

(Limit 1,400 characters; approximately 200 words)

Existing road is within 500 of other known pedestrian generators
(e.g., school, civic/community center, senior housing, multifamily
housing, regulatorily-designated affordable housing)

If checked, please describe:

(Limit 1,400 characters; approximately 200 words)

Yes

Yes

HyVee Grocery Store, Starbucks, and Walhlbugers
are all located in the southeast quadrant of the
intersection of Marystown Road and Vierling Drive
on the north end of the corridor. Another
entertainment destination, Tahpah Park
Playground/baseball fields lies in the southwest
quadrant of the Marystown Road and Vierling Drive
intersection.

Yes

New Horizon Academy, The Willows Apartment,
and Tahpah Park are located along Marystown
Road. Ladybug Daycare and Jackson Elementary
are approximately 750" from the existing roadway.

Measure A: Multimodal Elements and Existing Connections



Response:

Approximately 0.7 miles of shared-use path and 0.1
miles of new sidewalk will be constructed on both
sides of Marystown Road. One of the main
objectives that supports the roundabout alternatives
at the Marystown Road/TH 169 ramp intersections
is the ability to repurpose the TH 169 bridge to
provide a multi-use trail on both sides, thus
connecting a gap in the City of Shakopee's trail
system. The existing roadway configuration along
the TH 169 bridge does not have adequate space
to provide safe pedestrian facilities.

The proposed trail on the west side will connect
Tahpah Park to Windemere Way over TH 169. The
proposed trail on the east side of Marystown Road
will connect the Hy-Vee development to 17th
Avenue, serving the Trident Development and
connecting to Jackson Elementary School. The
new trail system paired with roundabouts at
intersections will provide numerous safety benefits.
The project puts in place infrastructure to comply
with ADA standards and allow for the safe crossing
of pedestrians, bicyclists, and wheelchairs.
Improving this intersection to roundabout control
will allow for a connected sidewalk system and two-
stage crossing for all users which enhances safety.

These improvements are consistent with the
Regional Bicycle Transportation Network (RBTN)
Map in showing a planned regional bikeway
extending north to south along both sides of
Marystown Road from Vierling Drive to 130th
Street. The planned improvements will connect to
an existing RBTN Tier 2 alignment at 130th Street
W and connect to the existing Regional Bikeway
within Lions Park. The new bikeway and
enhancements will also improve connectivity to
Tahpah Park, Sand Venture Aquatic Park, Jackson
Elementary School, employment centers, and
thousands of residences. This connection will have
measurable safety benefits for the bicyclists and



pedestrians using the system.

(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.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. The focus of this section is on the opportunity for public input as opposed to the quality of input. NOTE: A written response is
required and failure to respond will result in zero points.

Multiple types of targeted outreach efforts (such as meetings or
online/mail outreach) specific to this project with the general
public and partner agencies have been used to help identify the
project need.

Yes

100%

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

50%

At least online/mail outreach effort specific to this project with the
general public 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%

Describe the type(s) of outreach selected for this project (i.e., online or in-person meetings, surveys, demonstration projects), the method(s)
used to announce outreach opportunities, and how many people participated. Include any public website links to outreach opportunities.



Engagement with jurisdictional agencies including
Scott County, MNnDOT, the City of Shakopee, and
Jackson Township occurred over the years, most
recently in 2019, as part of the Jackson Township
AUAR, and in 2020, as part of the Marystown Road
Corridor Study. Note there have been a total of six
meetings with partner agencies.

A key theme that emerged from the engagement
from the city's 2040 Comprehensive Plan was to
support and focus on connections and key links to
the regional transportation system. This area is
continuing to be prime for development and is an
important focus area for the city due to its location
and access to TH 169. As part of this outreach,
over 4,000 residents, employees, stakeholders,
business leaders and visitors were engaged
including:

Response: - 140 Focus Group Participants

- 150 Community Workshop Participants

- 425 Participants at Community Events

- 505 Employee Surveys

- 70 High School Workshop Participants

- 1,270 Scott County Community Engagement

- 700 National Citizens Survey (Livability Survey)

- 700 High School Survey Participants

Most recently, an online community survey was

administered from March 23 to April 8, 2022. The

survey was sent to all Shakopee residents and
posted on multiple locations including the city



(Limit 2,800 characters; approximately 400 words)

2.Layout (25 Percent of Points)

website and social media platforms. The survey
generated 751 responses. Approximately 12
percent of the respondents were from minority
populations. A majority of respondents indicated
that they do not feel safe walking or driving through
the current corridor layout, with many indicating
long delays to turn onto the study roadway. More
than 82 percent of the respondents are in support
of the project.

As the project progresses, the city will include a
public engagement process that includes all equity
populations, specifically low-income housing
residents and older adults living in the community.

Meetings with business/property owners along
Marystown Road have occurred and will continue
throughout the project duration.

Layout includes proposed geometrics and existing and proposed right-of-way boundaries. A basic layout should include a base map (north
arrow; scale; legend;* city and/or county limits; existing ROW, labeled; existing signals;* and bridge numbers*) and design data (proposed
alignments; bike and/or roadway lane widths; shoulder width;* proposed signals;* and proposed ROW). An aerial photograph with a line
showing the projects termini does not suffice and will be awarded zero points. *If applicable

Layout approved by the applicant and all impacted jurisdictions
(i.e., cities/counties/MnDOT. If a MnDOT trunk highway is
impacted, approval by MnDOT must have occurred to receive full
points. A PDF of the layout must be attached along with letters
from each jurisdiction to receive points.

100%

A layout does not apply (signal replacement/signal timing, stand-
alone streetscaping, minor intersection improvements).
Applicants that are not certain whether a layout is required
should contact Colleen Brown at MNnDOT Metro State Aid
colleen.brown@state.mn.us.

100%

For projects where MnDOT trunk highways are impacted and a
MnDOT Staff Approved layout is required. Layout approved by the
applicant and all impacted local jurisdictions (i.e., cities/counties),
and layout review and approval by MnDOT is pending. A PDF of
the layout must be attached along with letters from each
jurisdiction to receive points.

Yes



75%

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

50%

Layout has been started but is not complete. A PDF of the layout
must be attached to receive points.

25%

Layout has not been started

0%

Attach Layout 1649550690813_Figure 1_Marystown Concept.pdf

Please upload attachment in PDF form.
Additional Attachments

Please upload attachment in PDF form.
3.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 Yes
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
project area.

0%
Project is located on an identified historic bridge

4.Right-of-Way (25 Percent of Points)

Right-of-way, permanent or temporary easements, and MnDOT
agreement/limited-use permit either not required or all have been Yes
acquired

100%

Right-of-way, permanent or temporary easements, and/or MnDOT
agreement/limited-use permit required - plat, legal descriptions,
or official map complete

50%

Right-of-way, permanent or temporary easements, and/or MNDOT
agreement/limited-use permit required - parcels identified

25%



Right-of-way, permanent or temporary easements, and/or MnDOT
agreement/limited-use permit required - parcels not all identified

0%
5.Railroad Involvement (15 Percent of Points)

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

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

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%

Measure A: Cost Effectiveness
Total Project Cost (entered in Project Cost Form): $4,653,965.00
Enter Amount of the Noise Walls: $0.00
Total Project Cost subtract the amount of the noise walls: $4,653,965.00
Enter amount of any outside, competitive funding: $0.00
Attach documentation of award:
Points Awarded in Previous Criteria

Cost Effectiveness $0.00

Other Attachments



File Name

2022-2026 CIP_Map.pdf

2040 Forecasts S2_AUAR_Compare.pdf

220411_Shak Marystown Ltr.pdf

Build AM_PM - RAB HCM Report.pdf

Emissions Summary.pdf

Existing AADTSs from April 2020.pdf

Level of Congestion.pdf

Marystown Rd_BCA.pdf

Marystown Road Project
Sheet_041122.pdf

Marystown_220411_Final Results.pdf

MET C_Regional Bicycle Transportation

Map.pdf
MnDOT Letters of Support.pdf

Planned Bike Gap Connection.pdf

PresentationMarystownRdCor.pdf

Project Photograph.pdf
Proposed Trails 8.5x11.pdf

Race Data.pdf

Regional Economy.pdf

Resolution_R2022-053.pdf

Shakopee School District Letter of
Support.pdf

Shakopee Socio-Economic Context.pdf

Socio-Economic Conditions.pdf

SRF-Cost-Est-

Tool_15594ConceptCostEst_SpecYr_20

22.pdf

Transit Connections.pdf

Description

City of Shakopee 2022-2026 CIP
Projects Map

2040 Forecast from AUAR
Letter of Support - City of Shakopee

HCM Report

AM and PM Existing and Build Emissions

Summary

Existing AADT from 2020 Intersection
Control Evaluation Reports

Level of Congestion (Met Council
Generated)

Marystown Road BCA

Marystown Road - One Page Project
Sheet

Marystown Road - Community Survey
Results

Met Council Regional Bicycle
Transportation Network (Project Area)

MnDOT Letters of Support

Planned Bicycle Connections Map

May 4, 2021 - City Council Presentation -

Marystown Road Corridor
Project Photograph

Proposed Trails (Project Area)
Decennial Census Tract Data

Regional Economy (Met Council
Generated)

Resolution - City of Shakopee

Letter of Support - Shakopee School
District

Shakopee Socio-Economic Context Map

(Supplemental)

Socio-Economic Conditions (Met Council

Generated)

Project Cost Estimate

Transit Connections (Met Council
Generated)

File Size

633 KB

2.0 MB
546 KB

129 KB

29 KB

327 KB

4.2 MB

724 KB

189 KB

1.7 MB

514 KB

555 KB

547 KB

2.8 MB

574 KB
501 KB

37 KB

1.5MB

355 KB

589 KB

298 KB

1.6 MB

119 KB

1.5MB



City of Shakopee - Corridor Preferred
West_End_Land Use Master Plan.pdf 938 KB
Development Concept

_Windermere TIA 12-7-16.pdf Windemere Development TIA (2016) 1.4 MB



Regional Economy

Results

WITHIN ONE MI of project:
Postsecondary Students: 0

Totals by City:
Jackson Twp.
Population: 2235
Employment: 410
Mfg and Dist Employment: 71
Louisville Twp.
Population: 109
Employment: 9
Mfg and Dist Employment: 0
Shakopee
Population: 7082
Employment: 2200
Mfg and Dist Employment: 244

O Project Points

s Project

0 0.125 0.25

Roadway Reconstruction/Modernization Project: Marystown Rd Roadway Reconstruction/Modernization Project ||Mag

y
i

@
%

1 69
15
2
Manfacturing/Distribution Centers
Job Concentration Centers 5
Created: 4/5/2022 or complete disclaimer of accuracy, please visi .
0=75 ? MileS LandscapeRSA5 9 http:;giswebZiltet.mitc.lstate.mrz.us/gissit);np;w/notice.;spx i’}ﬂ tbll P:‘f H:}Ii! r;k\ll_




Transit Connections

Results

Transit with a Direct Connection to project:
497

*indicates Planned Alignments

Transit Market areas: 5

O Project Points
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Results & 2
Total of publicly subsidized rental §

housing units in census ?

tracts within 1/2 mile: 159

Project located in census tract(s)

that are ABOVE the regional average
for population in poverty or
population of color.
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13195_Shakopee Marystown Rd Regional Solicitation 03/25/2022

Build AM 190: Adams St & Vierling Dr
Intersection

Intersection Delay, s/veh 6.3

Intersection LOS A

Approach EB WB NB SB
Entry Lanes 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Circle Lanes 1 1 1 1
Adj Approach Flow, veh/h 149 362 308 229
Demand Flow Rate, veh/h 152 370 320 233
Vehicles Circulating, veh/h 468 277 137 334
Vehicles Exiting, veh/h 99 180 483 313
Ped Vol Crossing Leg, #/h 0 0 0 0
Ped Cap Adj 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Approach Delay, s/veh 6.1 7.3 5.6 6.1
Approach LOS A A A A
Lane Left Left Left Left
Designated Moves LTR LTR LTR LTR
Assumed Moves LTR LTR LTR LTR

RT Channelized

Lane Util 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Follow-Up Headway, s 2.609 2.609 2.609 2.609

Critical Headway, s 4.976 4.976 4.976 4.976

Entry Flow, veh/h 152 370 320 233

Cap Entry Lane, veh/h 856 1040 1200 982

Entry HV Adj Factor 0.980 0.979 0.961 0.983

Flow Entry, veh/h 149 362 308 229

Cap Entry, veh/h 839 1018 1153 965

VIC Ratio 0.178 0.356 0.267 0.237

Control Delay, s/veh 6.1 7.3 5.6 6.1

LOS A A A A

95th %tile Queue, veh 1 2 1 1

Synchro 11 Report Page 1



13195_Shakopee Marystown Rd Regional Solicitation

03/25/2022

Build AM 200: Marystown Rd/Adams St & Tahpah Park/US 169 N Ramp
Intersection

Intersection Delay, s/veh 5.9

Intersection LOS A

Approach EB WB NB SB
Entry Lanes 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Circle Lanes 1 1 1 1
Adj Approach Flow, veh/h 3 302 289 473
Demand Flow Rate, veh/h 3 308 300 483
Vehicles Circulating, veh/h 629 268 48 150
Vehicles Exiting, veh/h 4 80 584 265
Ped Vol Crossing Leg, #/h 0 0 0 0
Ped Cap Adj 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Approach Delay, s/veh 5.0 4.8 4.8 7.3
Approach LOS A A A A
Lane Left Left Bypass Left Left
Designated Moves LTR LT R LTR LTR
Assumed Moves LTR LT R LTR LTR

RT Channelized Yield

Lane Util 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Follow-Up Headway, s 2.609 2.609 2.609 2.609

Critical Headway, s 4.976 4.976 161 4.976 4.976

Entry Flow, veh/h 3 147 1053 300 483

Cap Entry Lane, veh/h 726 1050 0.980 1314 1184

Entry HV Adj Factor 1.000 0.980 158  0.963 0.980

Flow Entry, veh/h 3 144 1032 289 473

Cap Entry, veh/h 726 1028 0.153 1265 1161

VIC Ratio 0.004 0.140 49 0.228 0.408

Control Delay, s/veh 5.0 4.8 A 4.8 7.3

LOS A A 1 A A

95th %tile Queue, veh 0 0 1 2

Synchro 11 Report

Page 2



13195_Shakopee Marystown Rd Regional Solicitation

03/25/2022

Build AM 210: CR 15/Marystown Rd & Windermere Way/US 169 S Ramp
Intersection

Intersection Delay, s/veh 5.5

Intersection LOS A

Approach EB WB NB SB

Entry Lanes 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Circle Lanes 2 2 2 2

Adj Approach Flow, veh/h 67 92 320 573

Demand Flow Rate, veh/h 69 94 328 585

Vehicles Circulating, veh/h 577 236 264 34

Vehicles Exiting, veh/h 7 234 381 296

Ped Vol Crossing Leg, #/h 0 0 0 0

Ped Cap Adj 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Approach Delay, s/veh 5.0 3.9 4.7 6.2
Approach LOS A A A A

Lane Left Left Left Bypass Left Bypass
Designated Moves LTR LTR LT R LT R
Assumed Moves LTR LTR LT R LT R
RT Channelized Yield Yield
Lane Util 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000

Follow-Up Headway, s 2.535 2.535 2.535 2.535

Critical Headway, s 4.328 4.328 4.328 122 4328 35
Entry Flow, veh/h 69 94 206 1087 550 1370
Cap Entry Lane, veh/h 870 1162 1135 0.980 1380 0.980
Entry HV Adj Factor 0.978 0.978 0.971 120 0.981 34
Flow Entry, veh/h 67 92 200 1066 539 1343
Cap Entry, veh/h 851 1137 1102 0.113 1353 0.025
VIC Ratio 0.079 0.081 0.182 44 0.399 29
Control Delay, s/veh 5.0 3.9 49 A 6.4 A
LOS A A A 0 A 0
95th %tile Queue, veh 0 0 1 2

Synchro 11 Report Page 3



13195_Shakopee Marystown Rd Regional Solicitation 03/25/2022

Build PM 190: Adams St & Vierling Dr
Intersection

Intersection Delay, s/veh 8.0

Intersection LOS A

Approach EB WB NB SB
Entry Lanes 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Circle Lanes 1 1 1 1
Adj Approach Flow, veh/h 123 364 453 383
Demand Flow Rate, veh/h 125 372 469 390
Vehicles Circulating, veh/h 626 358 164 399
Vehicles Exiting, veh/h 163 275 587 331
Ped Vol Crossing Leg, #/h 0 0 0 0
Ped Cap Adj 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Approach Delay, s/veh 6.9 8.2 7.3 9.0
Approach LOS A A A A
Lane Left Left Left Left
Designated Moves LTR LTR LTR LTR
Assumed Moves LTR LTR LTR LTR

RT Channelized

Lane Util 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Follow-Up Headway, s 2.609 2.609 2.609 2.609

Critical Headway, s 4.976 4.976 4.976 4.976

Entry Flow, veh/h 125 372 469 390

Cap Entry Lane, veh/h 729 958 1167 919

Entry HV Adj Factor 0.984 0.979 0.967 0.981

Flow Entry, veh/h 123 364 453 383

Cap Entry, veh/h "7 937 1128 901

VIC Ratio 0.172 0.388 0.402 0.425

Control Delay, s/veh 6.9 8.2 7.3 9.0

LOS A A A A

95th %tile Queue, veh 1 2 2 2

Synchro 11 Report Page 1



13195_Shakopee Marystown Rd Regional Solicitation

03/25/2022

Build PM 200: Marystown Rd/Adams St & Tahpah Park/US 169 N Ramp
Intersection

Intersection Delay, s/veh 7.2

Intersection LOS A

Approach EB WB NB SB
Entry Lanes 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Circle Lanes 1 1 1 1
Adj Approach Flow, veh/h 11 443 367 577
Demand Flow Rate, veh/h 11 451 381 589
Vehicles Circulating, veh/h 670 339 104 160
Vehicles Exiting, veh/h 79 146 577 312
Ped Vol Crossing Leg, #/h 0 0 0 0
Ped Cap Adj 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Approach Delay, s/veh 5.3 6.4 5.9 8.8
Approach LOS A A A A
Lane Left Left Bypass Left Left
Designated Moves LTR LT R LTR LTR
Assumed Moves LTR LT R LTR LTR

RT Channelized Yield

Lane Util 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Follow-Up Headway, s 2.609 2.609 2.609 2.609

Critical Headway, s 4.976 4.976 318  4.976 4.976

Entry Flow, veh/h 11 133 1004 381 589

Cap Entry Lane, veh/h 697 977 0.980 1241 1172

Entry HV Adj Factor 1.000 0.982 312 0.964 0.980

Flow Entry, veh/h 11 131 984 367 577

Cap Entry, veh/h 697 959 0.317 1196 1148

VIC Ratio 0.016 0.136 6.9 0.307 0.503

Control Delay, s/veh 5.3 5.0 A 5.9 8.8

LOS A A 1 A A

95th %tile Queue, veh 0 0 1 3

Synchro 11 Report Page 2



13195_Shakopee Marystown Rd Regional Solicitation

03/25/2022

Build PM 210: CR 15/Marystown Rd & Windermere Way/US 169 S Ramp
Intersection

Intersection Delay, s/veh 5.4

Intersection LOS A

Approach EB WB NB SB

Entry Lanes 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Circle Lanes 2 2 2 2

Adj Approach Flow, veh/h 52 112 375 567

Demand Flow Rate, veh/h 52 114 385 578
Vehicles Circulating, veh/h 546 292 265 29

Vehicles Exiting, veh/h 8 241 333 377

Ped Vol Crossing Leg, #/h 0 0 0 0

Ped Cap Adj 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Approach Delay, s/veh 4.6 4.2 51 5.9
Approach LOS A A A A

Lane Left Left Left Bypass Left Bypass
Designated Moves LTR LTR LT R LT R
Assumed Moves LTR LTR LT R LT R
RT Channelized Yield Yield
Lane Util 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000

Follow-Up Headway, s 2.535 2.535 2.535 2.535

Critical Headway, s 4.328 4.328 4.328 117 4328 53
Entry Flow, veh/h 52 114 268 1079 525 1369
Cap Entry Lane, veh/h 893 1108 1134 0.980 1386 0.980
Entry HV Adj Factor 0.991 0.982 0.971 115  0.981 52
Flow Entry, veh/h 52 112 260 1058 515 1342
Cap Entry, veh/h 885 1088 1101 0.109 1359 0.039
VIC Ratio 0.058 0.103 0.236 44 0.379 3.0
Control Delay, s/veh 4.6 4.2 5.5 A 6.2 A
LOS A A A 0 A 0
95th %tile Queue, veh 0 0 1 2

Synchro 11 Report Page 3



AM

PM

Total

Build

Existing

Volume 2979
Total Delay 22
Co Emissions 3.33
Nox Emmisions 0.65
VOC Emmissions 0.77
Existing

Volume 3635
Total Delay 24
Co Emissions 4.24
Nox Emmisions 0.82
VOC Emmissions 0.99
Existing

Volume 6614
Total Delay 46
Co Emissions 7.57
Nox Emmisions 1.47
VOC Emmissions 1.76
Total Emissions 10.8

Volume 3010
Total Delay 17.7
Co Emissions 4.52
Nox Emmisions 0.88
VOC Emmissions 1.05
Build

Volume 3633
Total Delay 20.6
Co Emissions 5.49
Nox Emmisions 1.07
VOC Emmissions 1.27
Build

Volume 6643
Total Delay 38.3
Co Emissions 10.01
Nox Emmisions 1.95
VOC Emmissions 2.32
Total Emissions 14.28




13195_Shakopee Marystown Rd Regional Solicitation 03/25/2022

Build AM 190: Adams St & Vierling Dr
Intersection

Intersection Delay, s/veh 6.3

Intersection LOS A

Approach EB WB NB SB
Entry Lanes 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Circle Lanes 1 1 1 1
Adj Approach Flow, veh/h 149 362 308 229
Demand Flow Rate, veh/h 152 370 320 233
Vehicles Circulating, veh/h 468 277 137 334
Vehicles Exiting, veh/h 99 180 483 313
Ped Vol Crossing Leg, #/h 0 0 0 0
Ped Cap Adj 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Approach Delay, s/veh 6.1 7.3 5.6 6.1
Approach LOS A A A A
Lane Left Left Left Left
Designated Moves LTR LTR LTR LTR
Assumed Moves LTR LTR LTR LTR

RT Channelized

Lane Util 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Follow-Up Headway, s 2.609 2.609 2.609 2.609

Critical Headway, s 4.976 4.976 4.976 4.976

Entry Flow, veh/h 152 370 320 233

Cap Entry Lane, veh/h 856 1040 1200 982

Entry HV Adj Factor 0.980 0.979 0.961 0.983

Flow Entry, veh/h 149 362 308 229

Cap Entry, veh/h 839 1018 1153 965

VIC Ratio 0.178 0.356 0.267 0.237

Control Delay, s/veh 6.1 7.3 5.6 6.1

LOS A A A A

95th %tile Queue, veh 1 2 1 1

Synchro 11 Report Page 1



13195_Shakopee Marystown Rd Regional Solicitation

03/25/2022

Build AM 200: Marystown Rd/Adams St & Tahpah Park/US 169 N Ramp
Intersection

Intersection Delay, s/veh 5.9

Intersection LOS A

Approach EB WB NB SB
Entry Lanes 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Circle Lanes 1 1 1 1
Adj Approach Flow, veh/h 3 302 289 473
Demand Flow Rate, veh/h 3 308 300 483
Vehicles Circulating, veh/h 629 268 48 150
Vehicles Exiting, veh/h 4 80 584 265
Ped Vol Crossing Leg, #/h 0 0 0 0
Ped Cap Adj 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Approach Delay, s/veh 5.0 4.8 4.8 7.3
Approach LOS A A A A
Lane Left Left Bypass Left Left
Designated Moves LTR LT R LTR LTR
Assumed Moves LTR LT R LTR LTR

RT Channelized Yield

Lane Util 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Follow-Up Headway, s 2.609 2.609 2.609 2.609

Critical Headway, s 4.976 4.976 161 4.976 4.976

Entry Flow, veh/h 3 147 1053 300 483

Cap Entry Lane, veh/h 726 1050 0.980 1314 1184

Entry HV Adj Factor 1.000 0.980 158  0.963 0.980

Flow Entry, veh/h 3 144 1032 289 473

Cap Entry, veh/h 726 1028 0.153 1265 1161

VIC Ratio 0.004 0.140 49 0.228 0.408

Control Delay, s/veh 5.0 4.8 A 4.8 7.3

LOS A A 1 A A

95th %tile Queue, veh 0 0 1 2

Synchro 11 Report

Page 2



13195_Shakopee Marystown Rd Regional Solicitation

03/25/2022

Build AM 210: CR 15/Marystown Rd & Windermere Way/US 169 S Ramp
Intersection

Intersection Delay, s/veh 5.5

Intersection LOS A

Approach EB WB NB SB

Entry Lanes 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Circle Lanes 2 2 2 2

Adj Approach Flow, veh/h 67 92 320 573

Demand Flow Rate, veh/h 69 94 328 585

Vehicles Circulating, veh/h 577 236 264 34

Vehicles Exiting, veh/h 7 234 381 296

Ped Vol Crossing Leg, #/h 0 0 0 0

Ped Cap Adj 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Approach Delay, s/veh 5.0 3.9 4.7 6.2
Approach LOS A A A A

Lane Left Left Left Bypass Left Bypass
Designated Moves LTR LTR LT R LT R
Assumed Moves LTR LTR LT R LT R
RT Channelized Yield Yield
Lane Util 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000

Follow-Up Headway, s 2.535 2.535 2.535 2.535

Critical Headway, s 4.328 4.328 4.328 122 4328 35
Entry Flow, veh/h 69 94 206 1087 550 1370
Cap Entry Lane, veh/h 870 1162 1135 0.980 1380 0.980
Entry HV Adj Factor 0.978 0.978 0.971 120 0.981 34
Flow Entry, veh/h 67 92 200 1066 539 1343
Cap Entry, veh/h 851 1137 1102 0.113 1353 0.025
VIC Ratio 0.079 0.081 0.182 44 0.399 29
Control Delay, s/veh 5.0 3.9 49 A 6.4 A
LOS A A A 0 A 0
95th %tile Queue, veh 0 0 1 2

Synchro 11 Report Page 3



13195_Shakopee Marystown Rd Regional Solicitation 03/25/2022

Build PM 190: Adams St & Vierling Dr
Intersection

Intersection Delay, s/veh 8.0

Intersection LOS A

Approach EB WB NB SB
Entry Lanes 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Circle Lanes 1 1 1 1
Adj Approach Flow, veh/h 123 364 453 383
Demand Flow Rate, veh/h 125 372 469 390
Vehicles Circulating, veh/h 626 358 164 399
Vehicles Exiting, veh/h 163 275 587 331
Ped Vol Crossing Leg, #/h 0 0 0 0
Ped Cap Adj 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Approach Delay, s/veh 6.9 8.2 7.3 9.0
Approach LOS A A A A
Lane Left Left Left Left
Designated Moves LTR LTR LTR LTR
Assumed Moves LTR LTR LTR LTR

RT Channelized

Lane Util 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Follow-Up Headway, s 2.609 2.609 2.609 2.609

Critical Headway, s 4.976 4.976 4.976 4.976

Entry Flow, veh/h 125 372 469 390

Cap Entry Lane, veh/h 729 958 1167 919

Entry HV Adj Factor 0.984 0.979 0.967 0.981

Flow Entry, veh/h 123 364 453 383

Cap Entry, veh/h "7 937 1128 901

VIC Ratio 0.172 0.388 0.402 0.425

Control Delay, s/veh 6.9 8.2 7.3 9.0

LOS A A A A

95th %tile Queue, veh 1 2 2 2

Synchro 11 Report Page 1



13195_Shakopee Marystown Rd Regional Solicitation

03/25/2022

Build PM 200: Marystown Rd/Adams St & Tahpah Park/US 169 N Ramp
Intersection

Intersection Delay, s/veh 7.2

Intersection LOS A

Approach EB WB NB SB
Entry Lanes 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Circle Lanes 1 1 1 1
Adj Approach Flow, veh/h 11 443 367 577
Demand Flow Rate, veh/h 11 451 381 589
Vehicles Circulating, veh/h 670 339 104 160
Vehicles Exiting, veh/h 79 146 577 312
Ped Vol Crossing Leg, #/h 0 0 0 0
Ped Cap Adj 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Approach Delay, s/veh 5.3 6.4 5.9 8.8
Approach LOS A A A A
Lane Left Left Bypass Left Left
Designated Moves LTR LT R LTR LTR
Assumed Moves LTR LT R LTR LTR

RT Channelized Yield

Lane Util 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Follow-Up Headway, s 2.609 2.609 2.609 2.609

Critical Headway, s 4.976 4.976 318  4.976 4.976

Entry Flow, veh/h 11 133 1004 381 589

Cap Entry Lane, veh/h 697 977 0.980 1241 1172

Entry HV Adj Factor 1.000 0.982 312 0.964 0.980

Flow Entry, veh/h 11 131 984 367 577

Cap Entry, veh/h 697 959 0.317 1196 1148

VIC Ratio 0.016 0.136 6.9 0.307 0.503

Control Delay, s/veh 5.3 5.0 A 5.9 8.8

LOS A A 1 A A

95th %tile Queue, veh 0 0 1 3

Synchro 11 Report Page 2



13195_Shakopee Marystown Rd Regional Solicitation

03/25/2022

Build PM 210: CR 15/Marystown Rd & Windermere Way/US 169 S Ramp
Intersection

Intersection Delay, s/veh 5.4

Intersection LOS A

Approach EB WB NB SB

Entry Lanes 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Circle Lanes 2 2 2 2

Adj Approach Flow, veh/h 52 112 375 567

Demand Flow Rate, veh/h 52 114 385 578
Vehicles Circulating, veh/h 546 292 265 29

Vehicles Exiting, veh/h 8 241 333 377

Ped Vol Crossing Leg, #/h 0 0 0 0

Ped Cap Adj 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Approach Delay, s/veh 4.6 4.2 51 5.9
Approach LOS A A A A

Lane Left Left Left Bypass Left Bypass
Designated Moves LTR LTR LT R LT R
Assumed Moves LTR LTR LT R LT R
RT Channelized Yield Yield
Lane Util 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000

Follow-Up Headway, s 2.535 2.535 2.535 2.535

Critical Headway, s 4.328 4.328 4.328 117 4328 53
Entry Flow, veh/h 52 114 268 1079 525 1369
Cap Entry Lane, veh/h 893 1108 1134 0.980 1386 0.980
Entry HV Adj Factor 0.991 0.982 0.971 115  0.981 52
Flow Entry, veh/h 52 112 260 1058 515 1342
Cap Entry, veh/h 885 1088 1101 0.109 1359 0.039
VIC Ratio 0.058 0.103 0.236 44 0.379 3.0
Control Delay, s/veh 4.6 4.2 5.5 A 6.2 A
LOS A A A 0 A 0
95th %tile Queue, veh 0 0 1 2
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AM

PM

Total

Build

Existing

Volume 2979
Total Delay 22
Co Emissions 3.33
Nox Emmisions 0.65
VOC Emmissions 0.77
Existing

Volume 3635
Total Delay 24
Co Emissions 4.24
Nox Emmisions 0.82
VOC Emmissions 0.99
Existing

Volume 6614
Total Delay 46
Co Emissions 7.57
Nox Emmisions 1.47
VOC Emmissions 1.76
Total Emissions 10.8

Volume 3010
Total Delay 17.7
Co Emissions 4.52
Nox Emmisions 0.88
VOC Emmissions 1.05
Build

Volume 3633
Total Delay 20.6
Co Emissions 5.49
Nox Emmisions 1.07
VOC Emmissions 1.27
Build

Volume 6643
Total Delay 38.3
Co Emissions 10.01
Nox Emmisions 1.95
VOC Emmissions 2.32
Total Emissions 14.28




Updated 01/30/2020

Traffic Safety Benefit-Cost Calculation

Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) Reactive Project

A. Roadway Description

Route Marystown Rd District County  Scott County

Begin RP End RP Miles
Location Marystown Rd/Adam St from Vierling Drive to US 169 South Ramp

B. Project Description

Proposed Work Roundabout Construction at Three Corridor Intersections

Project Cost* $4,653,965 Installation Year 2025
Project Service Life 20 years Traffic Growth Factor 2.0%
* exclude Right of Way from Project Cost

C. Crash Modification Factor

0.16  Fatal (K) Crashes Reference

0.09  Serious Injury (A) Crashes

0.09  Moderate Injury (B) Crashes Crash Type

0.09 Possible Injury (C) Crashes

0.24 Property Damage Only Crashes www.CMFclearinghouse.org
Fatal (K) Crashes Reference

Serious Injury (A) Crashes

Moderate Injury (B) Crashes Crash Type

Possible Injury (C) Crashes

Property Damage Only Crashes www.CMFclearinghouse.org

E. Crash Data

Begin Date 1/1/2019 End Date 12/31/2021 3 years
Data Source MnDOT

Crash Severity < enter target crashes > < optional 2nd CMF >

K crashes 0

A crashes 1

B crashes 2

C crashes 6

PDO crashes 17

F. Benefit-Cost Calculation

$14,530,530 Benefit (present value)

$4,653,965 Cost B/C Ratio = 3.13

Proposed project expected to reduce 8 crashes annually, 1 of which involving fatality or serious injury.

Page 1 of 2



Updated 01/30/2020

F. Analysis Assumptions

Real Discount Rate

Traffic Growth Rate

Crash Severity Crash Cost
K crashes $1,500,000
A crashes $750,000
B crashes $230,000
C crashes $120,000
PDO crashes $13,000

Project Service Life

Link: mndot.gov/planning/program/appendix_a.html

0.7%
2.00%

20 years

G. Annual Benefit

Crash Severity Crash Reduction Annual Reduction Annual Benefit

K crashes 0.00 0.00 $0

A crashes 0.91 0.30 $227,500

B crashes 1.82 0.61 $139,533

C crashes 5.46 1.82 $218,400

PDO crashes 12.92 4.31 $55,987
$641,420

Year
2025
2026
2027
2028
2029
2030
2031
2032
2033
2034
2035
2036
2037
2038
2039
2040
2041
2042
2043
2044
0

O O O O O O o o o o

H. Amortized Benefit

Crash Benefits
$641,420
$654,248
$667,333
$680,680
$694,294
$708,180
$722,343
$736,790
$751,526
$766,556
$781,887
$797,525
$813,476
$829,745
$846,340
$863,267
$880,532
$898,143
$916,106
$934,428

S0
S0
S0
S0
S0
S0
S0
S0
S0
S0
S0

Present Value

$641,4

20

$649,700
$658,088
$666,584
$675,189

$683,9
$692,7

05
34

$701,677

$710,7

36

$719,911

$729,2

05

$738,619

$748,1

54

$757,812
$767,595
$777,505

$787,5

42

$797,709

$808,0

07

$818,438

$0
S0
S0
$0
S0
$0
S0
S0
S0
S0
$0

Total =

$14,530,530

Page 2 of 2



Multiple CMF Calculation - Roundabout Intersections

Crash Modification Factor - Installation of Single-Lane Roundabouts
0.28  Fatal (K) Crashes Reference http://www.cmfclearinghouse.org/detail.cfm?facid=210
0.12  Serious Injury (A) Crashes

[ 0.12 Moderate Injury (B) Crashes Crash Type All

0.12  Possible Injury (C) Crashes
0.28  Property Damage Only Crashes

Crash Modification Factor - Corridor Speed Reduction

0.56 Fatal (K) Crashes Reference http://www.cmfclearinghouse.org/detail.cfm?facid=148
0.78  Serious Injury (A) Crashes
0.78  Moderate Injury (B) Crashes Crash Type All

0.78  Possible Injury (C) Crashes
0.85  Property Damage Only Crashes

Multiple CMF Calculation

CMF (K) =CMF 1 * CMF 2 =0.28 * 0.56 = 0.1568 0.16  Fatal (K) Crashes

CMF (A)=CMF 1 * CMF2=0.12 * 0.78 =0.0936 0.09  Serious Injury (A) Crashes
CMF (B)=CMF 1 * CMF 2 =0.12 * 0.78 = 0.0936 0.09  Moderate Injury (B) Crashes
CMF (C) =CMF 1 * CMF 2 =0.12 * 0.78 = 0.0926 0.09  Possible Injury (C) Crashes

CMF (PDO) =CMF 1 * CMF 2 =0.28 * 0.85 = 0.238 0.24  Property Damage Only Crashes




* Countermeasure: Conversion of stop-controlled intersection into single-lane roundabout

CMF CRF(3) Quality Crash Type Crash Severity AreaType Reference Comments

PERSAUD
0.28 72 W P All All Urban ETAL,
2001

PERSAUD
] 0.42 58 N All All Rural ET AL,
2001

Serious PERSAUD
0.12 88 e e All injury,Minor Urban ETAL.,
injury 2001

Serious PERSAUD
[ ] 0.18 82 W All injury,Minor Rural ET AL,
injury 2001

Compare Reset Compare |

“NOTE: You can compare CMFs aoross countermessures, suboafegories, and cotegories.

 Countermeasure: 15% reduction in mean speed

CMF CRF(%) Quality Crash Type Crash Severity Area Type Reference Comments

ELVIKET
AL, 2004

0.56 44 b :. All Fatal All

Serious
22 R All injury,Minor All
injury

Propeiby ELVIKET
All Damagze Cnby All AL, 2004

{PDO)

Compare | Reset Compare |

“MWOTE: You con compare CMFs goross countermersures, suboategories, and cofegories.




[INCIDENTITcRASH_MONTH

736237 7|

[CRASH_DAY.

[CRASH_YEAR

2019)

[CRASH_DAYOFWEEK.

Fri

[CRASH_HOUR

[CRASHSEVERITY_|NUMBERKILLED [NUMBEROFVEHICLES |MANNEROFCOLLISION _|LIGHTCON]WEATHER]ROADWAY]INTERSECT|

1

|ADAMS ST

s

RASH_DATE_TIME_|NARRATIVE

7/26/2019

Adams Street & Vierling Drive (2019-2021)

Squad video and body camera video | answered  Dispatch radio cal 31 PV on July 26, 2019. the '8 Dr_ | arrived & 2:39 PM. Joseph was pulled over on Vierling D Joseph said
he was in the left lane Vierling Or Joseph said d and they collided. Joseph said he Jeff Reinhard. Jeffsaid he saw the accident happen. Jeff
|said he had been driving in his vehicle i the right lane on west Vierling Dr at Adams St. Jeff said dams st. Jeff said busy, with multipl e corners. Jeffsaid Josep Jeff said Gerardo had been stopped on the
|sidewalk of Vierling Dr t. Gerardo said h d Adams st Gerardo said Joseph had Joseph's car his handlebars, and scuffed his left elbow on the hood of
14:29|)oseph's car. Gerardo declined medical attention. Maria arrived on the scene.

684441 2

2019)

Thu

Unit #1 was driving east on Vierling Drive. Unit #1 was. g dams Street. Unit #2 “Adams Drive. Unit #2

It was a four way stop.

Driver #2 in Driver #2 ol brakes,

Unit #2 collided with Unit #1.

2/7/2019 7:17was

702544 4

2019)

Tue

4/9/2019

764564| 1]

2019)

Fri

11/22/2019

\dams Street at Vierling Drive. Vehicle #2 on Vierling drive. Vehicle #1 failed to st d hit vehicle #2. Driver and passenger of vehicle #2 were treated Both vehicles towed. Body worn camera was on. JD67
Unit Vierling Drive in the right lane. Unit 1 dams Street. jane ‘and also starte the intersection. Because of this, unit 2, who was unable to
because unit 1 was crossing the intersection, but unit 2 did not see unit 1. They tobe large truck Unit1 gh the intersection, and unit 2 was

Unit 1
|see unit 1, also entered

746060| of

2019)

[Mon

9/9/2019

Land hit unit 1. Unit 2 failed to yield to unit 1. Driver of unit 1 believed unit 2 did not com Unable to determine further.
Unit 1 Unit2 d Vierling. Unit 2 started making and Unit 1 ‘turning. Both Unit 1and 2 had damags end. No injuries. Photos taken. Unit 1's driver
Also Unit 1's He was cited for both. Unit 1 was towed from to Squad 165 and 8 ding. Nofurther report. GKE8

822301 7|

2020)

wed

7/29/2020

Street. Vierling Drive. Driver of going thru ‘two started
/to g0 and failed to yield the right of way. She swerved to avoid the crash but they hit. Driver of vehicle two stated that she could not see because of the reflection of the sun off of vehicle one. Both p: party was at fault most v intersection

811086 s

2020)

Thu

2

|ADAWS ST

s

5/21/2020

14:23{when it was hit by vehicle two. N citations issued. JKS7
UNIT 2 DRIVER, FORDYCE, INDICATED SHE WAS TRAVELING WE VIERLING DRIVE, INSIDE LANE, TTHE oF

IWAS STRUCK BY UNIT 1 IN THE INTERSECTION.

,INTENDING TO MAKE A LEFT TURN ONTO ADANS. FORDYCE STATED SHE PROCEEDED FORWARD WHEN IT WAS HER TURN TO GO AND|

UNIT 1 DRIVER, PETERSON, TRAVELING NB ADAMS STREET, INSIDE LANE, INDICATED HE STOPPED FOR THE STOP SIGN AT VIERLING DRIVE. PETERSON INDICATED HE THE STOP SIGN, WHERE HE
[WAS APPROXIMATELY 3 CAR LENGTHS BEHIND THE WHITE CROSSWALK MARKINGS.

PROCEEDING FORWARD. THE AREA HE POINTED TO.

LISTED WITNESS, HINSETH, A MOTORIST, DRIVER, INDICATED HE WAS S8 ADAMS STREET AND MAKING A RIGHT TURN ONTO VIERLING DRIVE AND SAW UNIT 1 RUN THE STOP SIGN AND STRIKE UNIT 2 AT 35-40 MPH.

12:07|PETERSON CITED FOR STOP SIGN VIOLATION.

917433 7|

2021]

sun

11/2021

[Vehicle #1 was east on Vierling Dr., Vehicle #2 rth on Adams St 7 proceeded. ‘the passenger side of vehicle #1 Both and g the intersection.
Neither could explain who may have gone first or went through the stop sign. Vehicle 1 towed for disabling damage.

10:57]3k40

90399 s

2021]

wed

5/5/2021

Unit 1 was making a left turn from Vierling, d Unit 1 had g pr
[turn. When he was going through the intersection Uit 2 proceeded throug d hit the side of Unit 1. Unit ' with her GP: ol through the stop sign. Unit 2 admitted to running. her phone (GPS). No injuries
1 towed.

Unit 1 5aid the cars ahead of Unit 2 had gone through proceeded

[cRAS!
3

[CRASH_YEAR
2015

[CRASH_DAYOFWEEK
Fri

[CRASH_HOUR
16,

1]

[ADAWSS ST]

INTERSECT
RAMPS41

RASH_DATE_TIMi
3/8/2019 16:55|

Marystown Road & US 169 North Ramp (2019-2021)

E_[NARRATIVE
d

2019

Thu

18]

5

o

2

1|

1]

RAMPGS7

RAMPS41

6/13/2019 18:47[V1 and V2 Us 1

er one was rear ended by driver two, state report completed. cc6
o VI was behind V2 at the stop sign at the top of the exit ramp. D1 thought V2 was moving forward to turn. Struck V2. There was minor damage to both vehicles

15,

2

RAMPS41

2/4/2019

» them at t0p of the ramp to Co. Rd 15 from SB Hwy. 169 when vehicle #1 came up from behind and struck vehicle 2 after siiding on the icy roads. Driver #1 had no explanation to what happened, Driver #2 stated
for the cond . vehicle #2 had

[Vehicle #2 was slowing al d
hat

15:34)Ka0

21

1]

RAMPS41

9/22/2015

2laawrsan

1/25/201

740302 El

1

RAMPS41

ADAWS sT|

8/14/2019

21:00{ACCORDING TO STATEMENTS FROM BOTH DRIVERS THERE BOTH UNITS WERE AT THE TOP OF THE RAMP FROM SB 169 TO MARYSTOWN RD. U2 WAS STOPPED AT THE STOP SIGN WHEN SHE WAS REAR ENDED BY UL

9 8:15[V2 THOUGHT VI WENT AFTER STOPPING AT THE STOP SIGN, BUT A VEH IN LLN NEXT TO HER PULLED FORWARD FOR A LEFT AND SHE COULDN'T SEE NB MARYSTOWN TRAFFIC SO INCHED OUT TO SEE IF IT WAS CLEAR AND WAS HIT BY V2 NOT TO SCALE. V2 CITED,

Unit #2 was stopped at the Southbound 169 and Marystown Rd. exit ramp. Unit #2 was turning right onto Marystown Rd. Unit #1 was behind Unit #2. Unit #2 pulled Teft. Driver #1 thought that Unit #2 had pulled into the intersection. Unit #1 rear
|ended Unit #2. Driver #1 and Driver #2 were both uninjured. Unit #1 and Unit #2 pulled to the shoulder of Marystown Rd. Moderate damage to both vehicles

15:45]

807430| 4

2020)

sat

[UNIT 2 (MOHLIN) WAS TRAVELING NB MARYSTOWN ROAD, INSIDE LANE, AND APPROACHING THE HIGHWAY ENTRANCE / EXIT RAMIPS FOR WY 169,
UNIT 1 (HAUBRICH) WAS TRAVELING SB MARYSTOWN RD, LEFT TURN LANE AT THE 169 SB ENTRANCE RAMP. UNIT 1 WAS INTENDING TO TURN LEFT AND TRAVEL ONTO S8 169.
UNIT 1 MADE THE LEFT TURN INTO THE PATH OF ONCOMING UNIT 2.

BOTH VEHICLES COLLIDED.

UNIT 2 HAD THE RIGHT-OF-WAY, NO CONTROLS.

2020)

Thu

16/

1

RAMPS41

4/18/20208:54|HAUBRICH CITED FOR FAILURE TO YIELD.
c

10/15/2020

RASH OCCURRED ON THE OFF RAMP FROM SB USTH 169 ONTO MARYSTOWN RD IN SHAKOPEE M.

|VEH 1 (TovOTA)
|VEH 2 (FORD)

[VEH 2 WAS AT THE STOP SIGN ON THE OFF RAMP ABOUT TO TURN NORTH ON MARYSTOWN RD. VEH 1 WAS APPROACHING FROM BEHIND AND DID NOT STOP, COLLIDING WITH VEH 2 AT THE STOP SIGN. DRIVER OF VEH 1 STATED SHE LOOKED BACK IN HER VEHICLE AND WHEN SHE LOOKED FORWARD AGAIN
[SHE REALIZED VEH 2 WAS THERE AND COULDNT STOP IN TIME. - MINOR DAMAGE NO INJURIES.

2021]

Fri

11]

1]

[RAMPG

6/25/2021

16:28[VEH 115 AT FAULT. NO VEH 1 DRIVER ADMITTED FAULT.
11:52|vehicle two was north on marystown, v

2021]

Tue

4

RAMPS41

ADAwS sT|

12/21/202

Driver 2 said he was stopped at stop sign on off ramp, waiting to turn lef. Driver 2 said he had b
19:07]control.

raffic. Driver 2 said he with by Unit 1. Driver 1 said she was turning rIght onto the Hwy 169 on-ramp. Driver 1 said she hit some ice, and lost

729467 6|

RASH_DAY

[CRASH_YEAR

2019)

RASH_DAYOFWEEK

Tue

[CRASH_HOUR

RASHSEVERITY

1

RAMP204

RASH_DATE_TIME_|NARRATIVE

Marystown Road & US 169 South Ramp (2019-2021)

[The driver of v
[The driver of the Suburban Marystown road front of him tedly, h 4 and braked it
No injuries reported

746895 ol

2019)

Thu

RAMPEO:

MaRy

=

9/12/2019

Unit #1 Unit #1 appr the exit ramps. As Unit #1 p e struckin the passeng v he north bound Hwy exit
17:59|Driver #2 said they did not see Unit #1 in began turningleft to go south on Marystown Rd. Driver #1 and Driver #2 were uninjured. Unit #1 was towed due to Unit #1 was drivable.

817403 7|

2020)

wed

7/1/2020

Unit 1 was stopped at stop sign facing East on Wi Unit Unit1 ramp to Northbound HWY 169 when Unit 2 struck Unit 1in Tanes of Unit2did
16:15{Unit 1 failed to yield Unit 2. Driver of Unit 2 had a bloody. his arms. Driver of Unit 2 was checked Allina Driver of Unit 1 was issued a citation for failure to yield right of way. kY91

819651 7|

2020)

Tue

7/14/2020

Unit 1 was Windermere Way pped at the stop sign at Road. Driver of unit 1 north or south

Unit 2 was traveling north on Marystown Road approaching the intersection at Windermere Way. Driver of unit 2 stated unit 1 pulled out in front of her and she did 1on the passengs Unit2 to the front end. Unit 1 sustained moderate

| damage to the passenger side rear. Driver of unit 1 reported minor back it the information. Shakopee Towing. The intersection is controlled by a stop for east/westbound traffic on Windermere Way.
d d Driver of unit 1 was later cited by mail for failure to yield right of way.

846574 10

2020)

Thu

Unit #1 was traveling off the ramp from Northbound 169 and hed Marystown Road. Windermere Way. and on Marystown Road.
[The collsion pushed Unit #2 off the road. The driver of Unit #2 was trapped in her vehicle when | arrived. and Allina Hospital
[ When | arrived | was initially approached by the driver of Unit #1 and she stated something along the lines of I think | caused this crash, I think I ran the stop sign". Driver of Unit #1 the scene. Driver of unit ported to Allina with minor injuries
Both e Towing.
Bwc P LETG,

accident, however + Dean Shellum DOB/0123891 (612-799-7780) stopped and stated he saw the vehicle right after they collided but did not see the initial accident.

of Unit #1 will be cited for stop sign violation

936366| 8|

2021]

wed

8/25/202

[Vehicle to go north bound on Marystown Road. Vehicle Vehicle two started her turn ight ‘two. The
1 6:54|accident s the fault of driver one and she stated that she the other vehicle. Minor damage to both vehicles.

900567| 4

2021]

Tue

[0n 04/13/2021 at approximately 2214 hours1, Officer filan, was dispatched to a single vehicle accident on Marystown Road near Highway 169.

|On arrival 1 met with Grace and Emmanuel. They both told me They were 16958, While on Marystown Road, tosid, the bridge. Both
[went into the ditch ravine.

Both e Alina and her.

| While walking on the bridge | almost fell multiple times.

| believe this accident was caused by the ice on the bridge.

14]oF




CONCEPTUAL LAYOUT
MARYSTOWN ROAD CORRIDOR STUDY
CITY OF SHAKOPEE

UPDATED: 03/21/2022
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SHAKOPEE
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
April 11, 2022

Metropolitan Council TAB and TAC

RE: Federal Regional Solicitation
Marystown Road/Adams Street at TH 169 Grant Application

Dear TAB and TAC members:

On behalf of the City of Shakopee, please accept the attached Regional Solicitation grant
application for the Marystown Road/Adams Street corridor improvements at the TH 169
interchange. The proposed roadway safety, roundabouts, and pedestrian improvements will
substantially improve and address the existing and future safety and mobility issues within this
corridor.

There were two fatalities in 2010 at this interchange - the proposed project improvements
would have prevented these deaths.

Your consideration and support are greatly appreciated. Please contact me with any questions.
Thank you.

Stevea & f«i&—kj

Steven L. Lillehaug, PE, PTOE
City Engineer/Public Works Director

COMMUNITY PRIDE SINCE 1857
Public Works Department | 400 Gorman St., Shakopee MN 55379 | Phone: 952-233-9550 | Fax: 952-233-3807 | www.ShakopeeMN.gov



13195_Shakopee Marystown Rd Regional Solicitation 03/25/2022

Build AM 190: Adams St & Vierling Dr
Intersection

Intersection Delay, s/veh 6.3

Intersection LOS A

Approach EB WB NB SB
Entry Lanes 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Circle Lanes 1 1 1 1
Adj Approach Flow, veh/h 149 362 308 229
Demand Flow Rate, veh/h 152 370 320 233
Vehicles Circulating, veh/h 468 277 137 334
Vehicles Exiting, veh/h 99 180 483 313
Ped Vol Crossing Leg, #/h 0 0 0 0
Ped Cap Adj 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Approach Delay, s/veh 6.1 7.3 5.6 6.1
Approach LOS A A A A
Lane Left Left Left Left
Designated Moves LTR LTR LTR LTR
Assumed Moves LTR LTR LTR LTR

RT Channelized

Lane Util 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Follow-Up Headway, s 2.609 2.609 2.609 2.609

Critical Headway, s 4.976 4.976 4.976 4.976

Entry Flow, veh/h 152 370 320 233

Cap Entry Lane, veh/h 856 1040 1200 982

Entry HV Adj Factor 0.980 0.979 0.961 0.983

Flow Entry, veh/h 149 362 308 229

Cap Entry, veh/h 839 1018 1153 965

VIC Ratio 0.178 0.356 0.267 0.237

Control Delay, s/veh 6.1 7.3 5.6 6.1

LOS A A A A

95th %tile Queue, veh 1 2 1 1

Synchro 11 Report Page 1



13195_Shakopee Marystown Rd Regional Solicitation

03/25/2022

Build AM 200: Marystown Rd/Adams St & Tahpah Park/US 169 N Ramp
Intersection

Intersection Delay, s/veh 5.9

Intersection LOS A

Approach EB WB NB SB
Entry Lanes 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Circle Lanes 1 1 1 1
Adj Approach Flow, veh/h 3 302 289 473
Demand Flow Rate, veh/h 3 308 300 483
Vehicles Circulating, veh/h 629 268 48 150
Vehicles Exiting, veh/h 4 80 584 265
Ped Vol Crossing Leg, #/h 0 0 0 0
Ped Cap Adj 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Approach Delay, s/veh 5.0 4.8 4.8 7.3
Approach LOS A A A A
Lane Left Left Bypass Left Left
Designated Moves LTR LT R LTR LTR
Assumed Moves LTR LT R LTR LTR

RT Channelized Yield

Lane Util 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Follow-Up Headway, s 2.609 2.609 2.609 2.609

Critical Headway, s 4.976 4.976 161 4.976 4.976

Entry Flow, veh/h 3 147 1053 300 483

Cap Entry Lane, veh/h 726 1050 0.980 1314 1184

Entry HV Adj Factor 1.000 0.980 158  0.963 0.980

Flow Entry, veh/h 3 144 1032 289 473

Cap Entry, veh/h 726 1028 0.153 1265 1161

VIC Ratio 0.004 0.140 49 0.228 0.408

Control Delay, s/veh 5.0 4.8 A 4.8 7.3

LOS A A 1 A A

95th %tile Queue, veh 0 0 1 2

Synchro 11 Report

Page 2



13195_Shakopee Marystown Rd Regional Solicitation

03/25/2022

Build AM 210: CR 15/Marystown Rd & Windermere Way/US 169 S Ramp
Intersection

Intersection Delay, s/veh 5.5

Intersection LOS A

Approach EB WB NB SB

Entry Lanes 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Circle Lanes 2 2 2 2

Adj Approach Flow, veh/h 67 92 320 573

Demand Flow Rate, veh/h 69 94 328 585

Vehicles Circulating, veh/h 577 236 264 34

Vehicles Exiting, veh/h 7 234 381 296

Ped Vol Crossing Leg, #/h 0 0 0 0

Ped Cap Adj 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Approach Delay, s/veh 5.0 3.9 4.7 6.2
Approach LOS A A A A

Lane Left Left Left Bypass Left Bypass
Designated Moves LTR LTR LT R LT R
Assumed Moves LTR LTR LT R LT R
RT Channelized Yield Yield
Lane Util 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000

Follow-Up Headway, s 2.535 2.535 2.535 2.535

Critical Headway, s 4.328 4.328 4.328 122 4328 35
Entry Flow, veh/h 69 94 206 1087 550 1370
Cap Entry Lane, veh/h 870 1162 1135 0.980 1380 0.980
Entry HV Adj Factor 0.978 0.978 0.971 120 0.981 34
Flow Entry, veh/h 67 92 200 1066 539 1343
Cap Entry, veh/h 851 1137 1102 0.113 1353 0.025
VIC Ratio 0.079 0.081 0.182 44 0.399 29
Control Delay, s/veh 5.0 3.9 49 A 6.4 A
LOS A A A 0 A 0
95th %tile Queue, veh 0 0 1 2

Synchro 11 Report Page 3



13195_Shakopee Marystown Rd Regional Solicitation 03/25/2022

Build PM 190: Adams St & Vierling Dr
Intersection

Intersection Delay, s/veh 8.0

Intersection LOS A

Approach EB WB NB SB
Entry Lanes 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Circle Lanes 1 1 1 1
Adj Approach Flow, veh/h 123 364 453 383
Demand Flow Rate, veh/h 125 372 469 390
Vehicles Circulating, veh/h 626 358 164 399
Vehicles Exiting, veh/h 163 275 587 331
Ped Vol Crossing Leg, #/h 0 0 0 0
Ped Cap Adj 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Approach Delay, s/veh 6.9 8.2 7.3 9.0
Approach LOS A A A A
Lane Left Left Left Left
Designated Moves LTR LTR LTR LTR
Assumed Moves LTR LTR LTR LTR

RT Channelized

Lane Util 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Follow-Up Headway, s 2.609 2.609 2.609 2.609

Critical Headway, s 4.976 4.976 4.976 4.976

Entry Flow, veh/h 125 372 469 390

Cap Entry Lane, veh/h 729 958 1167 919

Entry HV Adj Factor 0.984 0.979 0.967 0.981

Flow Entry, veh/h 123 364 453 383

Cap Entry, veh/h "7 937 1128 901

VIC Ratio 0.172 0.388 0.402 0.425

Control Delay, s/veh 6.9 8.2 7.3 9.0

LOS A A A A

95th %tile Queue, veh 1 2 2 2

Synchro 11 Report Page 1



13195_Shakopee Marystown Rd Regional Solicitation

03/25/2022

Build PM 200: Marystown Rd/Adams St & Tahpah Park/US 169 N Ramp
Intersection

Intersection Delay, s/veh 7.2

Intersection LOS A

Approach EB WB NB SB
Entry Lanes 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Circle Lanes 1 1 1 1
Adj Approach Flow, veh/h 11 443 367 577
Demand Flow Rate, veh/h 11 451 381 589
Vehicles Circulating, veh/h 670 339 104 160
Vehicles Exiting, veh/h 79 146 577 312
Ped Vol Crossing Leg, #/h 0 0 0 0
Ped Cap Adj 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Approach Delay, s/veh 5.3 6.4 5.9 8.8
Approach LOS A A A A
Lane Left Left Bypass Left Left
Designated Moves LTR LT R LTR LTR
Assumed Moves LTR LT R LTR LTR

RT Channelized Yield

Lane Util 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Follow-Up Headway, s 2.609 2.609 2.609 2.609

Critical Headway, s 4.976 4.976 318  4.976 4.976

Entry Flow, veh/h 11 133 1004 381 589

Cap Entry Lane, veh/h 697 977 0.980 1241 1172

Entry HV Adj Factor 1.000 0.982 312 0.964 0.980

Flow Entry, veh/h 11 131 984 367 577

Cap Entry, veh/h 697 959 0.317 1196 1148

VIC Ratio 0.016 0.136 6.9 0.307 0.503

Control Delay, s/veh 5.3 5.0 A 5.9 8.8

LOS A A 1 A A

95th %tile Queue, veh 0 0 1 3

Synchro 11 Report Page 2



13195_Shakopee Marystown Rd Regional Solicitation

03/25/2022

Build PM 210: CR 15/Marystown Rd & Windermere Way/US 169 S Ramp
Intersection

Intersection Delay, s/veh 5.4

Intersection LOS A

Approach EB WB NB SB

Entry Lanes 1 1 1 1
Conflicting Circle Lanes 2 2 2 2

Adj Approach Flow, veh/h 52 112 375 567

Demand Flow Rate, veh/h 52 114 385 578
Vehicles Circulating, veh/h 546 292 265 29

Vehicles Exiting, veh/h 8 241 333 377

Ped Vol Crossing Leg, #/h 0 0 0 0

Ped Cap Adj 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Approach Delay, s/veh 4.6 4.2 51 5.9
Approach LOS A A A A

Lane Left Left Left Bypass Left Bypass
Designated Moves LTR LTR LT R LT R
Assumed Moves LTR LTR LT R LT R
RT Channelized Yield Yield
Lane Util 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000

Follow-Up Headway, s 2.535 2.535 2.535 2.535

Critical Headway, s 4.328 4.328 4.328 117 4328 53
Entry Flow, veh/h 52 114 268 1079 525 1369
Cap Entry Lane, veh/h 893 1108 1134 0.980 1386 0.980
Entry HV Adj Factor 0.991 0.982 0.971 115  0.981 52
Flow Entry, veh/h 52 112 260 1058 515 1342
Cap Entry, veh/h 885 1088 1101 0.109 1359 0.039
VIC Ratio 0.058 0.103 0.236 44 0.379 3.0
Control Delay, s/veh 4.6 4.2 5.5 A 6.2 A
LOS A A A 0 A 0
95th %tile Queue, veh 0 0 1 2

Synchro 11 Report Page 3



AM

PM

Total

Build

Existing

Volume 2979
Total Delay 22
Co Emissions 3.33
Nox Emmisions 0.65
VOC Emmissions 0.77
Existing

Volume 3635
Total Delay 24
Co Emissions 4.24
Nox Emmisions 0.82
VOC Emmissions 0.99
Existing

Volume 6614
Total Delay 46
Co Emissions 7.57
Nox Emmisions 1.47
VOC Emmissions 1.76
Total Emissions 10.8

Volume 3010
Total Delay 17.7
Co Emissions 4.52
Nox Emmisions 0.88
VOC Emmissions 1.05
Build

Volume 3633
Total Delay 20.6
Co Emissions 5.49
Nox Emmisions 1.07
VOC Emmissions 1.27
Build

Volume 6643
Total Delay 38.3
Co Emissions 10.01
Nox Emmisions 1.95
VOC Emmissions 2.32
Total Emissions 14.28
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Updated 01/30/2020

Traffic Safety Benefit-Cost Calculation

Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) Reactive Project

A. Roadway Description

Route Marystown Rd District County  Scott County

Begin RP End RP Miles
Location Marystown Rd/Adam St from Vierling Drive to US 169 South Ramp

B. Project Description

Proposed Work Roundabout Construction at Three Corridor Intersections

Project Cost* $4,653,965 Installation Year 2025
Project Service Life 20 years Traffic Growth Factor 2.0%
* exclude Right of Way from Project Cost

C. Crash Modification Factor

0.16  Fatal (K) Crashes Reference

0.09  Serious Injury (A) Crashes

0.09  Moderate Injury (B) Crashes Crash Type

0.09 Possible Injury (C) Crashes

0.24 Property Damage Only Crashes www.CMFclearinghouse.org
Fatal (K) Crashes Reference

Serious Injury (A) Crashes

Moderate Injury (B) Crashes Crash Type

Possible Injury (C) Crashes

Property Damage Only Crashes www.CMFclearinghouse.org

E. Crash Data

Begin Date 1/1/2019 End Date 12/31/2021 3 years
Data Source MnDOT

Crash Severity < enter target crashes > < optional 2nd CMF >

K crashes 0

A crashes 1

B crashes 2

C crashes 6

PDO crashes 17

F. Benefit-Cost Calculation

$14,530,530 Benefit (present value)

$4,653,965 Cost B/C Ratio = 3.13

Proposed project expected to reduce 8 crashes annually, 1 of which involving fatality or serious injury.

Page 1 of 2



Updated 01/30/2020

F. Analysis Assumptions

Real Discount Rate

Traffic Growth Rate

Crash Severity Crash Cost
K crashes $1,500,000
A crashes $750,000
B crashes $230,000
C crashes $120,000
PDO crashes $13,000

Project Service Life

Link: mndot.gov/planning/program/appendix_a.html

0.7%
2.00%

20 years

G. Annual Benefit

Crash Severity Crash Reduction Annual Reduction Annual Benefit

K crashes 0.00 0.00 $0

A crashes 0.91 0.30 $227,500

B crashes 1.82 0.61 $139,533

C crashes 5.46 1.82 $218,400

PDO crashes 12.92 4.31 $55,987
$641,420

Year
2025
2026
2027
2028
2029
2030
2031
2032
2033
2034
2035
2036
2037
2038
2039
2040
2041
2042
2043
2044
0

O O O O O O o o o o

H. Amortized Benefit

Crash Benefits
$641,420
$654,248
$667,333
$680,680
$694,294
$708,180
$722,343
$736,790
$751,526
$766,556
$781,887
$797,525
$813,476
$829,745
$846,340
$863,267
$880,532
$898,143
$916,106
$934,428

S0
S0
S0
S0
S0
S0
S0
S0
S0
S0
S0

Present Value

$641,4

20

$649,700
$658,088
$666,584
$675,189

$683,9
$692,7

05
34

$701,677

$710,7

36

$719,911

$729,2

05

$738,619

$748,1

54

$757,812
$767,595
$777,505

$787,5

42

$797,709

$808,0

07

$818,438

$0
S0
S0
$0
S0
$0
S0
S0
S0
S0
$0

Total =

$14,530,530

Page 2 of 2



Multiple CMF Calculation - Roundabout Intersections

Crash Modification Factor - Installation of Single-Lane Roundabouts
0.28  Fatal (K) Crashes Reference http://www.cmfclearinghouse.org/detail.cfm?facid=210
0.12  Serious Injury (A) Crashes

[ 0.12 Moderate Injury (B) Crashes Crash Type All

0.12  Possible Injury (C) Crashes
0.28  Property Damage Only Crashes

Crash Modification Factor - Corridor Speed Reduction

0.56 Fatal (K) Crashes Reference http://www.cmfclearinghouse.org/detail.cfm?facid=148
0.78  Serious Injury (A) Crashes
0.78  Moderate Injury (B) Crashes Crash Type All

0.78  Possible Injury (C) Crashes
0.85  Property Damage Only Crashes

Multiple CMF Calculation

CMF (K) =CMF 1 * CMF 2 =0.28 * 0.56 = 0.1568 0.16  Fatal (K) Crashes

CMF (A)=CMF 1 * CMF2=0.12 * 0.78 =0.0936 0.09  Serious Injury (A) Crashes
CMF (B)=CMF 1 * CMF 2 =0.12 * 0.78 = 0.0936 0.09  Moderate Injury (B) Crashes
CMF (C) =CMF 1 * CMF 2 =0.12 * 0.78 = 0.0926 0.09  Possible Injury (C) Crashes

CMF (PDO) =CMF 1 * CMF 2 =0.28 * 0.85 = 0.238 0.24  Property Damage Only Crashes




* Countermeasure: Conversion of stop-controlled intersection into single-lane roundabout

CMF CRF(3) Quality Crash Type Crash Severity AreaType Reference Comments

PERSAUD
0.28 72 W P All All Urban ETAL,
2001

PERSAUD
] 0.42 58 N All All Rural ET AL,
2001

Serious PERSAUD
0.12 88 e e All injury,Minor Urban ETAL.,
injury 2001

Serious PERSAUD
[ ] 0.18 82 W All injury,Minor Rural ET AL,
injury 2001

Compare Reset Compare |

“NOTE: You can compare CMFs aoross countermessures, suboafegories, and cotegories.

 Countermeasure: 15% reduction in mean speed

CMF CRF(%) Quality Crash Type Crash Severity Area Type Reference Comments

ELVIKET
AL, 2004

0.56 44 b :. All Fatal All

Serious
22 R All injury,Minor All
injury

Propeiby ELVIKET
All Damagze Cnby All AL, 2004

{PDO)

Compare | Reset Compare |

“MWOTE: You con compare CMFs goross countermersures, suboategories, and cofegories.




[INCIDENTITcRASH_MONTH

736237 7|

[CRASH_DAY.

[CRASH_YEAR

2019)

[CRASH_DAYOFWEEK.

Fri

[CRASH_HOUR

[CRASHSEVERITY_|NUMBERKILLED [NUMBEROFVEHICLES |MANNEROFCOLLISION _|LIGHTCON]WEATHER]ROADWAY]INTERSECT|

1

|ADAMS ST

s

RASH_DATE_TIME_|NARRATIVE

7/26/2019

Adams Street & Vierling Drive (2019-2021)

Squad video and body camera video | answered  Dispatch radio cal 31 PV on July 26, 2019. the '8 Dr_ | arrived & 2:39 PM. Joseph was pulled over on Vierling D Joseph said
he was in the left lane Vierling Or Joseph said d and they collided. Joseph said he Jeff Reinhard. Jeffsaid he saw the accident happen. Jeff
|said he had been driving in his vehicle i the right lane on west Vierling Dr at Adams St. Jeff said dams st. Jeff said busy, with multipl e corners. Jeffsaid Josep Jeff said Gerardo had been stopped on the
|sidewalk of Vierling Dr t. Gerardo said h d Adams st Gerardo said Joseph had Joseph's car his handlebars, and scuffed his left elbow on the hood of
14:29|)oseph's car. Gerardo declined medical attention. Maria arrived on the scene.

684441 2

2019)

Thu

Unit #1 was driving east on Vierling Drive. Unit #1 was. g dams Street. Unit #2 “Adams Drive. Unit #2

It was a four way stop.

Driver #2 in Driver #2 ol brakes,

Unit #2 collided with Unit #1.

2/7/2019 7:17was

702544 4

2019)

Tue

4/9/2019

764564| 1]

2019)

Fri

11/22/2019

\dams Street at Vierling Drive. Vehicle #2 on Vierling drive. Vehicle #1 failed to st d hit vehicle #2. Driver and passenger of vehicle #2 were treated Both vehicles towed. Body worn camera was on. JD67
Unit Vierling Drive in the right lane. Unit 1 dams Street. jane ‘and also starte the intersection. Because of this, unit 2, who was unable to
because unit 1 was crossing the intersection, but unit 2 did not see unit 1. They tobe large truck Unit1 gh the intersection, and unit 2 was

Unit 1
|see unit 1, also entered

746060| of

2019)

[Mon

9/9/2019

Land hit unit 1. Unit 2 failed to yield to unit 1. Driver of unit 1 believed unit 2 did not com Unable to determine further.
Unit 1 Unit2 d Vierling. Unit 2 started making and Unit 1 ‘turning. Both Unit 1and 2 had damags end. No injuries. Photos taken. Unit 1's driver
Also Unit 1's He was cited for both. Unit 1 was towed from to Squad 165 and 8 ding. Nofurther report. GKE8

822301 7|

2020)

wed

7/29/2020

Street. Vierling Drive. Driver of going thru ‘two started
/to g0 and failed to yield the right of way. She swerved to avoid the crash but they hit. Driver of vehicle two stated that she could not see because of the reflection of the sun off of vehicle one. Both p: party was at fault most v intersection

811086 s

2020)

Thu

2

|ADAWS ST

s

5/21/2020

14:23{when it was hit by vehicle two. N citations issued. JKS7
UNIT 2 DRIVER, FORDYCE, INDICATED SHE WAS TRAVELING WE VIERLING DRIVE, INSIDE LANE, TTHE oF

IWAS STRUCK BY UNIT 1 IN THE INTERSECTION.

,INTENDING TO MAKE A LEFT TURN ONTO ADANS. FORDYCE STATED SHE PROCEEDED FORWARD WHEN IT WAS HER TURN TO GO AND|

UNIT 1 DRIVER, PETERSON, TRAVELING NB ADAMS STREET, INSIDE LANE, INDICATED HE STOPPED FOR THE STOP SIGN AT VIERLING DRIVE. PETERSON INDICATED HE THE STOP SIGN, WHERE HE
[WAS APPROXIMATELY 3 CAR LENGTHS BEHIND THE WHITE CROSSWALK MARKINGS.

PROCEEDING FORWARD. THE AREA HE POINTED TO.

LISTED WITNESS, HINSETH, A MOTORIST, DRIVER, INDICATED HE WAS S8 ADAMS STREET AND MAKING A RIGHT TURN ONTO VIERLING DRIVE AND SAW UNIT 1 RUN THE STOP SIGN AND STRIKE UNIT 2 AT 35-40 MPH.

12:07|PETERSON CITED FOR STOP SIGN VIOLATION.

917433 7|

2021]

sun

11/2021

[Vehicle #1 was east on Vierling Dr., Vehicle #2 rth on Adams St 7 proceeded. ‘the passenger side of vehicle #1 Both and g the intersection.
Neither could explain who may have gone first or went through the stop sign. Vehicle 1 towed for disabling damage.

10:57]3k40

90399 s

2021]

wed

5/5/2021

Unit 1 was making a left turn from Vierling, d Unit 1 had g pr
[turn. When he was going through the intersection Uit 2 proceeded throug d hit the side of Unit 1. Unit ' with her GP: ol through the stop sign. Unit 2 admitted to running. her phone (GPS). No injuries
1 towed.

Unit 1 5aid the cars ahead of Unit 2 had gone through proceeded

[cRAS!
3

[CRASH_YEAR
2015

[CRASH_DAYOFWEEK
Fri

[CRASH_HOUR
16,

1]

[ADAWSS ST]

INTERSECT
RAMPS41

RASH_DATE_TIMi
3/8/2019 16:55|

Marystown Road & US 169 North Ramp (2019-2021)

E_[NARRATIVE
d

2019

Thu

18]

5

o

2

1|

1]

RAMPGS7

RAMPS41

6/13/2019 18:47[V1 and V2 Us 1

er one was rear ended by driver two, state report completed. cc6
o VI was behind V2 at the stop sign at the top of the exit ramp. D1 thought V2 was moving forward to turn. Struck V2. There was minor damage to both vehicles

15,

2

RAMPS41

2/4/2019

» them at t0p of the ramp to Co. Rd 15 from SB Hwy. 169 when vehicle #1 came up from behind and struck vehicle 2 after siiding on the icy roads. Driver #1 had no explanation to what happened, Driver #2 stated
for the cond . vehicle #2 had

[Vehicle #2 was slowing al d
hat

15:34)Ka0

21

1]

RAMPS41

9/22/2015

2laawrsan

1/25/201

740302 El

1

RAMPS41

ADAWS sT|

8/14/2019

21:00{ACCORDING TO STATEMENTS FROM BOTH DRIVERS THERE BOTH UNITS WERE AT THE TOP OF THE RAMP FROM SB 169 TO MARYSTOWN RD. U2 WAS STOPPED AT THE STOP SIGN WHEN SHE WAS REAR ENDED BY UL

9 8:15[V2 THOUGHT VI WENT AFTER STOPPING AT THE STOP SIGN, BUT A VEH IN LLN NEXT TO HER PULLED FORWARD FOR A LEFT AND SHE COULDN'T SEE NB MARYSTOWN TRAFFIC SO INCHED OUT TO SEE IF IT WAS CLEAR AND WAS HIT BY V2 NOT TO SCALE. V2 CITED,

Unit #2 was stopped at the Southbound 169 and Marystown Rd. exit ramp. Unit #2 was turning right onto Marystown Rd. Unit #1 was behind Unit #2. Unit #2 pulled Teft. Driver #1 thought that Unit #2 had pulled into the intersection. Unit #1 rear
|ended Unit #2. Driver #1 and Driver #2 were both uninjured. Unit #1 and Unit #2 pulled to the shoulder of Marystown Rd. Moderate damage to both vehicles

15:45]

807430| 4

2020)

sat

[UNIT 2 (MOHLIN) WAS TRAVELING NB MARYSTOWN ROAD, INSIDE LANE, AND APPROACHING THE HIGHWAY ENTRANCE / EXIT RAMIPS FOR WY 169,
UNIT 1 (HAUBRICH) WAS TRAVELING SB MARYSTOWN RD, LEFT TURN LANE AT THE 169 SB ENTRANCE RAMP. UNIT 1 WAS INTENDING TO TURN LEFT AND TRAVEL ONTO S8 169.
UNIT 1 MADE THE LEFT TURN INTO THE PATH OF ONCOMING UNIT 2.

BOTH VEHICLES COLLIDED.

UNIT 2 HAD THE RIGHT-OF-WAY, NO CONTROLS.

2020)

Thu

16/

1

RAMPS41

4/18/20208:54|HAUBRICH CITED FOR FAILURE TO YIELD.
c

10/15/2020

RASH OCCURRED ON THE OFF RAMP FROM SB USTH 169 ONTO MARYSTOWN RD IN SHAKOPEE M.

|VEH 1 (TovOTA)
|VEH 2 (FORD)

[VEH 2 WAS AT THE STOP SIGN ON THE OFF RAMP ABOUT TO TURN NORTH ON MARYSTOWN RD. VEH 1 WAS APPROACHING FROM BEHIND AND DID NOT STOP, COLLIDING WITH VEH 2 AT THE STOP SIGN. DRIVER OF VEH 1 STATED SHE LOOKED BACK IN HER VEHICLE AND WHEN SHE LOOKED FORWARD AGAIN
[SHE REALIZED VEH 2 WAS THERE AND COULDNT STOP IN TIME. - MINOR DAMAGE NO INJURIES.

2021]

Fri

11]

1]

[RAMPG

6/25/2021

16:28[VEH 115 AT FAULT. NO VEH 1 DRIVER ADMITTED FAULT.
11:52|vehicle two was north on marystown, v

2021]

Tue

4

RAMPS41

ADAwS sT|

12/21/202

Driver 2 said he was stopped at stop sign on off ramp, waiting to turn lef. Driver 2 said he had b
19:07]control.

raffic. Driver 2 said he with by Unit 1. Driver 1 said she was turning rIght onto the Hwy 169 on-ramp. Driver 1 said she hit some ice, and lost

729467 6|

RASH_DAY

[CRASH_YEAR

2019)

RASH_DAYOFWEEK

Tue

[CRASH_HOUR

RASHSEVERITY

1

RAMP204

RASH_DATE_TIME_|NARRATIVE

Marystown Road & US 169 South Ramp (2019-2021)

[The driver of v
[The driver of the Suburban Marystown road front of him tedly, h 4 and braked it
No injuries reported

746895 ol

2019)

Thu

RAMPEO:

MaRy

=

9/12/2019

Unit #1 Unit #1 appr the exit ramps. As Unit #1 p e struckin the passeng v he north bound Hwy exit
17:59|Driver #2 said they did not see Unit #1 in began turningleft to go south on Marystown Rd. Driver #1 and Driver #2 were uninjured. Unit #1 was towed due to Unit #1 was drivable.

817403 7|

2020)

wed

7/1/2020

Unit 1 was stopped at stop sign facing East on Wi Unit Unit1 ramp to Northbound HWY 169 when Unit 2 struck Unit 1in Tanes of Unit2did
16:15{Unit 1 failed to yield Unit 2. Driver of Unit 2 had a bloody. his arms. Driver of Unit 2 was checked Allina Driver of Unit 1 was issued a citation for failure to yield right of way. kY91

819651 7|

2020)

Tue

7/14/2020

Unit 1 was Windermere Way pped at the stop sign at Road. Driver of unit 1 north or south

Unit 2 was traveling north on Marystown Road approaching the intersection at Windermere Way. Driver of unit 2 stated unit 1 pulled out in front of her and she did 1on the passengs Unit2 to the front end. Unit 1 sustained moderate

| damage to the passenger side rear. Driver of unit 1 reported minor back it the information. Shakopee Towing. The intersection is controlled by a stop for east/westbound traffic on Windermere Way.
d d Driver of unit 1 was later cited by mail for failure to yield right of way.

846574 10

2020)

Thu

Unit #1 was traveling off the ramp from Northbound 169 and hed Marystown Road. Windermere Way. and on Marystown Road.
[The collsion pushed Unit #2 off the road. The driver of Unit #2 was trapped in her vehicle when | arrived. and Allina Hospital
[ When | arrived | was initially approached by the driver of Unit #1 and she stated something along the lines of I think | caused this crash, I think I ran the stop sign". Driver of Unit #1 the scene. Driver of unit ported to Allina with minor injuries
Both e Towing.
Bwc P LETG,

accident, however + Dean Shellum DOB/0123891 (612-799-7780) stopped and stated he saw the vehicle right after they collided but did not see the initial accident.

of Unit #1 will be cited for stop sign violation

936366| 8|

2021]

wed

8/25/202

[Vehicle to go north bound on Marystown Road. Vehicle Vehicle two started her turn ight ‘two. The
1 6:54|accident s the fault of driver one and she stated that she the other vehicle. Minor damage to both vehicles.

900567| 4

2021]

Tue

[0n 04/13/2021 at approximately 2214 hours1, Officer filan, was dispatched to a single vehicle accident on Marystown Road near Highway 169.

|On arrival 1 met with Grace and Emmanuel. They both told me They were 16958, While on Marystown Road, tosid, the bridge. Both
[went into the ditch ravine.

Both e Alina and her.

| While walking on the bridge | almost fell multiple times.

| believe this accident was caused by the ice on the bridge.

14]oF




Project Summary

Project Name — Marystown Road Corridor Applicant - City of Shakopee

Total Project Cost — $ 4,653,965 Requested Federal Dollars - $3,723,172
Project Location — Municipal State-Aid Street System Road Marystown Road/Adams Street from Vierling
Drive to Lusitano Street in the City of Shakopee, Scott County

Project Description —Marystown
Road/Adams Street is a four-lane A-
minor expander. The project
reconstructs approximately 0.7
miles of roadway, replaces three
existing stop-controlled
intersections with roundabouts,
and installs pedestrian and bicycle
shared use paths and sidewalks
that fill a regional system gap.

Traffic volumes will continue to rise
as planned commercial and
residential developments are
constructed in the area. Current
development includes over 1,600
housing units, and 1.1 million square feet of retail business, which is expected to bring in over 2,750 jobs
into the area. Previous studies have indicated that increasing traffic volumes will cause worsening
operations and level of service at intersections will fail by year 2025.

Safety concerns along the corridor are on the rise. Marystown Road is a high-speed corridor (45/55
mph) and crashes have doubled and become more severe in the latest three-year analysis period. There
were 13 crashes along the corridor from 2016-2018, and 26 crashes between 2019-2021, including a
serious injury crash.

Project Benefits — The Marystown Road Reconstruction project will provide the following benefits:

e The installation of roundabouts immediately improves intersection operations to level of service
A, and accommodates max build out traffic volumes as the areas continues to grow

e Repurposing the TH 169 bridge to provide multiuse trail on both sides, thus connecting a gap in
the trail system and enhancing safety and mobility for all users. The path connects to a Regional
Bike Transportation Network (RBTN) Tier 2 alignment at 130th Street.

e Adds significantly more lighting on pedestrian network and at intersections

e Roundabouts will address severe and high-speed crashes

e Reduces posted speed limits and creates curb and gutter to delineate lanes and roadway for
better vehicle guidance in inclement weather

e Provides for ADA compliant infrastructure throughout corridor

e Numerous access improvements to address current illegal maneuvers
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Shakopee - Marystown Road Corridor Improvements Survey

Q1 How often do you drive through the project area?

Monthly

Weekly

Rarely

Never

0%

10%

20%

Answered: 751

30%

40% 50%

1/50

Skipped: 5

60% 70% 80%

RESPONSES
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Shakopee - Marystown Road Corridor Improvements Survey

Q2 What are the concerns you experience in the study area (select all that
apply)?

Answered: 713  Skipped: 43

I don’t feel
safe driving...

I don’t feel
safe walking...

I have to wait
alongtime ...

The quality of
theroad is...

I have to wait
alongtime ...

Other (please
specify)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

| don't feel safe driving through the study area. 39.13% 279
| don't feel safe walking or biking through the study area. 53.72% 383
| have to wait a long time to make a turn in the study area. 61.43% 438
The quality of the road is poor (e.g., potholes) in the study area. 10.94% 78
| have to wait a long time to get through the study area. 27.07% 193
Other (please specify) 21.60% 154

Total Respondents: 713

# OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY) DATE

1 | don't have any concerns 4/10/2022 6:42 PM
2 No concerns. It's fine the way it is. 4/8/2022 7:09 PM
3 | have no issues with the study area. 4/7/2022 10:12 AM
4 People drive way too fast in the area, especially through the 17th avenue and Marystown Rd 4/6/2022 11:20 AM

intersection

5 I walk and drive thru the Vierling/Adams St intersection often and feel safe doing so. 4/5/2022 6:08 PM
6 | currently have NO problem with the study area. | go through that area every day going North 4/5/2022 3:21 PM

2/50
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Shakopee - Marystown Road Corridor Improvements Survey
and South mostly. | have been using that area since the 169 bypass was built everyday going
to work.

There is not access to Lusitano Street coming from both directions on Marystown, which
causes people to get lost and struggle to access resources such as the VA clinic. Also, there
needs to be a traffic ligt coming off of 169. Taking a left off the freeway ramp can be
challenging.

| have no issues with this area
I do not have any issues with the area really

I've witnessed multiple accidents at the 4 way stop at Marystown and veirling and many other
close calls with people speeding and running the stop sign driving on marystown. Vehicles
typically do no stop for peds in the crosswalk.

No concern. Why is this not an option?

8 lanes of traffic flowing into the Vierling Dr, Adams St intersection. Not everyone follows the
rules.

Needs walking path on over pass
Speed limit from 17 to Vietminh is too high

The only concern on this road is the Entrance into the baseball park. | walk and bike and drive
this intersection. If you place a roundabout it will not make me feel safer to cross over to the
park. Roundabouts help traffic to move, Not watch for pedestrians.

A single Lane roundabout will not handle the traffic on Vierling and Marystoen Rd. Too much
traffic , it will stack and back up.

Wound like side walk on bridge area

We do not have any concerns. we have no problems with the way it is now or if you have
roundabouts. Hopefully you are getting either State or Federal money to construct the
improvements. | can see where some folks might have concerns accessing Marystown Road.

Don't have any.

Wait time depends on directionality of the turn and day of week/time of day.
Speed limit is not safe- many accidents happen

It's just so busy with nothing slowing people down

Lack of speed limit signs caused a huge discrepancy in the speed of drivers. Speed limit signs
immediately coming off of 169 and between the church and 169 to the South would be of great
assistance to consistent driving

steep ramps and no barriers
It is a scary intersection most of the time!

My kids are supposed to walk to school but there is no way they are walking across
Marystown to get there.

Please also consider 17th and Marshall. | completely avoid the area during busy traffics time.
Not only because it feels unsafe, but the amount of time waiting and safely crossing over
Marshall is concerning. My mom lives at Benedictine on Windermere and | feel is so very
unsafe for senior drivers.

Not enough lighting.

You have a much larger problem on Koeper and 17th and on the west side of the school. The
main intersection is a free for all between people turning or trying to go south to the west
entrance, some people trying to pull a u-turn in that intersection to head east. Or just overall
traffic in those areas. You mix in the sun in the morning - | have witnessed and see a few
accidents and or near misses as people are all in a rush. As a resident of the neighboring
development, we can not leave during the morning or afternoons when school traffic is at its
highest.

3/50

4/4/2022 10:54 AM

4/4/2022 6:00 AM
4/3/2022 9:16 PM
4/3/2022 8:59 PM

4/3/2022 12:35 PM
4/2/2022 4:56 PM

4/2/2022 1:01 PM
4/1/2022 9:46 PM
4/1/2022 9:05 PM

4/1/2022 7:39 PM

4/1/2022 3:40 PM
4/1/2022 3:35 PM

4/1/2022 1:20 PM
4/1/2022 11:02 AM
4/1/2022 10:29 AM
4/1/2022 10:09 AM
4/1/2022 8:47 AM

4/1/2022 8:32 AM
4/1/2022 7:47 AM
4/1/2022 7:38 AM

4/1/2022 7:21 AM

4/1/2022 1:15 AM
3/31/2022 10:46 PM
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Shakopee - Marystown Road Corridor Improvements Survey

Entering Tahpah Park from the west/southbound 169 off ramp and from north bound Adams st
are unsafe. Eliminate the ability to turn left from nb Adams st. Move the park entrance 100 ft
north and add an entrance to the park of Virginia drive between fields 5 and 4 so northbound
traffic clears the area before entering the park. Southbound traffic still can access park on
Adams st.

Very dangerous road, have observed many crashes
We have had no issues with this area or intersections
I have no issues in this area

Not a busy traffic road

This intersection is very busy. I've seen a lot of dumb quick choices cause drivers don’t have
enough patience in waiting. A round a bout would help slow down the traffic and also allow
turning traffic to enter safely. | drive this intersect daily. | have seen jr high (ish) age kids
walking home (to the newer developments), | have seen them wait on the side of the rode to
cross safely and also see them running across once it is “safe”. | don’t feel comfortable with
them walking home knowing the speeds of the cars.

People come out of the hyvee and go north on marystown then constantly see them do u-turns
to go back south on marystown...its need blocked off all the way to 4 way stop sign...which
that intersection also needs improvements. Also the next intersection south on marystown
road needs a stop light at that intersection as well. Have seen multiple bad accidents at that
point...I'm not a fan of roundabouts..no one knows what to do at them...stop lights in my
opinion would be a much better option..thank u!

Only help this area needs is stop lights at Vierling as Shakopee residents and guests are
clueless regarding 4 way stop sign protocol. Exhibit: Car 1 who waves to the person to go
ahead out of turn. Car 2 doesn’t know when to go thus floors the gas pedal and prays. Car 3
going straight yields to Car 4 across the lane turning left. Car 5 next to Car 6 doesn’t go at all
and sits and waits until the song in their head is finished. | believe the song is Row Row Row
Your Boat.

Speed limit is high and difficult to make left turn given the speed of cross traffic.
none, people just need to learn how to drive

You falsely say what problems. There are no problems in this study area for a person with
even entry level driving skills.

4 way stop at the intersection of Vierling and Marystown

none

No concerns. Traffic is usually minimal on this road.

People make a lot of ubturns even with the no u turn sign

The merge off of 169/marystown/hyvee is dangerous. I've seen too many "near misses" there
None

No concerns traveling north-south on Marystown Rd.

No concerns with that area.

None

People tend to drive under the speed limit in this area

Over all | have issues through there. It is not a heavy traveled road yet. | am sure it will
change with growth.

| have no concerns

| live off of Marystown so drive this many times each day. The only thing | experience is
waiting quite a while at times to turn left onto Marystown off of 169 S.

It usually isn't busy when | drive there to get to church.

4/50

3/31/2022 9:38 PM

3/31/2022 6:10 PM
3/31/2022 6:04 PM
3/31/2022 5:35 PM
3/31/2022 5:32 PM
3/31/2022 5:27 PM

3/31/2022 1:33 PM

3/31/2022 11:16 AM

3/31/2022 11:00 AM
3/31/2022 10:47 AM
3/31/2022 10:41 AM

3/31/2022 10:28 AM
3/31/2022 10:19 AM
3/31/2022 9:23 AM
3/31/2022 9:19 AM
3/31/2022 9:09 AM
3/31/2022 9:08 AM
3/31/2022 9:03 AM
3/31/2022 8:40 AM
3/31/2022 8:38 AM
3/31/2022 8:32 AM
3/31/2022 8:31 AM

3/31/2022 8:29 AM
3/31/2022 8:26 AM

3/31/2022 6:47 AM
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Shakopee - Marystown Road Corridor Improvements Survey

It is fine.

| don’t have any issues

Speed limit too high

It's hard to see traffic on marystown, from both directions, when exiting 169.
Unsafe crossing at Tapah/169

There 100% needs to be a sidewalk AND stoplights with all the developments going up. It's a
nightmare during rush hour or to walk from 17th to Hy-Vee - it's unsafe and a 55mph is nuts
with an elementary and daycares on the corners. Marystown and 17th should very much be
included in this!

17th & Marystown isnt on the diagram- that's the problem intersection! It's very difficult to turn
south on marystown off westbound 17.

Very dangerous with vehicles on Marystown Road coming through at 55MPH and not having to
stop or slow down. Also believe 17th Ave and Marystown Rd should have a roundabout as
well, the vehicles driving north on Marystown Rd are flying in at a high rate of speed.

It's close to Jackson elementary school. Which is already busy with the entrance exit of the
school being so weird.

People making u-turns at Hy-Vee on Marystown Road.
There are poorly marked lines and lanes--or people taking inappropriate u-turns.

This road/area has become way too busy and the road is clearly not meant to handle this
much traffic

Very high rate of speed 50 mph on Marystown.

No concerns, multiple household drive through twice a day no issues

No concerns.

Speed calming measures would be appreciated on the southern end of the corridor.
People regularly run the 4 way stop at Adams and Vierling.

Sometimes people don't understand or pay attention in the area.

Only place | feel UNSAFE driving is coming out of the Tahpah Park parking lot. Especially
when making a left-hand turn. As for a roundabout on Vierling Drive & Adams Street, I'm not
sold on that being safer than the 4-way stop. Traffic lights would be safer, in my opinion.

Need at least one light at mary’s Town and 169, People traveling Norris towards Hy-Vee are
coming down the hill too fast. It can be very dangerous trying to get on Mary’s Town from
either 169 or any of the other side roads

Througout the day - it is hard to safely exit out of Tahpah Park. Left turns off of 169 ramp .

| don't have a problem, seems if people just learned how to drive properly it would be even
better.

No northbound right hand turn lane from Marystown rd onto Vierling.

Put a trail in so people who live across 169 can walk to Hy-Vee and Lions Park.
| rarely have to wait to due a turning movement.

There is no safe way to walk from Trident to Hyvee

Dangerous getting out of neighborhood. Roundabouts would be really nice.

| don't have any issues with this area.

Many drivers are seen making u-turns at Vierling and Adams street or where the divider ends
between Hy-Vee and Tahpah park.

Vehicles travel too fast coming into Hy-Vee from Marystown road.

5/50

3/31/2022 12:55 AM
3/30/2022 9:16 PM
3/30/2022 8:37 PM
3/30/2022 8:29 PM
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3/30/2022 7:00 PM

3/30/2022 6:42 PM

3/30/2022 6:25 PM

3/30/2022 6:24 PM
3/30/2022 6:02 PM
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3/30/2022 2:25 PM
3/30/2022 2:25 PM
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3/30/2022 11:27 AM
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3/29/2022 7:35 PM
3/29/2022 6:03 PM

3/29/2022 3:57 PM
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Shakopee - Marystown Road Corridor Improvements Survey

Vehicles turn around in my driveway at Vierling Dr & Quincy Cir sometimes ten an hour since
HyVee was operational. Vehicles also turn around In middle of Intersection of Vierling Dr &
Marystown Road and in middle of street on Vierling Drive. Makes for dangerous traffic in area.
Also very difficult for foot traffic to cross intersection.

I would like to make a left-hand turn when existing the Hy-Vee complex onto Marystown Road.
Right now, this is not an option.

It's fine
Need access to VA CBOC other than 17th Ave.
The design is confusing.

From our home we have watched many horrible accidents occur at the intersection of
Marystown and 17. With the amount of residents now living and having to cross Marystown,
something has to change and soon. These intersection seeking improvement are all very
unsafe for motorists to cross and far too dangerous for children to be crossing to get to school.
We often times see kids running across the highway in the afternoon. We have messaged the
city about it and have received a generic response. We believe a temporary fix would be to
lower the speed limit from 55 down to 35. Please make a change before someone seriously
gets hurt or killed!

The speed limit is too high for a growing residential area.
no problem

| live on Danube Ave and | have a lot of concerns about the increase in traffic with the many
apartments that the city approved here. There is a school and people drive way too fast.

Driving through there is a breeze but the bridge needs something for bicycles and pedestrians.
I live right by around about and they are NOT safe places for cyclist or walkers to cross the
roadway.

No issues.

People crossings are not existent or safe. Road is too fast. Inability to safety exit or enter 17th
Ave in Marystown ...and 17th and Marystown isn’t part of this study???

4 way stop is fine at Vierling. The roundabout is needed more at 17th Ave. and Marystown
Road.

I live on Quincy Circle. There is constant heavy traffic from Hyvee that uses our street to turn
around to get on the 169. People will turn around right in the intersection, in the first few
driveways without looking for other traffic.

No concerns, do not fix what is not broken! A lot of elderly drive in these areas and do not do
well with roundabouts!! Thus causing more accidents!

lllegal U turns on Marystown Rd at Vierling after coming out of Hy-Vee
Too many people pulling out in front of me way too often

I've never had a problem there.

no problems

Too many people (8 possible cars at once) waiting to proceed thru the 4 way stop sign at
vierling and marystown at one time creates confusion on whose turn to proceed. I've
experienced that too many times.

Speed on road, lack of stop lights.
People drive too fast sometimes over 60-70mph.
Trusting other drivers not from area as neighborhoods grow.

Southbound 169 to turn right onto Marystown is a crapshoot. And the turn lanes both into Hy-
Vee and at Vierling are confusing (just make it two lanes!) From Vierling, to turn right onto
Marystown, there is a stop sign on the south side of the intersection on the path that faces the
road and is confusing.
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Need a pedestrian bridge over #169. Or put up a fence on the current bridge, so people and
bikes can't fall off the sides.

The entrance/exit from Hyvee onto Marystown Road is dangerous. Cars are moving to fast into
the Hyvee parking lot. Also, alot of cars leave that same exit, only to u-turn into the
southbound lane of Marystown Road. Have had to slam on brakes often to avoid cars who u-
turn unexpectedly.

Busy traffic area

Lot's of fast moving traffic, especially coming from Mary's town to get on 169. Lot's of Buses
due to schools.

No issues

Not a safe area to cross the road in a vehicle or walking at anytime, especially during sporting
events.

People do not know how to do 4 way stop
People do not come to a full stop at the intersection to get on marystown.

The wait-time to turn left onto Marystown from 169 is exceedingly long, not to mention
dangerous! The high volume of traffic forces drivers to take unnecessary risks, just in an effort
to turn left and keep traffic moving. Also, there are often several buses in line to turn left,
carrying students to school which causes additional safety concern.

None

very unsafe people drive to fast. by the time you look both ways cars appear out of no where
at high speeds. There are alot of kids and elderly coming off lusitano to get on mary's town
road.

Improvements needed.
Somewhat concerned with Marystown/17th Ave intersection. Have issues there also.

Need a stoplight on the west side. Very difficult to turn East off the 169 exit to get on to
Marystown

With all the new homes and apartments it's only gonna get worse. Very unsafe and sometimes
you wait several minutes or more just to get on or across Mary’s town road. Please fix this
issue ASAP.

| don't generally have any issue navigating through the area.

There needs to be a Left turn option off Marystown to the VA clinic. Folks are doing U-turns in
the middle of the road to get to the clinic and it's dangerous.

Needs some type of traffic control at both Marystown/17th intersection and on 169 off ramp
onto Marystown.

Intersection wait is no worse than the traffic at Vierling and Marshall.
Excess speed and poor visibility.

It needs stop lights, not round abouts. Singles lane round abouts do not work as well as
double. If the city decides to do round abouts it needs pedestrian bridges.

Seems fine to me

| have no concerns. The proposed roundabouts would only confuse most drivers and cause
more accidents.

It is a complicated intersection, very wide, and the speed is too high for the complexity and
distance one must cover to make a cross traffic move from the stop signs at the end of the
freeway ramps.

Walking across Marystown is not safe. A pedestrian bridge would be great.

| don't feel safe driving through the 169 intersection nor the 17th Ave. intersection. My husband
and | live in the Windermere development. The speed limit is high, but the issue is people
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going slow and/or turning in front of others in all aspects of those intersections. Slow drivers
cause accidents almost daily. | would never attempt to walk or bike that stretch. The 17th Ave.
intersection is the worst in both our opinions.

Much worse with games at Tahpah.

This area is poorly designed and needs to have round abouts both for safety and the length it
takes to turn. The speed limit is 55 in this area and getting off 169 to marystown is very
unsafe. Also we need walking access to cross the 169 bridge on marystown to connect the
city. Gates should be along the bridge with a side walk just like marschall road.

Drivers heading N on Marystown are sometimes driving much faster than drivers heading S -
this makes judging your turn ability trickier (increased risk).

Too many construction vehicles. And Marystown road is NOT marked well at all. Can't see
lanes.

Rolling stops are endless at the 4 way stop by Hyvee causes no gaps for a left turn from
southbound 169 exit heading south on Marystown rd. Traffic is extreme from the schools and
used as a bypass. Living in the Dr Horton development for 2 plus years this is just getting
worse.

| don’t have any concerns

Speeds are way to fast give all of the development in recent years.
No concerns

It seems fine, should need a sidewalk

The development and increase of people has rapidly outgrown the amount of traffic that can be
handled safely by the stop signs. This needs immediate attention as more and more houses
get built and the road becomes busier. | would include Marystown and 17th intersection as
well.

I would like to see a walk/ bike to cross over the bridge.

Traffic is increasing with housing development and it's still 55. Need roundabouts at Astoria,
17th, both directions of 169, and better access and exit to Hy-Vee.

| believe the only real issue is the entrance to Tahpah park. When there is a lot of activity at
the park, there can be delays in exiting the park. | have witnessed a few fender benders there
but it is really just impatient drivers coming out of Tahpah Park. | don't believe that
implementing roundabouts in these areas will improve things but rather increase bad behavior.
The new property owners in the Windermere area has other ways to get out of their properties.
| have heard more grumblings from those home owners because they have to wait to cross
Marystown. People in a hurry seems to always be the problem. Solve that issue and there is
no need to spend a ton of money to develop the roundabouts

Drivers coming off of 169 rarely stop at stop sign before coming onto the road

None. Generally traffic flows easily and fluidly through all intersections, even during rush hour
times.

Unsure during busy times of the day
Need light at marystown & 17th ave. Need better trail connections.
Cars don't know who has the right of way and the speed needs to be slower

My biggest concerns are speed and unsafe intersections at the MnDOT ramps. Additionally,
there is no pedestrian or bicycle routes for safe passage. You often have to sit at the ramps for
a long time (during peak hours) and drive aggressive or risky in order to get off the ramp onto
Marystown Road. You cannot tell which lanes cars are in and they are travelling very fast,
especially northbound traffic. | do not use this corridor for walking/biking due to the lack of safe
infrastructure. This is unfortunate as their are regional parks and grocery/gas etc divided by the
MnDOT highway. | have seen many near misses out here.

Depending on the time of day, it can be difficult to enter Marystown Road from the 169 ramps
due to traffic volumes. In addition, | have witnessed several dangerous maneuvers from
vehicles exiting Hy-Vee and making illegal u-turns around the median.
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Q3 Do you support this concept?

Answered: 754  Skipped: 2

Very supportive

Somewhat
supportive

Somewhat
unsupportive

Very
unsupportive

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Very supportive 49.60% 374
Somewhat supportive 33.16% 250
Somewhat unsupportive 7.56% 57
Very unsupportive 9.68% 73
TOTAL 754
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Answered: 374  Skipped: 382

RESPONSES

Add one more roundabout at the intersection of Marystown Rd and 17th ave.

This needs to be done | live at Vierling and Jefferson and get numerous cars every day trying
to turn around after they exit Hy Vee

Do NOT want roundabouts. Especially 3. Walking/biking path across the highway and repairing
the road itself | support fully. Roundabouts are not the solve-all solution. People do not k ow
how to use them properly. Can cause just as much traffic as stop signs or lights

These one lane roundabouts are too tight and close together. Also they do not improve walking
and biking safety, there would be more crossings and no stopping traffic. There should be a
bike and walking path through the area only, no road modifications are needed.

I've almost been hit by people in round-abouts more times than | can count. Too many drivers
don't understand how to use them. Please leave the road how it is.

| agree with the roundabouts at 169 but think that Adams and Vierling is a safe intersection.
Never had problems there. But need a roundabout at Marystown and 17th Ave as many
accidents have occurred there plus with the additional traffic from the new apartments.

Single lane roundabouts are terrible. People do not understand how to properly use them.
Pickup truck drivers don’t look to see if someone is in the roundabout have have caused far
too many near misses where other drivers have to slam on brakes. Single lane roundabouts
are not safe at all and | oppose this proposal 100%.

Roundabouts, like the one at Spencer and Vierling, seem also a bit chaotic and dangerous. I've
seen several accidents on that Spencer/Vierling roundabout over the years. People also drive
fast on it (perhaps due to the 45 mph speed limit on Spencer?)... and it doesn't seem like
people watch for pedestrians. That all being said, | think the roundabout idea will be a big
improvement over the current setup. | really dislike the current 4-way stop intersection at
Adams and Vierling. It is VERY dangerous for pedestrians. Me and my family were almost hit
by a car on at least one occasion. One more pedestrian comment... (we live in the area so we
walk the area a lot)... is: On vierling... by the fire station... people do not stop very often at the
crosswalk, across Vierling. If possible, I'd like to request more enforcement on that crosswalk
but also a signal at the crosswalk. Thanks!

[NOTE: this was a mailed in survey entry that was received from M. Pauly, 1292 Parkview Ter,
rec'd 4/6/22 at city hall]

Some type of better traffic control needs to be put in place at the 17th Ave. and Marystown
Rd. intersection.

In terms of traffic, | am very supportive of the change to roundabouts, especially on Vierling
and Adams. As a frequent bike rider, | feel that the four-way stop at V&A is dangerous, and
connecting trails on either side of 169 would be fantastic. As long as there are safe pedestrian
paths around the roundabout, | fully support this change!

| support this concept for the continuous flow of vehicular traffic; however, | would not feel safe
if I were walking or biking at these intersections because vehicles don't have to stop and are
less likely to give the right-of-way to pedestrians. I've observed many vehicles traveling South
to North just blow right thru the roundabout on Vierling/Spencer without slowing down because
they believe they have the right-of-way and the east/west traffic doesn't.

| think reconstructing this area with 3 single lane Roundabouts it totally idiotic. One lane is
NOT enough width for any Semi trucks, Large tandem trucks, Large School buses, Fire trucks,
or Snow Plows. Those poor drivers would have to try and maneuver around those narrow turns
which is also VERY unsafe!! | can see having a DOUBLE lane roundabout at Vierling Drive
and Adams but NOT Single lane! Because of your already POOR design for anyone coming
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out of HyVee from the West side onto Adams, in order to get back onto 169 to go South on
Adams traffic must turn around somewhere on Vierling and Adams, a roundabout would work in
that situation. In all my 55 years of driving | have NEVER seen a roundabout at the top of a
freeway exit ramp! | know that you have already made your decision, but if you MUST put in 3
roundabouts, DO IT RIGHT THE FIRST TIME AND INSTALL DOUBLE LANES IN ALL THREE
roundabouts!

| don't think roundabout's are the answer. Would prefer to see sensored traffic lights. The road
isn't always busy or unsafe, only at busy times (school/rush hour/ball games).

Roundabouts would help allow turners to get through a bit faster.
We. Need traffic lights on 17th ave
| think it could be helpful reduce the speed of the road in the higher populated area as well

We love the idea!! We drive it everyday and it would speed up traffic in a safe way!!! Not sure
how semi's would do with a roundabout though.

We have been wanting these addressed as well as the intersection of marystown and 17th Ave
Does not address the lack of access to Lusitano street.

If this goes through, please make the roundabouts bigger than the roundabout at Vietling and
79 !l That roundabout is a joke

The southern roundabout should be a stop light with lighted crosswalks (like on 17th) due to
lots of student activity

Although just outside the study area | have concerns about The pedestrian crosswalk at
Adams street and 11th Avenue. Cars already do not stop for pedestrians in the crosswalk and
removing the stop signs at Vierling will further increase traffic speeds along Adams st. | have
personally almost been hit in the crosswalk and have withessed many other close calls. This
crosswalk is the main access for the presidential neighborhood to lions park and the sand
venture pool as well as being a major crosswalk for the students at the middle school. This
crosswalk needs to be improved in my opinion this intersection could benefit from a
roundabout similar to the proposed change to the Vierling and marystown intersection.

How about 17th Ave? | feel like that one is very difficult to cross Marystown.

it would be wonderful to find a way to turn south out of HyVee - rather than only turning north
and onto Vierling.

With all the new construction, either a round about or stop light need to be included on the
marystown road 17 intersection

I'd rather have the money spent on lights put up around the High School. It's like a death trap.
Cars are speed, not looking for people walking. Waiting to turn is a NIGHTMARE! I'm still
shocked there hasn't been a major accident yet.

Please ensure that the round-about is the right size. The one put in at Vierling (existing) is too
small and not your typical size. Even the buses have difficulty. Make sure the size is what
other cities use and is condusive to buses and is safe.

Do not look forward to the construction time, but the proposal makes sense.
Multi use trails (pedestrian trafic) and round abouts don't mix very well.

The biggest concern is the Marystown Rd & Vierling Dr, so if you can't do all of the projects at
least do that one

Some people ate afraid of roundabouts. There should be some type of instruction. This area
has many senior citizens that need it.

Walking on crosswalks in roundabouts is hard because cars don't always stop and can plug up
the roundabout unsafely

cost

Round abouts are great but a large majority of the population do not know how to probably use
them. I'm concerned that a single lane round about will just cause more congestion than the
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four way stop currently does.
Too many citizens don't know how to properly drive a round about.

People speed going down Marystown road and | have noticed a lot of car accidents at 16th and
Marystown. Definitely don’t want my kids biking on Marystown unless there was a bike path.

What is the plan for the 17th Ave intersection? It can be difficult to cross or get on Marystown
at this intersection as well. A roundabout would be helpful here as well along with a crosswalk
for walking across 17th Ave.

Add a traffic light instead.
Needs walking path

All | have to say is get it done please. How many accidents do you need to start moving this
project.

Make the roundabouts big enough to handle all the recently added traffic and additional future
traffic. A stoplight or roundabout also needs to be put in at Marystown and 17th. That
interesction is extremely dangerous. Accidents happen all the time.

Too many round a-bouts in succession

I'm glad they are looking into making some changes; | typically alter my route when turning SB
on Marystown from 169 as it takes a long time to make a left.

Will this proposal help with the following issue-making a left from 17th to go south on
Marystown? During the morning and after school hours, there is a significant wait to make this
turn.

I've seen too many people run the stop sign at vierling and Adam's. Roundabout here is a
terrible idea

See previous comments.
Also roundabout or stop light on Matystown/17th Ave, takes long to get through every morning

Shakopee hasn't done very well with the single lane round abouts they already have. If they
were two lane roundabouts that would help. Why haven't they dropped the speed limit to 35
miles an hour, in order to give people more time. | go through this area every day and don't

have issues or have to wait very long to take a left turn onto marystown.

Multi-lane round abouts would work great here.
Would ratherseeasemaphoreatVierlingandctyrd15andleavetheotherintersectionastheyare.

Don't make a change to the 4-way stop on vierling. Agree with round about at other locations,
lower speed limit in the area north of the round abouts, increase to 55 mph when south of last
round about.

Also reduce the speed limit coming down from Marystown going into the proposed section
Roundabouts will help - anyway to do a 2 lane roundabout might be better

Would prefer lights

There is absolutely no driving issues through their this is a waste of time and money

A roundabout is needed on 17th and Marystown Rd. That is the next worse one in the area,
only to get made worse as the traffic volume increases.

169 S exit ramp onto 15 - going into a round a bout is stressful (so much traffic with Tahpah
right there. Could work well though. The other round-a-bouts sound great.

| feel traffic lights would be better! There are too many seniors that live there, and roundabouts
are scary! Because there is so much traffic , it would be hard to know just when we could go.
Please do not do a roundabout!

The plows do a terrible job with moving the snow from the corners in the winter making these
intersections even more dangerous.

13/50

4/2/2022 4:56 PM
4/2/2022 4:17 PM

4/2/2022 2:44 PM

4/2/2022 2:37 PM

4/2/2022 1:01 PM
4/2/2022 9:41 AM

4/2/2022 9:07 AM

4/1/2022 9:46 PM

4/1/2022 9:24 PM

4/1/2022 8:37 PM

4/1/2022 8:31 PM

4/1/2022 7:39 PM
4/1/2022 3:40 PM
4/1/2022 3:30 PM

4/1/2022 1:21 PM
4/1/2022 1:20 PM
4/1/2022 11:56 AM

4/1/2022 11:08 AM
4/1/2022 10:09 AM
4/1/2022 9:15 AM
4/1/2022 8:47 AM
4/1/2022 8:40 AM

4/1/2022 8:32 AM

4/1/2022 7:47 AM

4/1/2022 7:38 AM



61
62
63

64

65

66
67

68

69

70

71

72

73

74

75

76

1

78

79
80

81

82

83

Shakopee - Marystown Road Corridor Improvements Survey

Could use more or brighter lighting.
there's a need for another round about at marystown and 17t ave.

Roundabouts would help but might be more than needed. The park entrance is what causes
safety issues as the road has gotten busier.

17th and Marystown is my biggest concern. This intersection should be included as well.
Traffic moves too fast on Marystown and there are too many lanes to assess to safely enter
southbound Marystown from westbound 17th.

The study should be extended to 17th Ave & Marystown
Reduce the speed limit!!!

This does not address the traffic on 17th avenue which is one of the most dangerous
intersections. The park entrance should be moved off Marystown and on to a side street.

Connection trails would be a positive improvement, but not sure about how reducing driving
lanes would help.

Not a busy traffic as | know. | like the old fashion way instead of roundabout. | wish MN can go
back to stop signs.

| make this turn at 7:45 am and 4:30 pm daily.

No roundabout is needed they don’t solve the problems. A single lane roundabout is only going
to back up traffic. People just need to learn how to use a 4 way stop. Stop building more house
on all these busy roads that don’'t have the proper traffic signals to handle more traffic.

Bike/ped lanes to connect this missing piece is essential
Get the prisioners to pick up trash along the roads and ditches, please.

The roundabouts need to be big enough so that pedestrians can be seen. The Marystown Rd
and Vierling intersection has A LOT of pedestrian traffic. The roundabout by Middle School
West is too small!

Roundabouts and bike walk trails don't seem very safe...cars are too busy watching who's
coming in by vehicle and too many people enter way too fast.

Lots of out of town visitors using the 169 ramp for hy-vee causing problems. Combine that with
people who don't understand how to navigate roundabouts could create more accidents,
especially with pedestrians crosssing the Vierling intersection.

Love the idea, especially as people get educated on how to actually drive in a Round-About!
People don't always know the rules of driving through a roundabout.
why only single lane roundabouts??

i think at the 2 sections of 169 there should be lights? i get worried about People and bikers
crossing that area with a round about

| love that a trail will be connecting the two sides of 169, as | see people walking/or biking
across 169 often and it feels so dangerous. But | would say 50% of people do not know how to
properly drive in a roundabout. Adding roundabouts into an area that is also meant to be more
pedestrian friendly seems like a recipe for disaster. Certain crosswalks, like the one at the
entrance to Tahpah Park would be fine, but Marystown and Veirling is a very busy intersection
all around. Having pedestrians trying to cross through there would be awful and I would never
even try.

Ned a bike tunnel underneath to get to Tahpah and avoid crossing Roundabout. Eliminate the
northbound exit onto Marystown Rd from HyVee Convenience Store, there only needs to be an
inlet from Northbound Traffic on Marystown Rd... The traffic crisscrosses, once on Hyvee
Property. Serves no purpose to have an exit onto Marystown from Hy Vee... Direct all to the 2
exits on Vierling.

| don't feel like round abouts off the highway will help the problem. | think 17th/Marystown
intersection needs to be included in this study. This is a dangerous intersection and very busy
due to the increase in population in this area.
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Round about are very unsafe with all the traffic that is there for Pedestrians it is not a ideal
situation at the 169 intersections for kids and people to be crossing. the other 1 on vierlng i
would see to be fine

Additional roundabout at 17 th also

More work is needed on enforcement and education for negligent drivers in roundabouts. | live
close to the Spencer Ave roundabout and routinely have to scream and flail to dodge drivers.

Round abouts make it very difficult for young drivers as well as other inexperienced drivers and
as far as I'm concerned cause bigger problems than solutions...stop lights with turning lanes
beat option in my opinion..thank you

Making left turns in this area is incredibly difficult. Roundabouts would be a great improvement
Feel like you should also include a roundabout at Marystown and 17th also
HATE roundabouts!!! No one knows how to use them and the last one you made was too small

We would like to also see one at 17th Avenue and Marystown, or some sort of better safety
options so close to the crosswalk at Jackson Elementary.

| think that 169 in both directions are too busy for round a bouts. It would slow traffic down so
much more.

Roundabouts are band aids over really fixing the issue
It's an improvement, but for on/off ramps to a highway, | think stoplights would be safer.

Old Brick Yard Rd and Co Rd 78 is the major problem as the idiots who can't master a 4 way
stop ASSUME this intersection IS a 4 way stop despite the fact the Stop Sign clearly states
cross traffic does not stop.

Would like round about at Vierling and 17th. Intersection of 17th is not safe. Never have issues
at 169 and | think those are too many.

| absolutely hate the roundabouts that have been added. The one by West, on Vierling, is
horrible and unsafe. Drivers do not follow the right of way and it's like a game of chicken to get
through there. My student should be able to walk to school but would need to cross there and
it's simply too dangerous. Please do NOT add yet another one so aggressive drivers can use it
as their own racetrack and assert their dominance by busting through without following rules.
It's unsafe for drivers and pedestrians alike

| hate the amount of roundabouts being constructed in the area, especially 3 in a row!

3 roundabouts in 300 yds, need a spot to pull over after so you aren't to dizzy to drive. why not
start with 30 mph zone to allow cars to enter marystown. | have heard that fire dept has a hell
of a time getting the ladder rig around the 79 roundabout, might want to take that into
consideration as well.

| like roundabouts, but is there really a problem here? Make the developers who are determined
to destroy every inch of wild land from here to Spring Lake pay for it.

Better signage. People always seem to stop and almost cause accidents as it is now because
of lack of signage/awareness of off/on access to 169

There is a major problem at Marystown and 17th Avenue...waiting time is long and people are
walking across from Jackson elementary to the new developement. Cars are pulling out onto
Marystown not realizing the speed limit is higher (55) and accidents have occured. There
needs to be a stoplight or roundabout at this intersection as well. | know there have been
multiple accidents at this intersection.

Anything that can be done to make it easier to turn left onto Marystown from 169 South would
be amazing. It would also be wonderful to have a safe walking and bike trail across the
overpass so my family could more easily walk/bike to Hy-Vee. Thank you!

| think a roundabout at the four way stop sign that intersects with Vierling at the top of the
picture would be great since | have seen quite a few people do illegal U-Turns at that 4 way
stop due to not being able to take a left out of that in between road that is by the Hy-Vee gas
station. The other two roundabouts, in my opinion, would be completely Unnecessary and
possibly cause more harm than good. One example: With the fire station being right there |
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think adding all of those roundabouts could cause them to go slower and every second counts
when an emergency happens. Roundabouts are definitely a great feature in some areas but
let’s not go over board.

How long and how expensive would this be? Also, if your plan is long term and most of those
roads are already 2 lane, why not build the roundabouts as 2 lanes right away?

People don't know how to drive in roundabouts. Stoplights or stop signs
| like the idea of replacing the current intersections with single-lane roundabouts.

So glad this is being addressed!! It'sa little nerve racking for those in vehicles...people on foot
or bikes are not safe there. People drive too fast and don’t even look!

A traffic light at Vierling Dr would better control. Lots of pedestrians walking through there.
Pedestrian safety is better enhanced with traffic lights.

How can we educate people on using roundabouts properly?

Roundabouts are not the answer please put in stop lights

Traffic lights for the 169 exit and entrance but roundabout at veirling

| like the idea of a roundabout at Adams/Vierling. | think traffic would be too busy/stressful for
a roundabout off of 169 at Tapah/Hyvee area. Not sure what a better solution would be though.

I love the idea but my concern is a lot of people don't seem to understand how roundabouts
work! Yielding and giving right of way seems to be a foreign concept to people not used to
roundabouts, which could potentially be a safety issue on the flip side. Maybe educational
videos might help??

| have found that the roundabouts that have been put around the city are not as effective as
stop sign S. | don't feel that a roundabouts at these points would be safe or effective.
Especially at the intersection of vierling & Adams. The pedestrian traffic with people walking,
children riding their bikes and the park being right there it wouldn't be safe. I've lived here 19
yrs and drive that way everyday. | feel that drivers respect the pedestrian traffic at that
intersection.

Put in traffic lights. There are way too many walkers on the trail and walking through
roundabouts has proven to be completely unsafe. The one on spencer and Vierling has had
daily near accidents with foot traffic going through on the trail.

| feel like that would be too many roundabouts. The roundabout on Vierling seems to be too
much. | love the multi use trail though more so if the roundabouts need to be there for the trail
then | would be good.

There also needs to be additional control between 17th Avenue and Marystown. There have
been a number of times where drivers drive through the stop sign without slowing down at all.
This intersection is significantly worse than Vierling and Marystown in my mind.

Round abouts are dangerous for area with high pedestrian traffic. Car do NOT slow down and
don't look for walkers/bikers. | am concerned about putting a round about in at Adam’s/Vierling
intersection because that is a heavily used area for pedestrians. Please reconsider.

People can not navigate roundabouts, | will drive out of my way to avoid the one on Spencer
and vierling

So many people don't look at any of these intersections. Seen a few accidents at the 169
interchange. Almost had someone hit me a few times on the 17th St one. Seen a few just run
the stop signs. It is really bad.

Pedestrian traffic exiting Lions park, for instance, may have increased risk with a roundabout.
Wonder if reconfiguring intersection with dedicated turn lanes might help. Or if pedestrian
walkway with flashing signals (similar to what is near Sun Path school) might be helpful
(perhaps at existing spot by fire station). 169 roundabouts seem less problematic for
pedestrians and likely to have more positive impact, especially left turns onto Marystown upon
exiting 169 heading south.

Pedestrian crossing at roundabouts is a terrible experience.
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Stop with the roundabouts. It is not necessary!
Roundabouts do not improve safety and impede traffic flow.

It is very difficult to turn left onto Marystown from the TH 169 W offramp. It would also be
helpful to have a pedestrian connection over TH 169 that connects to the Hy-Vee area and
ultimately areas north of that (Lions Park). It appears that is part of the current plan, so that's
wonderful!

People don't know how to use round a bouts and thus causing more confusing and kids having
to walk through them on there way home isn't safe.

Drivers do not understand how to drive through round abouts. Stop lights or stop signs work
better

Eh, | guess

People are too stupid to use roundabouts. How about stop signs instead just to try them out
first? If those aren’t working then | guess move to roundabouts. Start with a less expensive
option first.

Lights or roundabouts are definitely needed. Also more crosswalks with lights. (Like the one on
marshall) I've seen alot of people almost get hit.

A single Lane roundabout will slow things down here causing more traffic. A double lane
roundabout would work better. It seems the majority of people in this area have trouble
navigating single Lane roundabouts. Seems more often than not it gets treated like a stop sign
which just makes things worse

If you are going to make the round a bouts build them right the first time and not too small
since there is room.

While | absolutely agree that something needs to be done. I'm not sure 3 round abouts with

such close distance is a good idea. Also, is there a plan for a side walks? There’s zero way to
walk across the bridge safely. Lastly, | haven't seen or heard of a plan for the 17th by the high
school — that's a much worse area and high traffic and a lot of accidents that with our children

| dont find that the average driver understands how to navigate roundabouts properly. Many
times a driver with right of way stops. | recognize the data support fewer accidents at
roundabouts, but i dont know why and stopping behind someone that doesn't understand them
can be frustrating. Multilane 4-way stops are a bit complicated but are generally understood by
the driving public.

This is a horrible stretch. With the amount of development and the "perk" of being off a major
highway, it is scary to come off 169 into this area. | will often go a different route to avoid the
Marystown/169 interchange. The 4way stop at Adams and Vierling is a joke. No turn lanes,
and the amount of traffic that comes through there constantly can not self regulate who goes
first at a 4 way - it is impossible to watch leading up to the intersection because of the amount
of traffic. This is a very poorly planned stretch of road in the city.

Marystown Rd and 17th Ave are not safe to cross as pedestrian

It would be nice to go one corner further and have one at the intersection of 17th and Adams
St.

Drivers have not grasp the concept of roundabouts

Roundabouts are not always the safest solution, especially coming off 169, a street light would
be safer.

Would anything be done to the next intersection to the south?

Roundabouts would be excellent. There is not enough traffic to warrant a stop light and the
speeds are too high. Roundabouts would help it flow nicely and safely.

I would rather see stop lights at the main part of the intersection (on both sides of 169 bridge).
This area is becoming heavily traveled and will only get worse. A one lane round about is good
for less heavily traveled areas.

This is a necessity, and the sooner the better. I'm a little skeptical about the use of a
roundabout (as opposed to a light) at the 169-S offramp / Tahpah intersection. Especially
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during busy times like softball season and end-of-workday rush, | wonder if that will be too
much traffic for a roundabout to handle. Regarding the pedestrian/bike trail to cross the bridge,
yes please. | live in the Windermere development and would like the ability to safely cross
over 169 to get to Tahpah, HyVee, Sweeney, etc. with the kids. Right now, it's treacherous.

| believe that this should be a two lane road with two line round about with traffic and continued
growing area. However there needs to be a bridge or trail added for predestination traffic from
neighborhoods to Hy-Vee and the parks.

More so concerns for the children that walk to Jackson with the increase in traffic around all
access points to the school

Will there be a walking and bike path added across the bridge?

Three consecutive roundabouts sounds like a car repair shops dream. The one single lane
roundabout on Vierling and Spencer is a nightmare. No one knows how to proceed through it.
Someone always pulls out in front of you or 10 cars from the same side all go at once. If this
concept was to be put in place, that's one less road I'll be driving on.

Double lane roundabout
It would be helpful to include the 17th street intersection in the redevelopment plan

A light or roundabout is needed. Taking a left onto Marystown is tricky now that there's more
traffic

My family has a car accident in that area due to another driver trying to get across the road
even though | had the right of way. Thankfully nobody was seriously hurt but | have had too
many close calls in that area in the many years | have lived here. | am 100% for the proposed
change.

Roundabouts can be useful but | find most people run into safety issues when biking and
walking through them. People are so focused watching cars to the left of them that they forget
to watch for pedestrians. I'm not a huge fan of having so many roundabouts in a row, but if that
is the only option, my preference would be to see separate bridges or paths for the
pedestrians. No matter what it is an improvement from what we have now.

Intersection at 17th should be made a roundabout. This is the most dangerous and problematic
intersection in the study area. Why is this one not being addressed here???

| think roundabouts are a great solution. Reduces the need to be able to see traffic at a long
distance and will naturally slow the traffic on marystown. | also love the idea of connecting the
gap in the trail system. This would make biking to lions park from the south side of 169
possible

Are roundabouts the best option? Three roundabouts seems like a lot. Have traffic lights been
considered at the 169 interchanges? When you take the Marystown exit off of 169 southbound,
| have to wait a very long time to take a left and usually | just end up taking 3 rights to get to
my home near Jackson Elementary. Also, | feel that the intersection of 17th and Marystown
needs a traffic exchange - either stop lights or a roundabout and pedestrian crossing at this
very busy intersection.

This is much needed. The sooner this can be completed, the better. If safety is what the City
and County are looking for, this should be done as soon as possible.

Need a light at 17th & Marystown

The area that is hard to turn out of is coming onto Marystown after dropping off kids at
Jackson elementary. That road is super unpredictable to turn out onto Marystown .

| love the ideas of roundabouts. Keeps the traffic moving in a safe way

Add in dedicated right turn only lanes at SB 169 off ramp and Tapah Exit because there will be
too much congestion in the roundabout during peak usage if only a single lane.

You need stoplights at 169 entrances and exits at the least - same with Vierling with a major
grocery store and gas station - but could work. No round about will allow less time trying to get
off the highway on to Marystown - very poor places to put a round about in when exiting and
entering the highway. Clearly the population was not factored in regarding rush hours from the
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Shakopee - Marystown Road Corridor Improvements Survey
schools; daycares and work. If anything this should mirror Mashall Rd for it to actually allow
relief and safety.

The intersection at 17th is more of a concern than Vierling.

| really struggle turning left onto Marystown Rd from the 169 exit ramp. There is so much
traffic, it forces drivers to take unnecessary risks, such as driving out into oncoming traffic.
With all the buses carrying children, | am particularly concerned there is going to be a bad
accident at some point.

Add 17th and Marystown to this improved intersection plan
In the meantime - reduce the speed limit throughout this area!!!

Are there any plans to add a roundabout at Marystown and 17th Ave? | would like to see one
there too

It's great, but one more roundabout is definitely needed at 17th Ave and Marystown Rd., VERY
VERY dangerous intersection there. Vehicles driving East on 17th Ave to Marystown Rd have
to pull out in front of 2 lanes of higher speed vehicles to turn north on Marystown Rd. The most
dangerous intersection out of all of them is the one not getting the roundabout makes no
sense. Do it right the first time and not regret making it safe everywhere.

| think a light may be better because of how fast people drive and continual lack of knowledge
of how to properly drive through a roundabout

Too many roundabouts within 1 mile

| think a stoplight or traffic circle at 17th and Marystown should be a higher priority. | have
personally seen multiple high speed accidents there and it is incredibly difficult to cross as a
pedestrian

A light needs to go up or another roundabout at 17th and Marystown.

Much needed as growth and development has moved into this area

A stop light is needed at 17th ave and marystown rd. So many accidents!!

We have to try something. It can’t stay the way it is. Round a bouts make sense.

Do construction work in school areas during summer break and finish before school starts.

Should close exit from HyVee onto Marystown. So many drivers make U-turns and cause
issues.

This may also help with accidents at the nearby 17th Ave and Marystown road interchange.

People in Shakopee already struggle with the roundabouts we currently have. Make them
double lane if they need to be built.

This many roundabouts in such a co denied area seems like it may create another issue
altogether. People are not well versed on how to use these and you see so many issues at the
other roundabouts in town.

I think traffic lights would be more effective. Also, the interchange with Marystown and 17th
Avenue should be included as well.

Exiting off of marystown in either direction is dangerous, especially in the winter. | find myself
often making a right turn and go out of my way to avoid turning across traffic. One of these
days a life will be lost or someone injured at these intersections. With the new development in
the area the traffic is even worse i.e. Hyvee, daycare and new development and retirement
home.

17th Avenue is also of concern. This intersection is more risky due to only 2 way stop signs
and high volume traffic on marystown. This inte re section is worse than vierling and
marystown.

None

More interested in the bike/walking bridge or lanes. | don’t think roundabouts are necessary for
the highway in ramps
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Please also add the 17th ave intersection. Too many bad accidents because people don't
understand the speed limit and that the Marystown travelers do not have a stop sign.

Please hurry!!!! This section is an absolute nightmare!! Your proposal is going to change all
that!!! Hurry please!

The roundabouts need to be larger than what is currently being utilized in the city of
Shakopee....i.e. near the Shakopee West Jr High School (Vierling and County Road 79)....a
great example that | have driven on previous is on Hilton Head Island, SC.....at the intersection
of Greenwood Dr/Pope Ave/William Hilton Pkwy/Palmetto Bay Road

Can we put temporary stop signs in place until this is built? | nearly get hit 2 or more times a
week at Marystown and 169. Even reduce the speed to 35 instead of 55. Speed is a huge
factor with heavy traffic.

Roundabouts are terrible. No one knows how to use them properly. That is a very busy area
and ONE lane is terrible idea. There needs to be two lanes. Please just put in stop lights at the
on/off Ramps of the highway. The roundabouts in Prior Lake are nightmares.

Live in the area, never noticed any accidents or cause for concern in the area. Barely any
traffic unless an event is going on a few times a year. | believe more issues would come from
roundabouts because still no one knows how to drive them. If anything put up some traffic
lights instead.

This area is dangerous. These improvements can’t come soon enough. Thank you!

Please put a stoplight at 17th Ave and Marystown road. With the posted speed of 55 there it
makes turning dangerously. Especially with all the cars come out of the new housing
development.

| really like the concept of roundabouts. My initial thoughts of leveraging J-turn intersections
for traffic coming off 169 and attempting to cross would be even better served by roundabouts!
My only concern is some people seem to still struggle with the concept of roundabouts,
coming off the highway into one might pose a challenge. | would suggest you touch base with
Hy-Vee corporate down in lowa as well as PDI (Perishable Distributors of lowa) who frequently
use this exit to service Hy-Vee with semi traffic.

Sinage is very important in a newly constructed roundabout area.

The whole area is unsafe for bikers and pedestrians. The only place | feel UNSAFE driving is
coming out of the Tahpah Park parking lot. Especially when making a left-hand turn. A
roundabout might help there, but if there was an accident in the roundabout, there would be no
exit out of Tahpah park on a busy night. Need another exit (between field 4 & 5) from the main
parking lot at Tahpah Park feeding exiting traffic directly out to Vierling Drive in order to
alleviate outgoing traffic issues, since Vierling Drive is the destination road for most people
taking a left out of the current exit, anyhow. As for a roundabout on Vierling Drive & Adams
Street, I'm not sold on that being safer than the 4-way stop. Traffic lights would be safer at that
intersection, in my opinion.

Single lane roundabouts will not be enough to support the volume of traffic long term. You have
a main artery converging and long term as volume increases will stil cause bottlenecks. Need
larger roundabouts at 169 to deal with on off traffic

I am not in agreement of funneling traffic from 2 lanes to 1 to use a roundabout. Traffic will
backup even more than it does now when that happens during peak times which is when
people complain. If you want to use roundabouts they need to be multilane ones. However that
does not address the people walking/biking safety part.

Either at least one light or multiple lights or a roundabout(s) is needed for safety. Thanks

| drive this road every day several times - yes, it has continued to get busier each month and
needs to be addressed. With the new residences now trying to enter Marystown Road from the
southwest area of 169 coupled with the speed limit of those traveling south from Marystown, it
has become a very dangerous area - not to mention the U-turns caused on Marystown Road
and Vierling Drive from those exiting HyVee and trying to head North on Marystown Road.

Great to see the trail system connecting for easier access walking or biking to Tapah Park. A
single lane roundabout coming off of 169 seems like it would create more of a traffic problem
to me.
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I'm a little concerned about all the circles and the proximity to the high school. At that time of
day, | wonder what it woudl be like to try to come from a different direction

Roundabout at vierling. Lights at 17th Ave. close entrance/exit near daycare
Roundabout are not going to solve the issues.

| guess it would be an improvement. But again, people don't seem to want to learn how to
navigate roundabouts so this seems like a waste of resources to me.

I am curious to know if a single lane roundabout is able to handle the capacity of cars moving
through this intersection during the morning and evening commute when cars are exiting 169
onto Marystown.

I think single lane roundabouts won't handle the level of traffic that goes through there.
There should be another round about at 17 and marystown

This should help the congestion after normal work hours from those exiting 169 onto
Marystown Rd

Why aren’t signal light not being considered? With the confusion Shakopee drivers have in
roundabouts | fear these areas will be negatively affected.

| don’t think a roundabout to get on and off ramps is smart. Especially the off ramp and one
side going into a parking lot/park road. Spend the money on something needed more.

The roundabout for single traffic is too small in this town. | see trucks getting stuck almost
daily on Vierling where they’re stopping and backing up or even worse going up into the
roundabout because it wasn't designed correctly. With Hy-Vee being there this will just get
worse with big trucks trying to make turns. Lights would be a better idea!! Even better would've
been better planning when agreeing to development. The price you pay now because someone
just wants to approve everything without looking into the future impact it might have on traffic
in Shakopee.

| dislike round a bouts No one knows how to drive through them
3 roundabouts in a row could be tricky for drivers

This is very needed for those of us who live in the area - especially if we like to walk and bike
with the kids. An additional note that the west HyVee exit onto Vierling is also very unsafe for
walkers. People coming and going from the gas station are often not looking and I've almost
been hit many times through the large driveway.

One on 17th Ave and marystown.
No stoplights!

Roundabouts would definitely improve vehicle traffic flow in these areas, but | wouldn't feel any
safer as a pedestrian. That being said, I'm still very supportive of this plan because these
intersections need a different form of traffic control than present

There has got to be other ways to move traffic. There is issues with motorists not knowing how
to properly use a roundabout.

| think this is a great idea! It's consistently been challenging to turn onto this road, walk near
this road, etc. There have been multiple accidents at these intersections and | am always
overly cautious at these intersections due to the varying speed zones and heavy traffic.
Additionally, | don't currently feel safe walking to the park or HyVee, but | would love to be able
to! Our neighborhood is growing so fast, and | think this would be a great addition for our
community.

Please provide safe pedestrian access along Marystown between 17th and Hyvee :)

A walkway across the bridge to the park and Hy-vee would be very nice as well. | see a few
people in wheelchairs cross over that bridge a few times a week and cars don’t move over for
them. Same with families going to the soccer/baseball fields.

If we are going to go the roundabout route, they should be the dual-lane variety. | support the
idea of enhancing the trail network.
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Shakopee - Marystown Road Corridor Improvements Survey

We need walking paths to get across 169 safely. People quickly trying to run across it on the
shoulder has been dangerous.

With the busy roads of Vierling Drive, Marystown Road, and 17th Ave, traffic will only be
getting worse with all the development happening in the west end of town. People going to and
from Tahpah Park need to have safe access as well.

Something needs to be done to address this. Removing the Hy-Vee exit to Marystown road
should also be considered as well as dropping the speed limit to 45.

Need roundabout at the Marystown and 17th Ave intersection as well
Please don't design this like the round about on Vierling. It is dangerous.

This shows no change to Marystown Road and 17th Avenue? Something needs to be done
there too.

When you neck 2 lanes down to a round about it makes for longer wait times and lines. lights
are better and safer especially in this city. The Spencer round about will show you this

Growing very quickly.

How will pedestrians go through the roundabouts? What is planned for intersection at
Marystown Rd and 17th Avenue? The day HyVee opened is when all the problems started for
our neighborhood on Quincy Circle. The traffic is horrendous using my driveway as a turn
around. Letters of concern were sent to the City of Shakopee and manager of HyVee. We have
never received a reply from HyVee and City says it was a county road and not their issue.

| am not an expert on the best alternatives, but | agree the current situation is less than ideal. |
also have concerns about the intersection at 17th Ave and Marystown Road from a safety
perspective.

Without the left-hand turn coming out of the Hy-Vee complex, will the roundabout at Vierling
just turn into a place for a bunch of people to make a "U-turn" to get back onto 169? Also, |
remember hearing that the single-lane roundabout that is already on Vierling near the Junior
High is too small for plows and school buses to navigate. Will we run into the same issue with
these three roundabouts?

What's the ETA on a MNDOT effort to install a sound wall along the 169 corridor through
Shakopee? Let's put that infrastructure bill to work!

I think stoplights would work a lot better on the exits, similar to Marshall rd. Too much traffic
for roundabouts. Also, marystown and 17th Ave needs to be looked at as there are already
close calls and accidents there. Would be fine with a roundabout there. Very hard to cross that
as a walker as well

Please consider lights at the Fuller/17th intersection before someone is struck walking to
school.

Please Please Please

| have to turn left onto Marystown Road from 17th Avenue twice a day to get and drop off my
kids from day care. Specifically at 8:00AM when school is starting, it can take 5 minutes to
safely turn left onto Marystown with all the high school students turning in. There NEEDS to be
another roundabout or stop light there.

Roundabouts there may not work - too much traffic.
Given the proposed housing growth, the roundabouts should be double lane.
too fast down roads

| think it is better to add turn signals to make the turn and pass through safe. Please also add
Bike paths and side walks

Would be more important to add a traffic control solution to 17th and Marystown.
Why is Marystown and 17 not being addressed?

| believe a roundabout needs to be installed at the 17th street intersection as well. More
accidents have happened there than the three suggested spots combined, for the roundabout.
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Shakopee - Marystown Road Corridor Improvements Survey
17th street and Marystown is very dangerous intersection that also needs to be addressed by
the city

Why only single lane?! This stretch of road is a double lane already going over the highway.
What sort of community education will you be doing on roundabout etiquette? We just moved
from Lakeville and when they added a roundabout accidents increased astronomically because
people dont understand them.

Roundabouts at this area would significantly impact the traffic flow and make it much unsafe .
roundabouts have been proven to be unsafe for traffic . Traffic signal would be a better option

17th Ave and marystown is also hard to cross. A reduction in speed limit would help and or a
crosswalk

Round abouts do help keep the traffic flowing and are a pretty maintenance free interchange
but they are not as safe as portrayed.

This is trying to find a solution to a nonexistent problem.
Include 17th and Marystown

| believe that intersection 17th Ave is more dangerous than the Vierling intersection. Watch
your video.

| am concerned that there is too much traffic from Hyvee that a round about would make it
more difficult. Could the exit from Hyvee be closed off instead to prevent the people from using
inappropriate places to turn around to get back to 169. | am concerned that more accidents will
occur with roundabouts than currently happen at these inter sections. Why could the
interceptions not be two lanes since the roads are Already two lanes so people are not
merging.

Please contact S.M. Hentges & Sons for this project. They are local and do phenomenal work
quality.

Roundabouts coming on and off a highway is a bit nerve wracking considering not many
individuals know how to properly utilize a roundabout.

You could try lights coming on and off the highways. Just like Marshall road on the other side
of town.

Traffic lights would be better

Need a crossing signal at the junction that connects marystown road , Windermere way and us
169

The roundabout at Marystown and Vierling is good but | do not support the roundabouts at the
169 entrances/ exits.

| support this project but there really needs to be a stop light at 17th Ave and Marystown. This
is a very unsafe area for children to walk across to go to school. It needs to be a controlled
intersection not a roundabout. Also, there are two different speeds (going North, it's slower, but
coming from the South, the speed limit is higher). Please consider making this a stoplight for
the safety of the kids.

| don’t mind roundabouts but they are not pedestrian friendly. Please consider the walkers
beforehand! (Rather than after as at Vierling and Spencer)

Way to much traffic in this area for a single lane roundabout!!

| think it should be 2 lane round about or lights. Single lane will make traffic slow way down.
Too many people in the area for single lanes

Needs more down marystown rd

Marystown and 17 is a dangerous intersection to cross. Kids can not get across for school and
will only be busier once 17 extends.

traffic flows freely, occasional cycle speeding.
Cost and construction time

Very much welcome the project for safety and we are avid bikers so would use the trails over
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169 too.

| have to wait at least 3 - 5 minutes every time | try to cross Marystown road by New Horizon.
| have seen SEVERAL car accidents at that intersection. It is scary to cross there. | have my
son drive through our neighborhood to the 17th Avenue intersection to cross Marystown road
because it is safer there.

It is good how it is!

Other than lack of sidewalks, | don’t have an issue with the road there. I'm not a huge fan of
roundabouts and | don't really find them necessary there, but obviously others have issues if
it's being looked at.

Watched the aftermath of an accident on Marystown and 17, and worry of more happening
especially with having two major apartment complexes there.

ASAP

It's too soon and likely costs waaaay too much taxpayer dollars but better walk ways across
169 and safer boundary walls on south side of Marystown road by park sledding hill.

Way too many accidents and we live close by so we have to drive through it multiple times a
day. We highly support this project!

| think it would be helpful to expand this to the Marystown Rd / 17th Ave intersection as well.
That intersection seems to be very dangerous as well.

This needs to include Marystown Rd and 17th Ave intersection as well. It's almost impossible
to cross there as a pedestrian. Speed limit should be lowered in this area.

| would also propose a roundabout or stop light at the intersection of 17th and marystown.
Stop with the roundabouts.

These roundabouts are great but most people DO NOT know how to use them properly. Maybe

Area needs street lights.

Anything that makes it easier to get to the North side of 169 by foot or bike is very much
needed. The intersections at 169 will definitely be an improvement!!

The Verling needs to be a larger round about. Slow the traffic down coming from Marytown.

Walking paths to connect to other trails please! This is a big ask for those that live in the new
development. We would love to be able to safely walk to Hy-Vee!

Would be great to send out information to people in the area on the correct way to use a
roundabout.

Another round-about at 17th is needed.

Expanding it down to 17th and adding a bike path all the way down Marystown until the stop
sign out of town.

is this the only option?
Not a fan of roundabouts but something needs to happen at these locations
Double to single lanes may cause more backups

| personally do not have much problem with the current road but | have noticed that the
southern intersection can take a bit to cross when exiting onto highway 169 or when exiting
highway 169

Expected duration of reconstruction and alternate routes during reconstruction.
Round abouts is going to cause more accident not big enough

Is the City planning anything for the intersection of Marystown & 17th Avenue? We live nearby
and it is a dangerous intersection. We've witnessed multiple accidents recently at that
intersection.
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Roundabout on busy roads could back up on freeway at times

The round abouts will hopefully eliminate or reduce the severity of crashes in the areas. And a
walking biking path is a much needed feature for the safe travels for young people in that area.

I would more likely support a double lane round about over a single lane. | don’t have many
problems in the area already and | live in the Presidential neighborhood by Adams. If anything,
adding better streetlights would help people see walkers and bikers after dark.

Perfect solution. Something needs to be done before someone gets hurt. | use Marschall exit
on 169S, because safer to turn left. Will be nice to use Marystown once it is safer.

People in Shakopee seem to understand roundabouts worse than they understand stop signs.
My son has almost been hit multiple times when trying to cross at the Vierling and Spencer
roundabout because no one stops to view pedestrians. | go through the Vierling and
Adams/Marystown intersection at least twice each day and the longest | have ever had to wait
at the sign was one minute.

It appears the roundabout turn acts as the entrance to 169. Seems like that may cause
confusion to an already confusing interstate entry/exit.

Walking and biking sidewalks/designations needed. |.e. school, senior housing, childcare,
residential housing, parks, etc. in the area.

We also need a stop light or something at 17th Ave and Marystown Rd.

The idea of implementing multi-use trail on both sides seems like a waste of money (similar to
the waste on Marshall bridge). There should be no reason to provide that type of facility on
both sides. There are crosswalks available and can be utilized instead of the extra build-out.

Please put a roundabout at 17th and Marystown Rd too.

| like the idea of adding additional walking capabilities but my experience of trying to walk
through roundabouts is that they make it more dangerous to the pedestrian. Drivers don't seem
to see or yield to pedestrians trying to cross through the roundabout. Roundabouts are a
horrible idea that | wish the county would quit using at least where pedestrians are involved. If
necessary, provide dedicated walking lights that can be turned on when a pedestrian tries to
navigate the roundabout.

Put in the round abouts, they are well overdue!

Would like the trails on the side of road to be ‘protected’ somehow. Barriers or something
between cars and pedestrians.

The exits on/off Marystown from 169 need to be stoplights. With housing continuing to be
developed in this area, there is simply too much traffic to be a roundabout. | live off this exit
and drive this area daily. PLEASE put in stoplights!

Please implement this ASAP

Concerned about the size of a one lane roundabout. Would the roundabout be bigger in
diameter than the roundabout by west middle school on Vierling Drive. That roundabout it is
very small and tight to turn. | believe this one would need to be bigger to accommodate the
traffic and speed of traffic near 169.

Adding a pedestrian bridge, Marshall road added one, they already had a sidewalk. There's
nothing on marystown, very dangerous for walkers and bikers crossing 169. Thanks

Why wouldn’t it be a 2 lane?

I believe that traffic lights at each intersection would be just as effective for traffic control and
a far more cost effective solution and a good example of fiscal responsibility.

The project needs to be extended down to 17th. | have seen many crashes at the intersection
of Marystown and 17th. It also would benefit from a roundabout so people going to the trident
development can go through the roundabout as a U-turn and go into that development using
the the one way instead of turning down 17th and entering by the school. That area has enough
cars going in and out during school drop off/pick up and thats not safe either with all the kids.

If the people of Shakopee actually used round abouts properly, it would be great. However,
they haven't seemed to learn with the other ones in town. | have lived in other places where
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even double lane round abouts were used properly, effectively and safely. Putting new ones in
will lead to more accidents. Since this will probably pass no matter what, please make it bigger
and better than the one by the Jr high of Veirling as that is too small and dangerous for the way
people use it. | would think that lighted cross walks would be safer and more effective for bike/
walking paths - pedestrians and cyclists are just going to get hit more frequently.

Roundabouts are fine for those intersections identified, but there also needs to be a stoplight or
roundabout at the intersection of 17th Ave and Marystown. There are kids trying to walk across
the road to school and the 55 mph speed limit and no crosswalks makes it dangerous.

A traffic light might be better but know the cost increases significantly.
I would prefer stop lights over roundabouts
Not sure if roundabouts would fix the traffic issue

The intersection at 17th and Marystown is also very clutsy please include a new round about
there as well.

I'm deeply concerned that Shakopee and Scott County will install roundabouts that are too
small to safely handle the traffic volume. For example, the ‘roundabout’ at Spencer and Vierling
allows drivers on Spencer to barely have to adjust the vehicle direction or slow down their
vehicle when going through. It's a poor concept and very dangerous mixing different speeds -
high speed (Spencer) with lower speeds (Vierling). Good luck and please move forward with the
best LONG-TERM solution for the city.

| use a mobility scooter and would be more independent if | could safely cross 169 on a trail or
sidewalk from the apartments on the South side to Hy-vee on the North.

A bike path, pedestrian crosswalk would also be very helpful and much safer for residents to
get across Marystown Rd and over to 17th Ave.

4 way stop by HYvee is a mess. when busy its worse. A driver just cringes while pulling out.
Too much going on needs lights or round about. The exit to turn left on marystown is rough on
both sides of 169. No way you can manage it with more buildings, housing, and traffic. | can
wait 5 mins or more on snowy icy day before | can go during a.m. rush hour.

We should be looking at the Co Rd 15/17 intersection also for future improvements. This is
another dangerous intersection and will only get worse with addition housing units and density
in the corridor and to the west.

What about the Marystown Road and 17th Avenue intersection?
Would single lanes work better than double lanes, since that is what is there already?

The size of the roundabouts is a concern. The roundabout at Vierling and Townline is so small
that it doesn’t allow traffic from more than one lane to enter when people are exceeding speeds
they should be. If there is additional size for these roundabouts, it would allow traffic to
hopefully more effectively utilize a roundabout than happens at that intersection.

Already stated in question 2.
Double lane roundabouts?

There should be one at the intersection of 17th/Marystown as well. There are so many
accidents there.

| don't support the round abouts on the entrance and exits on 169. Just because I've been hit a
couple time from the rear as people don't always stop completely. | think adding round abouts
in these areas would only increase these types of accidents.

Round abouts get backed up when traffic is heavy

Single-lane roundabouts with 2 lane roads leading to them is a poor design and will impede
traffic flow more than just installing lights as what should be used to address this.

Single lane roundabouts? on a multi lane road? You're kidding, right? Roundabouts might help,
but please do multilane roundabouts.

Round about are fine for traffic but not great for pedestrians. Crossing the intersection of Marys
town and 17th is like playing chicken with your life. At least getting flashing lights installed
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there would be nice. Kids cross there to go to the high school.

Most senior citizen drivers hate the traffic circle intersections. The county needs to have better
or more accesable information how to properly navigate a traffic circle. Plus. Each traffic circle
in Shakopee lacks the ight metered pedestrian cross walks that are Sorely needed for better
pedestrian safety. Cars exiting a traffic circle cannot see pedestrians on the curb of the cross
walk because today's cars have thicker "A" pillers that block a drivers view of pedestrians at
the angle of the automobiles departure from the traffic circle. | know this from personal
experience where my car's A piller hid my view of the crosswalk as a mother with stroller
attempted to cross as | exited the traffic circle. | could not see her because | had my attention
on the ctoad on my immediate left driving up to the circle to make sure no cars are present .
The mother and stroller at that point were on the side walk 20 feet from the curb on my right
side exit straight ahead . As | exited my Right A piller hid my view of the pedestrian attempting
to start walking from the curb onto the street. | missed barely missed her. Should | have come
to a full stop when | noticed her still on the side walk 20 to 30ft from the curb? As a local driver
, | want easier access to information how to properly & safely navigate a traffic circle. Also, |
believe our traffic circles need metered lighting for pedestrians.

These need to be large roundabouts. If they are small like the one on Vierling and Spencer
don’t bother changing anything.

The 17th Ave. intersection is the most dangerous out of all of them.

roundabouts are very unsafe due to people not using them properly. Every time | use one there
is a narrowly missed accident by someone. | try to avoid them whenever possible

I'm happy to see that the roundabouts are being utilized in this area.

You might as well add a fourth roundabout at 17th and Marystown - that intersection has turned
into a nightmare as well.

This may improve traffic flow at a steady speed.

Stop lights at 17th Ave would also be beneficial. | addition, bringing the speed limit down south
of 17th Ave.

The entrance to Tapah will be a problem regardless of games or not. And on game days the
lines will be as long as they get now as no one can use roundabouts correctly. | would expect
a definite increase in crashes with a roundabout there. However with the ridiculous amount of
construction and additional amount of vehicles, clearly something will need to be done.

Baseball park entrance should be shut down from Marystown rd. The abuse of parking for
sledding and what not is horrible for that high of traffic. 17th and Marystown rd will need a
traffic light.

We live at the Adam’s street and Vierling intersection & worry about accidents happening at
the roundabout there right next to the residential homes nearby

Are single lane roundabouts big enough for all future traffic that will be using this area? What
about traffic at 17th Ave and Marystown. This is the area | feel most unsafe trying to drive on
a daily basis.

Please expedite this development.

I am concerned about the impact to those of us that live in this area and traverse the bridge
and on and off ramps several times a day. | can see this being a wonderful addition as long as
the project is completely quickly with minimal impact to those of us who it would impact
majorly

No especially with all the hs students. It's too confusing. No. Stop signs, signals or lower
speed limit. Do not do roundabouts

| already actively avoid the round about on Vierling by the middle school (Spencer St?). People
don't know how to use roundabouts -and I'm pretty sure I'm going to die when using it. Please
consider other options.

Please consider the Marystown and 17th intersection as well. Please make the roundabouts
large enough to provide for the amount of traffic now and future growth

I would like lights when coming up the ramp
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| live in the new DR Horton housing development and as a resident of this area | am very
pleased to see this. At times, it is nearly impossible to cross Marystown on 17th and | see
accidents or near misses constantly and I’'m wondering if that intersection will also be
addressed. | also have a student at the high school who has to cross the same intersection
and it's very dangerous for vehicles and pedestrians.

17th absolutely needs a roundabout. Why would this be left out? Another 300+ houses are
going in, we have a school there and it's a major rd. Don't cut this project short.

17th and Marystown is also a very dangerous intersection. | have seen multiple cars run these
stop signs, and our family was hit by a driver running these stop signs. we pas here multiple
times a day and live in the Windemere development, so this area is very concerning as the
housing developments continue to grow, and traffic will increase. | also sit at these stop signs
for several minutes daily to get from 169 or 17th on to Marystown road.

| think you will need one sooner than later at 17th Ave and Marystown road also. Could you
save $ if you did all 3 at once?

This will not solve problems and imagine the fire department having to navigate 4 roundabouts
to get to a call. Seems like the current infrastructure supports flexibility for those first
responders. | would be interested in understanding the number of accidents and fatalities, if
any, that is driving this proposal. | am guessing there is not as many as other areas that could
use some tax dollars

| don't think there is anything wrong with the road at the moment. | do support eliminating the
trail gaps, but fear that 3 roundabouts would severely slow down traffic and would be confusing
to motorists. Generally, people aren't all that bright to begin with.

People do not know how to drive in roundabouts. A driver almost hit me in the one on Vierling
because she did not look to if anyone was in the roundabout. There will be more accidents
along that stretch if you put in roundabouts.

Instead of round abouts a feel traffic control lights would be better especially with pedestrian
traffic being able to have a controlled way to cross those intersections

Most people don't know how to use a roundabout and make traffic worse
Please take a look at the large intersection of 17th and Marystown

The only issue at present is connecting the trail systems. Roundabouts do not lessen the
chance of pedestrian accident exposure. Vehicular traffic incidents should be looked at as the
ONLY deciding factor. This is civil improvement where we are paying for additional expenses
that are not due yet.

The speed limit is way too high for the growth that has happened. Can that be reduced in the
meantime while the build is planned? Also crossing Marystown at 17th Ave is dangerous as a
pedestrian- I'd recommend installing ped crossing lights similar to those on 17th by the
schools- even with a roundabout | think that will still be an issue.

We use the bike trails in Shakopee and appreciate any improvements that are made.
Good improvements
This area is more urban than rual now with the buildout

| support a roundabout at marystown and Vierling but lights are needed at marystown rd and
17th Ave. | would close the entrance On the west near the daycare-it should have never been
opened there.

Please invest in this corridor, make safety improvements and reconnect Shakopee across
HWY 169!

The speed of drivers through this corridor varies quite a bit and makes it hard to determine how
much time you have to complete a turn. In addition, the size of the intersections can make
turning movements difficult.

28/50

3/28/2022 10:52 AM

3/28/2022 10:49 AM

3/28/2022 10:49 AM

3/28/2022 10:49 AM

3/28/2022 10:48 AM

3/28/2022 10:47 AM

3/28/2022 10:46 AM

3/28/2022 10:45 AM

3/28/2022 10:45 AM
3/28/2022 10:44 AM
3/28/2022 10:44 AM

3/28/2022 10:43 AM

3/28/2022 10:41 AM
3/28/2022 10:41 AM
3/28/2022 10:41 AM
3/28/2022 10:41 AM

3/25/2022 11:28 AM

3/25/2022 11:03 AM
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Shakopee - Marystown Road Corridor Improvements Survey

Q5 What is your Zip Code? (optional, response not required)

RESPONSES
55379

55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
553797
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379

Answered: 691  Skipped: 65

29/50

DATE

4/11/2022 6:21 AM
4/10/2022 8:02 PM
4/10/2022 6:42 PM
4/10/2022 9:57 AM
4/10/2022 9:46 AM
4/8/2022 7:09 PM
4/7/2022 5:07 PM
4/7/2022 2:57 PM
4/7/2022 2:49 PM
4/7/2022 10:14 AM
4/7/2022 6:34 AM
4/6/2022 8:12 PM
4/6/2022 1:17 PM
4/6/2022 12:05 PM
4/6/2022 11:20 AM
4/6/2022 8:35 AM
4/5/2022 10:22 PM
4/5/2022 6:08 PM
4/5/2022 3:22 PM
4/5/2022 2:50 PM
4/5/2022 11:57 AM
4/5/2022 11:51 AM
4/5/2022 7:07 AM
4/5/2022 6:32 AM
4/4/2022 7:58 PM
4/4/2022 5:20 PM
4/4/2022 5:19 PM
4/4/2022 4:51 PM
4/4/2022 2:28 PM
4/4/2022 2:28 PM
4/4/2022 12:04 PM
4/4/2022 10:39 AM
4/4/2022 6:00 AM



34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71

55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
56379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
56379
55379
55379
55379
55352
55379
55379
55379
55379
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30/50

4/4/2022 5:51 AM
4/4/2022 12:06 AM
4/3/2022 10:12 PM
4/3/2022 9:16 PM
4/3/2022 9:00 PM
4/3/2022 8:47 PM
4/3/2022 7:05 PM
4/3/2022 5:04 PM
4/3/2022 3:29 PM
4/3/2022 3:23 PM
4/3/2022 2:34 PM
4/3/2022 12:50 PM
4/3/2022 12:35 PM
4/3/2022 11:32 AM
4/3/2022 11:05 AM
4/3/2022 9:16 AM
4/3/2022 8:42 AM
4/2/2022 9:03 PM
4/2/2022 6:43 PM
4/2/2022 5:26 PM
4/2/2022 4:56 PM
4/2/2022 4:17 PM
4/2/2022 2:55 PM
4/2/2022 2:45 PM
4/2/2022 2:37 PM
4/2/2022 1:01 PM
4/2/2022 12:37 PM
4/2/2022 10:13 AM
4/2/2022 9:42 AM
4/2/2022 9:07 AM
4/2/2022 8:39 AM
4/2/2022 8:11 AM
4/1/2022 9:24 PM
4/1/2022 8:37 PM
4/1/2022 8:31 PM
4/1/2022 7:39 PM
4/1/2022 3:41 PM
4/1/2022 3:35 PM



72
73
74
75
76
77
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88
89
90
91
92
93
94
95
96
97
98
99
100
101
102
103
104
105
106
107
108
109

55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55378
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55318
55379
55352
55379
55379
55337
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
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31/50

4/1/2022 3:31 PM
4/1/2022 2:10 PM
4/1/2022 1:21 PM
4/1/2022 1:20 PM
4/1/2022 11:56 AM
4/1/2022 11:30 AM
4/1/2022 11:09 AM
4/1/2022 11:02 AM
4/1/2022 10:54 AM
4/1/2022 10:29 AM
4/1/2022 10:09 AM
4/1/2022 9:41 AM
4/1/2022 9:15 AM
4/1/2022 8:47 AM
4/1/2022 8:40 AM
4/1/2022 8:32 AM
4/1/2022 7:48 AM
4/1/2022 7:39 AM
4/1/2022 7:20 AM
4/1/2022 1:16 AM
3/31/2022 11:19 PM
3/31/2022 10:49 PM
3/31/2022 10:47 PM
3/31/2022 9:52 PM
3/31/2022 9:38 PM
3/31/2022 9:22 PM
3/31/2022 8:50 PM
3/31/2022 8:11 PM
3/31/2022 7:09 PM
3/31/2022 6:58 PM
3/31/2022 6:10 PM
3/31/2022 6:04 PM
3/31/2022 5:54 PM
3/31/2022 5:36 PM
3/31/2022 5:32 PM
3/31/2022 5:28 PM
3/31/2022 5:27 PM
3/31/2022 5:01 PM



110
111
112
113
114
115
116
117
118
119
120
121
122
123
124
125
126
127
128
129
130
131
132
133
134
135
136
137
138
139
140
141
142
143
144
145
146
147

55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55378
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55352
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
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32/50

3/31/2022 5:00 PM
3/31/2022 4:53 PM
3/31/2022 4:53 PM
3/31/2022 4:34 PM
3/31/2022 4:34 PM
3/31/2022 4:20 PM
3/31/2022 4:17 PM
3/31/2022 4:10 PM
3/31/2022 3:54 PM
3/31/2022 3:53 PM
3/31/2022 3:50 PM
3/31/2022 3:42 PM
3/31/2022 3:40 PM
3/31/2022 3:39 PM
3/31/2022 3:38 PM
3/31/2022 3:31 PM
3/31/2022 3:29 PM
3/31/2022 3:27 PM
3/31/2022 3:25 PM
3/31/2022 3:14 PM
3/31/2022 3:13 PM
3/31/2022 3:12 PM
3/31/2022 3:10 PM
3/31/2022 3:09 PM
3/31/2022 3:09 PM
3/31/2022 3:09 PM
3/31/2022 3:05 PM
3/31/2022 2:51 PM
3/31/2022 2:46 PM
3/31/2022 2:25 PM
3/31/2022 1:53 PM
3/31/2022 1:52 PM
3/31/2022 1:50 PM
3/31/2022 1:48 PM
3/31/2022 1:40 PM
3/31/2022 1:33 PM
3/31/2022 1:27 PM
3/31/2022 1:05 PM



148
149
150
151
152
153
154
155
156
157
158
159
160
161
162
163
164
165
166
167
168
169
170
171
172
173
174
175
176
177
178
179
180
181
182
183
184
185

55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55420
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
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33/50

3/31/2022 1:02 PM

3/31/2022 12:53 PM
3/31/2022 12:50 PM
3/31/2022 12:37 PM
3/31/2022 12:33 PM
3/31/2022 12:11 PM
3/31/2022 12:07 PM
3/31/2022 12:03 PM
3/31/2022 12:02 PM
3/31/2022 11:26 AM
3/31/2022 11:22 AM
3/31/2022 11:16 AM
3/31/2022 11:08 AM
3/31/2022 11:07 AM
3/31/2022 11:03 AM
3/31/2022 11:00 AM
3/31/2022 10:48 AM
3/31/2022 10:47 AM
3/31/2022 10:43 AM
3/31/2022 10:42 AM
3/31/2022 10:37 AM
3/31/2022 10:37 AM
3/31/2022 10:36 AM
3/31/2022 10:33 AM
3/31/2022 10:31 AM
3/31/2022 10:29 AM
3/31/2022 10:28 AM
3/31/2022 10:26 AM
3/31/2022 10:22 AM
3/31/2022 10:18 AM
3/31/2022 10:17 AM
3/31/2022 10:12 AM
3/31/2022 10:10 AM
3/31/2022 10:10 AM
3/31/2022 10:03 AM
3/31/2022 9:59 AM

3/31/2022 9:47 AM

3/31/2022 9:40 AM



186
187
188
189
190
191
192
193
194
195
196
197
198
199
200
201
202
203
204
205
206
207
208
209
210
211
212
213
214
215
216
217
218
219
220
221
222
223

55379
55379
55379
55337
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
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34 /50

3/31/2022 9:38 AM
3/31/2022 9:38 AM
3/31/2022 9:37 AM
3/31/2022 9:33 AM
3/31/2022 9:24 AM
3/31/2022 9:20 AM
3/31/2022 9:19 AM
3/31/2022 9:16 AM
3/31/2022 9:15 AM
3/31/2022 9:14 AM
3/31/2022 9:10 AM
3/31/2022 9:10 AM
3/31/2022 9:09 AM
3/31/2022 9:09 AM
3/31/2022 9:09 AM
3/31/2022 9:09 AM
3/31/2022 9:04 AM
3/31/2022 9:04 AM
3/31/2022 9:03 AM
3/31/2022 9:02 AM
3/31/2022 9:00 AM
3/31/2022 8:58 AM
3/31/2022 8:57 AM
3/31/2022 8:57 AM
3/31/2022 8:57 AM
3/31/2022 8:56 AM
3/31/2022 8:55 AM
3/31/2022 8:53 AM
3/31/2022 8:50 AM
3/31/2022 8:49 AM
3/31/2022 8:48 AM
3/31/2022 8:47 AM
3/31/2022 8:45 AM
3/31/2022 8:44 AM
3/31/2022 8:44 AM
3/31/2022 8:43 AM
3/31/2022 8:42 AM
3/31/2022 8:42 AM



224
225
226
227
228
229
230
231
232
233
234
235
236
237
238
239
240
241
242
243
244
245
246
247
248
249
250
251
252
253
254
255
256
257
258
259
260
261

55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55352
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
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35/50

3/31/2022 8:41 AM
3/31/2022 8:41 AM
3/31/2022 8:39 AM
3/31/2022 8:38 AM
3/31/2022 8:37 AM
3/31/2022 8:37 AM
3/31/2022 8:37 AM
3/31/2022 8:36 AM
3/31/2022 8:36 AM
3/31/2022 8:35 AM
3/31/2022 8:32 AM
3/31/2022 8:32 AM
3/31/2022 8:31 AM
3/31/2022 8:31 AM
3/31/2022 8:30 AM
3/31/2022 8:29 AM
3/31/2022 8:28 AM
3/31/2022 8:26 AM
3/31/2022 8:26 AM
3/31/2022 8:26 AM
3/31/2022 8:25 AM
3/31/2022 8:19 AM
3/31/2022 8:07 AM
3/31/2022 8:02 AM
3/31/2022 7:59 AM
3/31/2022 7:56 AM
3/31/2022 7:48 AM
3/31/2022 7:41 AM
3/31/2022 7:03 AM
3/31/2022 6:48 AM
3/31/2022 6:20 AM
3/31/2022 6:19 AM
3/31/2022 12:36 AM
3/31/2022 12:34 AM
3/30/2022 11:18 PM
3/30/2022 10:48 PM
3/30/2022 10:14 PM
3/30/2022 9:33 PM



262
263
264
265
266
267
268
269
270
271
272
273
274
275
276
277
278
279
280
281
282
283
284
285
286
287
288
289
290
291
292
293
294
295
296
297
298
299

55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
56011
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
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36/50

3/30/2022 9:20 PM
3/30/2022 9:14 PM
3/30/2022 9:01 PM
3/30/2022 9:00 PM
3/30/2022 8:47 PM
3/30/2022 8:46 PM
3/30/2022 8:45 PM
3/30/2022 8:45 PM
3/30/2022 8:41 PM
3/30/2022 8:39 PM
3/30/2022 8:37 PM
3/30/2022 8:34 PM
3/30/2022 8:29 PM
3/30/2022 8:29 PM
3/30/2022 8:26 PM
3/30/2022 8:22 PM
3/30/2022 8:22 PM
3/30/2022 8:20 PM
3/30/2022 8:15 PM
3/30/2022 8:02 PM
3/30/2022 7:52 PM
3/30/2022 7:51 PM
3/30/2022 7:50 PM
3/30/2022 7:48 PM
3/30/2022 7:45 PM
3/30/2022 7:36 PM
3/30/2022 7:31 PM
3/30/2022 7:29 PM
3/30/2022 7:28 PM
3/30/2022 7:28 PM
3/30/2022 7:24 PM
3/30/2022 7:22 PM
3/30/2022 7:19 PM
3/30/2022 7:16 PM
3/30/2022 7:12 PM
3/30/2022 7:08 PM
3/30/2022 7:07 PM
3/30/2022 7:01 PM



300
301
302
303
304
305
306
307
308
309
310
311
312
313
314
315
316
317
318
319
320
321
322
323
324
325
326
327
328
329
330
331
332
333
334
335
336
337

55379
55352
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
56379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
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37/50

3/30/2022 6:55 PM
3/30/2022 6:53 PM
3/30/2022 6:47 PM
3/30/2022 6:46 PM
3/30/2022 6:42 PM
3/30/2022 6:42 PM
3/30/2022 6:41 PM
3/30/2022 6:40 PM
3/30/2022 6:37 PM
3/30/2022 6:36 PM
3/30/2022 6:35 PM
3/30/2022 6:34 PM
3/30/2022 6:33 PM
3/30/2022 6:33 PM
3/30/2022 6:32 PM
3/30/2022 6:31 PM
3/30/2022 6:28 PM
3/30/2022 6:28 PM
3/30/2022 6:27 PM
3/30/2022 6:26 PM
3/30/2022 6:26 PM
3/30/2022 6:25 PM
3/30/2022 6:19 PM
3/30/2022 6:19 PM
3/30/2022 6:16 PM
3/30/2022 6:13 PM
3/30/2022 6:13 PM
3/30/2022 6:10 PM
3/30/2022 6:08 PM
3/30/2022 6:06 PM
3/30/2022 6:03 PM
3/30/2022 6:02 PM
3/30/2022 6:00 PM
3/30/2022 6:00 PM
3/30/2022 6:00 PM
3/30/2022 5:56 PM
3/30/2022 5:54 PM
3/30/2022 5:54 PM



338
339
340
341
342
343
344
345
346
347
348
349
350
351
352
353
354
355
356
357
358
359
360
361
362
363
364
365
366
367
368
369
370
371
372
373
374
375

55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55352
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55352
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
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38/50

3/30/2022 5:53 PM
3/30/2022 5:52 PM
3/30/2022 5:46 PM
3/30/2022 5:45 PM
3/30/2022 5:45 PM
3/30/2022 5:43 PM
3/30/2022 5:43 PM
3/30/2022 5:43 PM
3/30/2022 5:38 PM
3/30/2022 5:38 PM
3/30/2022 5:38 PM
3/30/2022 5:37 PM
3/30/2022 5:36 PM
3/30/2022 5:36 PM
3/30/2022 5:36 PM
3/30/2022 5:35 PM
3/30/2022 5:34 PM
3/30/2022 5:33 PM
3/30/2022 5:02 PM
3/30/2022 4:57 PM
3/30/2022 4:47 PM
3/30/2022 4:34 PM
3/30/2022 4:10 PM
3/30/2022 4:07 PM
3/30/2022 3:59 PM
3/30/2022 3:19 PM
3/30/2022 3:00 PM
3/30/2022 2:58 PM
3/30/2022 2:25 PM
3/30/2022 2:25 PM
3/30/2022 2:13 PM
3/30/2022 2:10 PM
3/30/2022 2:04 PM
3/30/2022 2:04 PM
3/30/2022 2:01 PM
3/30/2022 1:53 PM
3/30/2022 1:50 PM
3/30/2022 1:49 PM



376
377
378
379
380
381
382
383
384
385
386
387
388
389
390
391
392
393
394
395
396
397
398
399
400
401
402
403
404
405
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407
408
409
410
411
412
413

55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55352
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55378
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55378
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55378
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39/50

3/30/2022 1:35 PM

3/30/2022 1:28 PM

3/30/2022 1:26 PM

3/30/2022 1:02 PM

3/30/2022 12:51 PM
3/30/2022 12:42 PM
3/30/2022 12:41 PM
3/30/2022 12:36 PM
3/30/2022 12:27 PM
3/30/2022 12:25 PM
3/30/2022 12:23 PM
3/30/2022 12:21 PM
3/30/2022 12:20 PM
3/30/2022 12:17 PM
3/30/2022 12:09 PM
3/30/2022 12:07 PM
3/30/2022 11:57 AM
3/30/2022 11:52 AM
3/30/2022 11:47 AM
3/30/2022 11:46 AM
3/30/2022 11:40 AM
3/30/2022 11:39 AM
3/30/2022 11:37 AM
3/30/2022 11:34 AM
3/30/2022 11:32 AM
3/30/2022 11:28 AM
3/30/2022 11:28 AM
3/30/2022 11:27 AM
3/30/2022 11:21 AM
3/30/2022 11:14 AM
3/30/2022 11:13 AM
3/30/2022 11:12 AM
3/30/2022 10:38 AM
3/30/2022 10:34 AM
3/30/2022 10:08 AM
3/30/2022 9:56 AM

3/30/2022 9:52 AM

3/30/2022 9:49 AM



414
415
416
417
418
419
420
421
422
423
424
425
426
427
428
429
430
431
432
433
434
435
436
437
438
439
440
441
442
443
444
445
446
447
448
449
450
451

55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
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3/30/2022 8:04 AM
3/29/2022 10:23 PM
3/29/2022 7:36 PM
3/29/2022 7:28 PM
3/29/2022 7:25 PM
3/29/2022 7:23 PM
3/29/2022 5:28 PM
3/29/2022 5:10 PM
3/29/2022 4:19 PM
3/29/2022 3:57 PM
3/29/2022 3:42 PM
3/29/2022 2:38 PM
3/29/2022 2:17 PM
3/29/2022 1:38 PM
3/29/2022 1:03 PM
3/29/2022 12:45 PM
3/29/2022 12:26 PM
3/29/2022 12:13 PM
3/29/2022 10:26 AM
3/29/2022 10:25 AM
3/29/2022 10:16 AM
3/29/2022 10:10 AM
3/29/2022 9:36 AM
3/29/2022 9:15 AM
3/29/2022 9:14 AM
3/29/2022 9:00 AM
3/29/2022 8:51 AM
3/29/2022 8:48 AM
3/29/2022 8:23 AM
3/29/2022 8:18 AM
3/29/2022 8:05 AM
3/29/2022 7:58 AM
3/29/2022 7:45 AM
3/29/2022 7:28 AM
3/29/2022 7:14 AM
3/29/2022 7:09 AM
3/29/2022 6:58 AM
3/29/2022 4:12 AM



452
453
454
455
456
457
458
459
460
461
462
463
464
465
466
467
468
469
470
471
472
473
474
475
476
477
478
479
480
481
482
483
484
485
486
487
488
489

55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55352
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
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3/29/2022 2:41 AM
3/29/2022 2:05 AM
3/29/2022 12:41 AM
3/28/2022 11:27 PM
3/28/2022 10:42 PM
3/28/2022 9:38 PM
3/28/2022 9:17 PM
3/28/2022 8:57 PM
3/28/2022 8:37 PM
3/28/2022 8:31 PM
3/28/2022 8:29 PM
3/28/2022 8:25 PM
3/28/2022 8:21 PM
3/28/2022 8:21 PM
3/28/2022 8:06 PM
3/28/2022 8:05 PM
3/28/2022 7:46 PM
3/28/2022 7:37 PM
3/28/2022 7:34 PM
3/28/2022 7:31 PM
3/28/2022 7:08 PM
3/28/2022 6:38 PM
3/28/2022 6:32 PM
3/28/2022 6:28 PM
3/28/2022 6:26 PM
3/28/2022 6:24 PM
3/28/2022 6:23 PM
3/28/2022 6:14 PM
3/28/2022 6:14 PM
3/28/2022 6:11 PM
3/28/2022 6:07 PM
3/28/2022 6:06 PM
3/28/2022 6:02 PM
3/28/2022 6:02 PM
3/28/2022 5:53 PM
3/28/2022 5:49 PM
3/28/2022 5:47 PM
3/28/2022 5:39 PM



490
491
492
493
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495
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497
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500
501
502
503
504
505
506
507
508
509
510
511
512
513
514
515
516
517
518
519
520
521
522
523
524
525
526
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55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
29715
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379

Shakopee - Marystown Road Corridor Improvements Survey
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3/28/2022 5:32 PM
3/28/2022 5:21 PM
3/28/2022 5:20 PM
3/28/2022 5:18 PM
3/28/2022 5:12 PM
3/28/2022 5:10 PM
3/28/2022 5:08 PM
3/28/2022 5:03 PM
3/28/2022 5:03 PM
3/28/2022 5:01 PM
3/28/2022 4:54 PM
3/28/2022 4:43 PM
3/28/2022 4:40 PM
3/28/2022 4:35 PM
3/28/2022 4:28 PM
3/28/2022 4:23 PM
3/28/2022 4:15 PM
3/28/2022 4:04 PM
3/28/2022 4:01 PM
3/28/2022 3:59 PM
3/28/2022 3:59 PM
3/28/2022 3:59 PM
3/28/2022 3:58 PM
3/28/2022 3:53 PM
3/28/2022 3:51 PM
3/28/2022 3:48 PM
3/28/2022 3:47 PM
3/28/2022 3:38 PM
3/28/2022 3:36 PM
3/28/2022 3:32 PM
3/28/2022 3:23 PM
3/28/2022 3:14 PM
3/28/2022 3:13 PM
3/28/2022 3:11 PM
3/28/2022 3:09 PM
3/28/2022 3:08 PM
3/28/2022 3:00 PM
3/28/2022 3:00 PM



528
529
530
531
532
533
534
535
536
537
538
539
540
541
542
543
544
545
546
547
548
549
550
551
552
553
554
555
556
557
558
559
560
561
562
563
564
565

55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55378
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55372
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
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3/28/2022 2:52 PM
3/28/2022 2:51 PM
3/28/2022 2:51 PM
3/28/2022 2:49 PM
3/28/2022 2:47 PM
3/28/2022 2:44 PM
3/28/2022 2:39 PM
3/28/2022 2:34 PM
3/28/2022 2:33 PM
3/28/2022 2:23 PM
3/28/2022 2:18 PM
3/28/2022 2:06 PM
3/28/2022 2:04 PM
3/28/2022 2:04 PM
3/28/2022 2:02 PM
3/28/2022 1:55 PM
3/28/2022 1:52 PM
3/28/2022 1:44 PM
3/28/2022 1:39 PM
3/28/2022 1:32 PM
3/28/2022 1:30 PM
3/28/2022 1:29 PM
3/28/2022 1:27 PM
3/28/2022 1:24 PM
3/28/2022 1:19 PM
3/28/2022 1:18 PM
3/28/2022 1:08 PM
3/28/2022 1:04 PM
3/28/2022 1:02 PM
3/28/2022 1:01 PM
3/28/2022 12:57 PM
3/28/2022 12:52 PM
3/28/2022 12:47 PM
3/28/2022 12:45 PM
3/28/2022 12:42 PM
3/28/2022 12:40 PM
3/28/2022 12:40 PM
3/28/2022 12:39 PM
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589
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55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
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55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
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55379
55379
55379
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55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
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3/28/2022 12:38 PM
3/28/2022 12:34 PM
3/28/2022 12:33 PM
3/28/2022 12:27 PM
3/28/2022 12:27 PM
3/28/2022 12:26 PM
3/28/2022 12:24 PM
3/28/2022 12:23 PM
3/28/2022 12:17 PM
3/28/2022 12:16 PM
3/28/2022 12:10 PM
3/28/2022 12:10 PM
3/28/2022 12:07 PM
3/28/2022 12:04 PM
3/28/2022 11:59 AM
3/28/2022 11:58 AM
3/28/2022 11:56 AM
3/28/2022 11:56 AM
3/28/2022 11:52 AM
3/28/2022 11:46 AM
3/28/2022 11:44 AM
3/28/2022 11:44 AM
3/28/2022 11:43 AM
3/28/2022 11:43 AM
3/28/2022 11:37 AM
3/28/2022 11:37 AM
3/28/2022 11:34 AM
3/28/2022 11:33 AM
3/28/2022 11:32 AM
3/28/2022 11:31 AM
3/28/2022 11:30 AM
3/28/2022 11:30 AM
3/28/2022 11:29 AM
3/28/2022 11:27 AM
3/28/2022 11:26 AM
3/28/2022 11:26 AM
3/28/2022 11:25 AM
3/28/2022 11:25 AM



Shakopee - Marystown Road Corridor Improvements Survey

604 55379 3/28/2022 11:23 AM
605 55379 3/28/2022 11:22 AM
606 55379-2248 3/28/2022 11:22 AM
607 55379 3/28/2022 11:20 AM
608 55379 3/28/2022 11:20 AM
609 55379 3/28/2022 11:18 AM
610 55379 3/28/2022 11:17 AM
611 55379 3/28/2022 11:17 AM
612 55379 3/28/2022 11:15 AM
613 55379 3/28/2022 11:15 AM
614 55379 3/28/2022 11:15 AM
615 55379 3/28/2022 11:14 AM
616 55379 3/28/2022 11:14 AM
617 55379 3/28/2022 11:13 AM
618 55379 3/28/2022 11:13 AM
619 55379 3/28/2022 11:12 AM
620 55379 3/28/2022 11:11 AM
621 55379 3/28/2022 11:09 AM
622 55379 3/28/2022 11:09 AM
623 55379 3/28/2022 11:08 AM
624 55379 3/28/2022 11:08 AM
625 55379 3/28/2022 11:07 AM
626 55379 3/28/2022 11:07 AM
627 55379 3/28/2022 11:07 AM
628 55379 3/28/2022 11:06 AM
629 55379 3/28/2022 11:05 AM
630 55379 3/28/2022 11:04 AM
631 55379 3/28/2022 11:02 AM
632 55379 3/28/2022 11:02 AM
633 55379 3/28/2022 11:02 AM
634 55379 3/28/2022 11:01 AM
635 55379 3/28/2022 11:01 AM
636 55379 3/28/2022 11:00 AM
637 55379 3/28/2022 10:59 AM
638 55379 3/28/2022 10:59 AM
639 55379 3/28/2022 10:58 AM
640 55379 3/28/2022 10:58 AM
641 55379 3/28/2022 10:58 AM
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644
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649
650
651
652
653
654
655
656
657
658
659
660
661
662
663
664
665
666
667
668
669
670
671
672
673
674
675
676
677
678
679

55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
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3/28/2022 10:58 AM
3/28/2022 10:57 AM
3/28/2022 10:55 AM
3/28/2022 10:55 AM
3/28/2022 10:55 AM
3/28/2022 10:55 AM
3/28/2022 10:54 AM
3/28/2022 10:53 AM
3/28/2022 10:53 AM
3/28/2022 10:52 AM
3/28/2022 10:52 AM
3/28/2022 10:52 AM
3/28/2022 10:52 AM
3/28/2022 10:52 AM
3/28/2022 10:51 AM
3/28/2022 10:51 AM
3/28/2022 10:50 AM
3/28/2022 10:49 AM
3/28/2022 10:49 AM
3/28/2022 10:49 AM
3/28/2022 10:49 AM
3/28/2022 10:49 AM
3/28/2022 10:48 AM
3/28/2022 10:48 AM
3/28/2022 10:47 AM
3/28/2022 10:47 AM
3/28/2022 10:46 AM
3/28/2022 10:46 AM
3/28/2022 10:46 AM
3/28/2022 10:46 AM
3/28/2022 10:45 AM
3/28/2022 10:44 AM
3/28/2022 10:44 AM
3/28/2022 10:44 AM
3/28/2022 10:44 AM
3/28/2022 10:43 AM
3/28/2022 10:43 AM
3/28/2022 10:42 AM



680
681
682
683
684
685
686
687
688
689
690
691

55379
55379
55378
55352
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55379
55378
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3/28/2022 10:42 AM
3/28/2022 10:42 AM
3/28/2022 10:41 AM
3/28/2022 10:41 AM
3/28/2022 10:41 AM
3/28/2022 10:41 AM
3/28/2022 10:41 AM
3/28/2022 10:40 AM
3/28/2022 10:40 AM
3/28/2022 10:40 AM
3/25/2022 11:29 AM
3/25/2022 11:03 AM



Shakopee - Marystown Road Corridor Improvements Survey

Q6 What is your age? (optional, response not required)

Answered: 714  Skipped: 42

Under 18

35-54

55-64

65 -74

75 or older I

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES
Under 18 0.42%

18 - 34 15.13%
35-54 67.37%

55 - 64 7.42%

65-74 6.58%

75 or older 3.08%
TOTAL

48 /50

108

481

53

47

22

714



Shakopee - Marystown Road Corridor Improvements Survey

Q7 What is your race or ethnicity? (optional, response not required)

Answered: 652  Skipped: 104

Asian I
Black or
African...
Hispanic or

Latino

Middle Eastern
or North...

Multiracial or
Multiethnic

Native
American or...

Native
Hawaiian or...

White

Another race
or ethnicity...

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60%

ANSWER CHOICES

Asian

Black or African American

Hispanic or Latino

Middle Eastern or North African
Multiracial or Multiethnic

Native American or Alaska Native
Native Hawaiian or other Pacific Islander
White

Another race or ethnicity, please describe below

TOTAL
# ANOTHER RACE OR ETHNICITY, PLEASE DESCRIBE BELOW
1 Unsure why race applies to roundabouts

49/50

70% 80% 90% 100%

RESPONSES
3.68%

1.69%

1.99%

0.15%

1.07%

0.31%

0.00%

89.26%

1.84%

DATE
3/31/2022 5:36 PM

24

11

13

582

12

652
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Shakopee - Marystown Road Corridor Improvements Survey

Multi racalil
Nunya
Why does this natter?

This is a ridiculous question. My race and color of my skin has nothing to do with your
proposed project. with your project. Why would you even ask this question. Quite frankly, I'm
appalled that you would even ask. Good job white supremacist Shakopee City council

Prefer not to respond

55379

European

Prefer not to answer and you should not be asking!
american

Irish American

Superstar

50/50

3/31/2022 3:53 PM
3/31/2022 10:26 AM
3/31/2022 9:02 AM
3/31/2022 8:36 AM

3/31/2022 8:31 AM

3/31/2022 12:57 AM
3/30/2022 6:25 PM

3/28/2022 12:40 PM
3/28/2022 11:14 AM
3/28/2022 11:01 AM
3/28/2022 10:47 AM
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m DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

MnDOT Metro District
1500 West County Road B-2
Roseville, MN 55113

May 12, 2020

Steve Lillehaug, PE, PTOE

Public Works Director/City Engineer
City of Shakopee

129 Holmes St S

Shakopee, MN 55379

Re: MnDOT Letter for Shakopee
Metropolitan Council/Transportation Advisory Board 2020 Regional Solicitation Funding
Request for Marystown Road/Adams Street at TH 169 interchange Project

Dear Steve Lillehaug,

This letter documents MnDOT Metro District’s recognition for Shakopee to pursue funding for the
Metropolitan Council/Transportation Advisory Board’s (TAB) 2020 Regional Solicitation for the
construction of bike and pedestrian facilities in MnDOT ROW along TH 169.

As proposed, this project impacts MnDOT right-of-way on TH 169. As the agency with jurisdiction over
the highway, MnDOT will allow Shakopee to seek improvements proposed in the application for the
pedestrian and bike trail and bridge project. If funded, details of any future maintenance agreement
with Shakopee will need to be determined during project development to define how the improvements
will be maintained for the project’s useful life.

There is no funding from MnDOT currently planned or programmed for this project. Due to expected
loss of future state and federal transportation revenues as a result of the COVID-19 pandemic, there is
likely to be significant disruptions to the current MnDOT construction program that will surface in the
next year. MnDOT does not anticipate partnering on local projects beyond current agreements.

In addition, the Metro District currently does not anticipate any significant discretionary funding in state
fiscal years 2024 or 2025 that could fund project construction, nor do we have the resources to assist
with MnDOT services such as the design or construction engineering of the project. If your project
receives funding, continue to work with MnDOT Area staff to coordinate project development and to
periodically review needs and opportunities for cooperation.

MnDOT Metro District looks forward to continued cooperation with Shakopee as this project moves
forward and as we work together to improve safety and travel options within the Metro Area.



If you have questions or require additional information at this time, please reach out to Mark Lindeberg,
South Area Manager, at mark.lindeberg@state.mn.us or 651-234-7729.

Sincerely,

Michael Barnes, PE
Metro District Engineer

CC: Mark Lindeberg, Metro District South Area Manager

Molly McCartney, Metro Program Director
Dan Erickson, Metro State Aid Engineer

Equal Opportunity Employer



Attachment 5
Metro District

DEPARTMENT OF 1500 W. County Road B-2
m TRANSPORTATION Roseville, MN 55113

October 26, 2017

Steve Lillehaug, PE

Public Works Director/City Engineer
City of Shakopee

485 Gorman Street

Shakopee, MN 55379

RE: Letter of Support for the Adams Street/Marystown Road Roundabouts Project
2017 Local Road Improvement Program (LRIP) Funding Application

Dear Mr. Lillehaug,

Thank you for requesting a letter of support from the Minnesota Department of Transportation (MnDOT) for the
2017 for the Local Road Improvement Program (LRIP) funding application. The City of Shakopee’s application for
the proposed roundabout intersection improvements at the Adams Street/Marystown Road interchange
impacts MnDOT right-of-way on US Highway 169.

MnDOT, as the agency with jurisdiction over US 169, would allow the improvements included in the application.
Details of a future maintenance agreement with the City would be determined during project development to
define how the improvements will be maintained for the project’s useful life. The proposed roundabouts will
improve safety at the highway ramp intersections and accommodate non-motorized facilities to improve
mobility across US Highway 169 for bicyclists and pedestrians.

MnDOT is supportive of the City of Shakopee in the proposed improvements to Adams Street/Marystown Road,
serving as a route of regional significance and providing access to US Highway 169.

Sincerely,
i . 2 —
Scott McBride, P.E.

Metro District Engineer

Cc: Jon Solberg, MnDOT Metro District — South Area Manager

An equal opportunity employer
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Marystown Road Corridor

City Council Work Session
May 4, 2021



OUTLINE

 Issues — Review the issues.

e History — Past studies, plans, CIP projects (place holders),funding
applications

e Marytown Road Corridor Study

e Consensus?

e Next steps



Marystown Road Corridor
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Marystown Road Corridor - ISSUES
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Marystown Road Corridor - ISSUES

Hy-Vee Development:

 Traffic Impact Study
Recommendations and
Conclusions

Current Issues:

e lllegal left turns

e U-turns

e turn around in adjacent
neighborhoods




Marystown Road Corridor - ISSUES

Multi-jurisdictions:

‘- MnDOT at interchange with access control \
|« County all 4 legs of CR 15/16 intersection |

|+ City |

» Conflicting and overlapping interests
between mobility (MNnDOT and County) and
access (City)

- City goal: Maintain balance (between
mobility and access)

N




Marystown Road Corridor - ISSUES

County Road 15 — “Turnback”

w Consent Business 5.C.2.
SHAKOPEE

TO: Mayor and City Council

FROM: Bruce Loney, Public Works Director

DATE: 08/16/2016

SUBJECT: *Approve a Turnback Agreement with Scott County for County Road 15 (D,E)

Action Sought

Authorize the appropriate city officials to execute the Scott County Turnback Agreement
associated with County Highway 15 from 760 feet north of CH 16 to 6th Avenue.

Background

On March 22, 2016, the City Council of Shakopee and Scott County commissioners met on
various items concerning the west end study and transportation projects. At the meeting, it was
decided to turn back CH 15 from CH 16 to 6th Avenue to the city. Also, the county wants to
extend CH 16 from CH 15 to CH 69 as shown in the west end study. From that meeting, the
county has decided to keep CH 15 760 feet north of CSAH 16 as a county road and turn

back the rest of CH 15 to 6th Avenue.

Attached to this memo is the County Turnback Agreement from County Highway No. 15. The
agreement contains the conditions of the turnback with the county performing maintenance of
CH 15 prior to turnback. Also, a condition on working on the extension of CH 16 through the
west end study.,

B

/
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Marystown Road Corridor - ISSUES

2019 Comprehensive
Plan
(Envision Shakopee)

Marystown Road:

* |dentified as a “High
Crash Corridor)

« TH 169 barrier
identified
(pedestrians)



Marystown Road Corridor - ISSUES

2019 Parks/Rec
Master Plan




Marystown Road Corridor - ISSUES

2019 Parks/Rec Master Plan

* Regional Ped gap (Vierling
Greenway connection and
continuance through
Windermere and the bluff
and city park system to the
west

« TH 169 - barrier between
residential/school on the
south side and the parks
and HyVee on the north




Marystown Road Corridor - ISSUES
Trident Development — traffic




Mar
ystown Road Corridor - ISSUES

Traﬁic Safety Committee:
Since 2018, Corridor |

complai '
plaints consistent (10

Traffic Safe
‘ ty Commi
cases’) Ittee

° S _
| hort-Term: ldentified the
ssues, some interim

itrategies Implemented

o (@) - i

- ng Term: Marystown Rd
orridor Implementation

Meeting Minutes
Traffic Safety Committee {1sC)
2020

Traffic Safety Compmittee (1sC) members present: public works Di rector/City Engineer—Steve Liliehaug,

Assistant City Eng\neer—Rvan Halverson, police Captam—i:hris pelhwo, project Eng\r\eer—m'\cah Heckman,

public Works Supermtendent—B'\\\ Egan, Administrat‘we Assistant—(‘.arme\a Mascene, Graduate Engineer-

pdam gentson

1. Old Business

A, Adams street/ Hy-Vee — Striping & Way Finding Plan
T5C member raised @ concern that the fog line ctriping was not modified during construction
of the newW Hy-Vee. In addition, the city has received complaints from neighbors 0N Quincy

Circle regarding yehicles exiting Hy-Vee and using their driveways to turn around. The city
has also received complaints regarding exiting vehicles making J-turns on Adams Street on
the north end of the existing median.

atraffic study was completed prior 10 Hy-Vee being built put it did not identify any potent'\a\
jssues. However, it is evident that access control issues QCcur, and mitigation measures and

'\mpm\fements are needed.

The TSC determ'\ned that the striping along Adams gyreet at the right-in access o Hy-Vee
needed t0 be restriped (this was completed with the city's 2019 annual striping pro}ect‘}. in
addition, the city hired @ consultant 1@ evaluate the intersection of Adams street and
Vierling Drive. The T8¢ also identified pcss'\b\e internal wayfinding '\mprovements on the Hy-

Vee site.

Action: A corridor study along Adams Street;"Mar\;stnwn Road was comp\eted by a
consultant and the report indicated @ roundabout is recommended atthe intersection of
Adams Street and Vierling Drive and the existing median on pdams srreet should be
extended north to Vierling Drive 10 channelizeé raffic. public Works has also been in contact
with Hy-Vee 10 implement onsite wayfinding signage to properl\; ACCESS southbou nd Adams
1a Vierling Drive: Hy-Vee will implement internal wayfinding signage- public Wworks
ow-up information 1o the inguirers.




Marystown Road Corridor - ISSUES

Traffic conditions:

e existing (50 MPH +)

e uncontrolled intersections

e large/wide pavement areas
at intersections

e sight line issues with vertical
curvature of roadways

e transition from rural to urban

e iInterchange

* no ped facilities

e accidents on the rise



Marystown Road Corridor - HISTORY

History of studies and initiatives

 West End Study (2015)

« Hy-Vee Traffic Impact Study (2016)

« Turnback Agreement with County
(2016)

« Trident Traffic Impact Study (2019)

« Jackson Township AUAR (2019-20)

« Comprehensive Plan - Transportation
(2019)

e Parks and Rec Master Plan - Trails
(2019)

« Marystown Road Corridor Study
(2020)




Marystown Road Corridor - HISTORY
Jackson Township AUAR (2019-20)

Table 15: 2040 Comprehensive Plan Scenario — Intersection Capacity Analysis

Intersection

A.M. Peak Hour

LOS

Delay

P.M. Peak Hour

LOS

Delay

Marystown Road/CR 15

Marystown Road/US 169 North Ramp ! C/F 51 sec. F/F >3 min
Marystown Road/US 169 South Ramp ! F/F >3 min F/F >3 min
CR 15/CR 16 ¥ F/F >3 min E/F ~2.5 min

Table 16: Max Build Scenario — Intersection Capacity Analysis

Intersection

A.M. Peak Hour

P.M. Peak Hour

LOS Delay LOS Delay
Marystown Road/CR 15'3}
Marystown Road/US 169 North Ramp 3! A 6 sec. A 10 sec.
Marystown Road/US 169 South Ramp &) 9 sec. 10 sec.
CR 15/CR 16 '3} C 22 sec. B 17 sec.




Marystown Road Corridor - Study

Corridor Study
® XXXXX




Marystown Road Corridor - Study

The latest three-year period (2017-2019) was used for the crash analysis per MnDOT ICE report

guidance and 1s summanzed below:

e 25 mtersection crashes were reported at the study intersections; Approximately 70 percent of

the crashes were right-angle crashes.

e No fatal or incapacitating injury crashes occurred along the corndor; there were six (6) non-
incapacitating mjury crashes, five (3) possible injury crashes, and 14 property damage only

(PDO) crashes.

o There was a nght-angle crash that resulted in two fatalittes at the Marystown Road/
US 169 North Ramp mtersection m 2010.

e All four study intersections have crash rates higher than the average rate; the CR 15/CR 16

mtersection has a crash rate lugher than the cntical crash rate.

o All eight (8) CR 15/CR 16 intersection crashes occurred after the west leg of the
mntersection was constructed in 2018.

o Six (6) of the eight (8) crashes were right-angle crashes; five (3) of which resulted in injury.




Marystown Road Corridor - Study

Analysis - Evaluations = Conc

Future Operations Analysis (Appendix E)

A vear 2025 and year 2040 intersection capacity analysis was completed to evaluate how the study
mtersections are expected to operate in the future if no geometric or traffic control changes are made.
The intersections were evaluated with the existing geometry and traffic control, with forecasted

turning movements. Results of the analysis identified the following:

e Under year 2025 conditions, the CR 15/CR 16 and Marystown Road/US 169 ramp
intersections are expected to have failing side-street operations during the peak hours. The US
169 ramps are expected to have queues that extend over 50 percent of the off-ramp, which
may cause safety issues as vehicles coming from US 169 may not expect these queues.
Furthermore, as side-street operations begin to fail, dovers will begin to accept smaller gaps,

which could present additional safety risks.

e Under yvear 2040 conditions, the CR 15/CR 16 and Marystown Road/US 169 ramp
intersections are expected to operate at an overall LOS F during the peak hours, with delays
greater than three (3) minutes. These intersections had model failure, meaning the full demand
at these intersections was not able to enter the network.

o The Adams Street/Vierling Drive intersection is expected to operate at a LOS D during
the p.m. peak hour, with the westbound approach operating at LOS E; the improper
movements at the Hy-Vee right-in/right-out access identified under existing conditions

are expected to continue.

To address operational and safety issues, the CR 15/CR 16 and Marystown Road/US 169 ramp
mtersections traffic controls were evaluated to be converted to a tratfic signal or roundabout. A
roundabout, traffic signal, and reconfignred all-way stop control was evaluated at the Adams
Street/Vierling Drive intersection to eliminate the existing multi-lane all-way stop condition and

reduce improper movements along the corridor.

usions and Recommendations

Intersection Control Evaluations (Appendix F)

As part of the Intersection Control Evaluations, the following analyses/factors were considered to

determine the long-term preferred mtersection control:

Capacity Analysis: The future operations of the traffic control alternatives were evaluated

using a combination of Synchro/SimTraffic, HCS 7, and Rodel.

Safety Analysis: The Highway Safery Manual (HSM) Predictive Method was used to predict crash

frequency and severity at the study intersections based on traffic volumes and tratfic controls.

Pedestrian Considerations: Pedestrian connectivity and safety were discussed tor the trathic
control alternatives; this was particularly important due to the corndor’s close proximity to

area schools and regional parks.

Transportation System Considerations: Traffic control continuity was discussed along with

other alternative considerations.

Site Access: Traffic control alternatives and their impacts to the Hy-Vee and Trident

development access were discussed.

Cost Analysis: An incremental benefit-cost analysis was performed to determune the
economic benefit of an alternative; construction cost estimates for recent construction

improvements were also discussed.

Right-of-Way: Potential impacts to right-of-way were evaluated and discussed.

Based on the results of the ICE, a roundabout control 1s recommended at the four study intersections

along the corridor. This alternative performed better in all categories measured.




Marystown Road Corridor - Study
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Marystown Road Corridor — CIP projects

2015 CIP

* Interchange and
trail connection
Improvements



Marystown Road Corridor — CIP projects

2019 CIP

* Interchange,
Roundabout, and
trail connection
Improvements




Marystown Road Corridor — CIP projects

2021 CIP
* Expanded to

all 4
Intersections

per Corridor
Study




Marystown Road Corridor — Funding Need




Marystown Road Corridor — Funding Need

Funding Requests:

¢ 2017 LRIP (MnDOT)

» 2020 Federal Regional Solicitation (Federal)

« 2020 Highway Safety Improvement Program (Federal/State)
« 2020 Local Partnership Program (MnDOT)

» 2020 Local Road Improvement Program (MnDOT) - TBD

» 2021 Local Trail Connections (Mn DNR) — TBD




Marystown Road Corridor — WHAT, WHO, HOW and WHEN

Strategy and Approach Consensus?

1. Agree on Issues.

2. Agreement on on Needed Improvements
1. Interim (possible temp/wood pole traffic signal system at CR 16/15)
2. Ultimate (Corridor Study layout with roundabouts and trail)

3. City lead the charge
4. Funding and partner seeking
5. Keep working on delivering the project now — keep priority...




Marystown Road Corridor — WHAT, WHO, HOW and WHEN

Next Steps:

1. Short Term (2021-22)

a) Public Outreach — Marystown Road Corridor Study Concept (4 roundabouts/trails)
b) CIP — Prioritize this project in CIP as “1” (safety issue, must have)
c) County Outreach — City to present Corridor Study directly to County Commission

d) County Road 15/16 intersection

* Request County to perform Traffic Signal Warrant Analysis
 |f warrants met, install temporary wood-pole traffic signal system (interim only)

2. Long Term (+1 years...)
a) Continue funding seeking
b) Turnback Agreement Amendment — City vs. County jurisdictional termini of
Marystown vs. CR 15. Revise to interchange location OR to CR 16.
c) Promote and keep this project high priority




Marystown Road Corridor — Why?






LEGEND

[ - Space/ROW/Feasibility Consideration i
[ - Existing Roadway Connection

I - Existing/Proposed Trail

B - Existing/Proposed Sidewalk

I - Potential Weave Area

H:\Projects\13000\13195\TS\Figures\Figd1_Roundabout Design Considerations.cdr

[ Roundabout Design Considerations

Consulting Group, . Marystown Road Corridor Study Figure 1
— City of Shakopee
January 2020
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Census Tract 806, Scott |Census Tract 807, Scott |2 tracts
County, Minnesota County, Minnesota combined

Percent

Population of one race:

.............................................................................. :. |:.;

White alone

F T T T T T T T T T P P P P T PPN RPN

American Indian and Alaska
Native alone

Native Hawaiian and Other
Pacific Islander alone

Population of two or more races: i

data.census.gov | Measuring America's People, Places, and Economy



Regional Economy

Results

WITHIN ONE MI of project:
Postsecondary Students: 0

Totals by City:
Jackson Twp.
Population: 2235
Employment: 410
Mfg and Dist Employment: 71
Louisville Twp.
Population: 109
Employment: 9
Mfg and Dist Employment: 0
Shakopee
Population: 7082
Employment: 2200
Mfg and Dist Employment: 244
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RESOLUTION R2022-053

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SHAKOPEE, MINNESOTA AUTHORIZING THE
CITY TO SUBMIT A 2022 FEDERAL ROADWAY MODERNIZATION
GRANT APPLICATION.

WHEREAS, the City of Shakopee supports the application made to the
Metropolitan Council for a 2022 Federal Roadway Modernization Grant, a part of the
Highway Safety Improvement Program, and

WHEREAS, the application is to obtain funding for constructing safety
improvements to the Marystown Road and HWY 169 area, Shakopee, and

WHEREAS, the Marystown Rd/TH 169 Interchange and Trail Imp. Project is in the
city's 2022-2026 Capital Improvement Plan, and

WHEREAS, the City of Shakopee recognizes a 20% grant match is required.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF SHAKOPEE, MINNESOTA, if the City of Shakopee is awarded a grant by the
Metropolitan Council, the City of Shakopee agrees to accept the award and may enter into
an agreement with the Metropolitan Council for the above referenced project. The City of

Shakopee will comply with all applicable laws, requirements and regulations as stated in
the grant agreement.

Adopted in adjourned regular session of the City Council of the City of Shakopee,
Minnesota held this 5th day of April, 2022.

-

=\
William Mars, Mayor
City of Shakopee

ATTEST:

C% M%ﬁ( (e

Lori Hensgﬁf, %Dity Clerk
City of Shakopee

PREPAREDBY:

City of Shakopee
485 Gorman Street
Shakopee, MN 55379



Superintendent Mike Redmond

ECDUCATION FORWARD

RE:  Preliminary Plat Powers First Addition; NE Corner of CH 15 and CH 16

December 16, 2019

Honorable Mayor William Mars and Shakopee City Council Members:

I’'m writing this letter on behalf of the Shakopee Public Schools in regards to the proposed Trident Development
project adjacent to Jackson Elementary School. As I’m sure you know, understand, and support, my concern for
student safety is paramount.

In a community that is growing and developing, it is certainly expected we will face situations from time to time
that dictate we examine and compare the potential impact of various forms of development and related
activities, such as transportation, on student safety. We are currently facing one of these situations in the form
of access to the proposed Trident Development.

Having read the SRF Consulting ‘Trident Development Transportation Study’ completed December 4, 2019, it
appears there are some clear advantages, when it comes to the impact on student safety, to locating the access,
in the form of a ‘right turn in and right turn out’, to the proposed Trident Development on CR 15, rather than
on CR 16.

From my perspective, the SRF study appears to be objective and thorough. The portion of the study examining
the potential impact on the Jackson Elementary area seems to be very well done and a high quality
representation of the current travel patterns in the area of Jackson Elementary School. SRF gave detailed
consideration of school hours, access, circulation, pick-up/drop-off, and pedestrian crossing in their study.

I certainly understand there is no way to completely mitigate the impact of development and increased vehicle
trips on the area near Jackson Elementary. But, it is clear from my review of the SRF study these impacts,
especially in terms of the projected number of daily trips at the two primary pedestrian crossings to/from the
school, are lessened with an access to the Trident Development located on CR 15. In light of this evidence, I
would encourage you to place the access to the Trident Development on CR 15 and not on CR 16.

It is also clear from my review of this proposed development that I’m not alone in making sure we do our best
to provide safe routes for our students and their families. I’ve seen first hand the commitment of City and
County leaders, planners, and engineers in making transportation safety a top priority.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
- 2 7
g 2 7 )
y 7% %‘5’//77 s
Mike Redmond

1200 Town Square, Shakopee, MN 55379
(952) 496-5006 ° fax: (952) 496-5056 AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
*Also a TTY number
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ENGINEERS
PLANNERS
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ORE

Consulting Group, Inc.

PROJECT: MARYSTOWN CORRIDOR STUDY

Concept Cost Estimate
Prepared By: SRF Consulting Group, Inc., 04/30/2020

Updated: 4/6/2022

ROUNDABOUT #2 - ROUNDABOUT #3 -
2%%’;2?5?;;3,1 G ggﬁ/MES MARYSTOWN ROAD/US 169 | MARYSTOWN ROAD/US 169 TOTAL
NORTH RAMP SOUTH RAMP
*UNIT EST. EST. EST. EST. EST. EST. EST. EST.
ITEM DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICE QUANTITY AMOUNT QUANTITY AMOUNT QUANTITY AMOUNT QUANTITY AMOUNT
PAVING AND GRADING COSTS
GrP 1a |2106 Excavation - common & subgrade cu. yd. $8.00 3,300 26,400 4,000 32,000 3.750 30,000 11,050 88,400
GrP 1d |2106 Subgrade Preparation road sta $500.00 20.72 10,360 28.27 14,135 25.58 12,790 75 37,285
GrP 2e [2211 Agaregate Base Class 5 (CV) cu. vd. 15.00 1,800 27,000 2,560 38,400 2,300 34,500 6,660 99,900
GrP 3a [Mainline Pavement - 5" HMA sq. vd 21.00 6,450 $135,450 7,525 $158,025 7,250 $152,250 21,225 445,725
GrP 3b [Mainline - Truck Apron - 10" Concrete sq. vd. 100.00 350 35,000 375 37,500 375 37,500 1,100 110,000
GrP 4a [Concrete Walk / Trail / Median sq. vd. 125.00 1,140 $142,500 1,760 $220,000 1,325 $165,625 4,225 528,125
GrP 4b [Bituminous Walk / Trail sq. vd. 25.00 2,215 $55,375 1,780 44,500 3,995 99,875
GrP 4c |ADA Pedestrian Curb Ramp - Truncated Domes sq. ft. 60.00 130 $7,800 144 $8,640 120 $7,200 394 23,640
GrP 5 [Concrete Curb and Gutter lin. ft 21.00 5177 $108,717 3,870 81,270 3,553 74,613 12,600 264,600
GrP 8a |[Removals - Pavement (Bituminous) sq. vd. 4.00 10,700 42,800 11,850 47,400 11,300 45,200 33,850 35,400
GrP 8d [Removals - Pavement (Concrete) sq. vd. $18.00 300 5,400 1,300 23,400 1,600 28,800
GrP 8e [Removals - Curb & Gutter lin. ft. 3.50 3,430 $12,005 2,300 8,050 350 $1,225 6,080 21,280
GrP 8f |Removals - Concrete Walk sq. ft. 1.50 2,200 3,300 150 $225 2,350 3,525
GrP 89 |[Removals - Concrete Median sq. ft. 5.00 1,150 5,750 12,525 $62,625 8,675 $43,375 22,350 $111,750
GrP_8h |[Removals - Bituminous Walk sq. ft. 1.00 1,575 1,575 200 $200 1,775 J75
SUBTOTAL PAVING AND GRADING COSTS: $558,657 $768,820 $672,603 $2,000,080
DRAINAGE, UTILITIES AND EROSION CONTROL
Dr5 Drainage - urban ump sum 334,881 93,041 $126,974 $114,866 1 334,881
Dr7 Turf Establishment & Erosion Control ump sum 175,883 48,866 66,688 60,329 1 175,883
SUBTOTAL DRAINAGE, UTILITIES AND EROSION CONTROL $141,907 $193,662 $175,195 $510,764
BRIDGE COSTS
Br 1 [Bridge - No. 70011 Modification [ lumpsum ] $660,000 $330,000 $330,000 1 $660,000
SUBTOTAL BRIDGE COSTS: $330,000 $330,000 $660,000
SIGNAL AND LIGHTING COSTS
SGL 4 [Mainline Lighting (permanent) [ lumpsum ]| $87.941 $24.433 $33.344 $30,164 1 $87.941
SUBTOTAL SIGNAL AND LIGHTING COSTS: $24,433 $33,344 $30,164 $87,941
SIGNING & STRIPING COSTS
SGN 1 [Mainline Signing (C&D) ump sum
SGN 2 [Mainline Striping ump sum $59,096 $16,419 $22,407 $20,270 1 $59,096
SUBTOTAL SIGNING & STRIPING COSTS: $16,419 $22,407 $20,270 $59,096
SUBTOTAL CONSTRUCTION COSTS: | $741,416 | $1,348,233 | $1,228,232 | $3,317,881
MISCELLANEOUS COSTS
1 Mobilization 5% 165,894 37,071 $67.412 61,412 1 165,894
2 Non Quantified Minor Items 15% 497,682 $111,212 $202,235 $184,235 1 497,682
8 Traffic Control 3% 99,536 22,242 $40,447 36,847 1 99,536
SUBTOTAL MISCELLANEOUS COSTS: $170,526 $310,094 $282,493 $763,113
ESTIMATED TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COSTS without Contingency: $911,942 $1,658,327 $1,510,725 $4,080,994
1 Contingency or "risk" 10% $91,194 $165,833 $151,073 $408,099
2 Inflation 2% $36,842 $66,996 $61,033 $164,872
ESTIMATED TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COSTS PLUS CONTINGENCY/INFLATION: $1,039,978 $1,891,156 $1,722,831 $4,653,965
OTHER PROJECT COSTS:
DESIGN ENG. & CONSTRUCTION ADMIN. Lump Sum 20% $208,000 $379,000 $345,000 $932,000
SUBTOTAL OTHER PROJECT COSTS $208,000 $379,000 $345,000 $932,000
TOTAL PROJECT COST $1,247,978 $2,270,156 $2,067,831 $5,585,965

NOTES: No right of way costs assumed.

Minimal impacts assumed to the the gas facility in the SW quadrant of the Adams St/Vierling Dr roundabout, therefore no cost estimate was included.

Assumed existing subbase would be able to be reused with minimal modifications. Assumed 5” of HMA to match as-built plans for the corridor

2% inflation cost added to proiect since initial estimate of 04/30/2020.

PRINTED: 4/6/2022 1:36 PM



Transit Connections

Results

Transit with a Direct Connection to project:
497
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Preferred Development Concept
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@ Full Access Intersection

Low Density Single Family
Medium Density Small Lot Single Family
Medium Density Mixed (Townhouse / Small Lot Single Family)
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----- o A - : i I VMixed Use (HDR / Retail)
: B Rt
- Mixed Use (Retail / Business Park)
- Parks / Open Space
- Right-of-way

Water

MF TOTAL

QUADRANT FUTURE LAND USE ACRES UNITS UNITS  UNITS TOTALSS.F.
= Row 52 |- ) 0 o » 618 total acres
NoRTHERST || Retall 1049 | - - 0 91,380 . .
B | Single Family Attached 433 | 37 | - 37 0 » 1,619 housing units
C Single Family Attached 7.55 64 - 64 0
~ [row s | - | - 0 0 » net residential density: 4.83
A Retail 417 - - 0 36,332
NORTHWEST | B | Multifamily Stacked 340 | - 92 92 0 » 1,125,695 square feet retail/business
C Mixed Use (Retail/BP) 3.24 - - 0 35,292 pa rk
D | Mixed Use (Retail/BP) 11.80 - - 0 128,490
- ROW 43.33 - - 0 0 .
»
A Mixed Use (Retail/BP) 65.28 - - 0 710,940 2’753 JObS
B Parks 102.40 - - 0 0
C | Single Family Attached 14.09 120 - 120 0 ASSUMPTIONS:
D_{Retal 22 - - : 45,780 UNITS PERACRE  UNITS PERACRE UNITS PER ACRE
E | Mixed Use (HD/Retail) 4.24 - 57 57 18,452 RESIDENTIAL Low HIGH AVERAGE
F__[Multifamily Stacked 6.90 - 186 186 0 Traditional Single Family 200 3.00 250
G Retail 6.78 - - 0 59,029 ) )
Small Lot Single Family 3.00 5.00 4.00
H Single Family Attached 7.95 68 - 68 0
SOUTH Single Family Attached 5.00 12.00 8.50
| Traditional Single Family 81.36 203 - 203 0
J | Traditional Single Family 4263 | 107 - 107 0 2400 3000 27.00
K | Traditional Single Family 6258 | 156 - 156 0 2400 30.00 27.00
L Small Lot Single Family 18.79 75 - 75 0
M | Parks 20.98 B 3 0 0 NON- PARK FAR FAR FAR S.F. PER
. RESIDENTIAL  DEDICATION  LOW HIGH  AVERAGE EMPLOYEE
N | Single Family Attached 22.97 195 - 195 0 0.10 0.15 25 20 250
0 Small Lot Single Family 15.80 63 - 63 0
P Single Family Attached 13.79 17 - 17 0 0.10 20 30 25 500
Q | Traditional Single Family 31.36 78 - 78 0

GRAND TOTAL

618 1,284 335 1,619 1,125,695
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Traffic Impact Study 12/7/2016
Windermere, Shakopee, MN

1.0 INTRODUCTION

Westwood Professional Services, Inc., has been contracted by D.R. Horton, Inc., to analyze the
traffic impacts of their proposed retail and residential development called “Windermere” in the
southwest quadrant of the intersection of Marystown Rd (CSAH 15) and US 169 in Shakopee,
Minnesota (see Figure 1-1). This report will review the level of trip generation for the proposed
project and determine the traffic impacts on the local study network that the development may
cause.

The objectives of this study are to determine the traffic impacts of the proposed development
on the surrounding study area and to identify any mitigation strategies.

2.0 EXISTING CONDITIONS
2.1 Site Location

The project location is the 76.58 acre site south of US 169 and west of Marystown Rd (CSAH 15)
in Shakopee, MN. The site location is shown on Figure 1-1.

2.2 Land Use and Intensity

The parcel is currently zoned as “Highway Business” and “Medium Density Residential”, which
means, “The Purpose of the Highway Business zone is to provide an area for business uses
fronting on or with immediate access to arterial and collector streets.” and “The purpose of the
Medium Density Residential zone is to provide an area which will allow five and one-one
hundredth (5.01) to eight (8) residential dwellings per acre and also provide a transitional zone
between single family residential areas and other land uses.”! The commercial portion of the
site currently does not have specific land uses, listed below are the known and assumed land
uses. Figure 2-1 shows the current site plan.

Specific land uses proposed for the site include:
J 53 single family residential units
] 136 attached townhome units

1 http://www.shakopeemn.gov/city-government/departments/planning-zoning/zoning-information
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Assumed land uses for the site include:

J 120 unit apartment building
J 30 ksf office building
J 10 ksf drug store/pharmacy

J 43 ksf shopping center

2.3 Existing Study Area Roadway Network

The following roadways have been reviewed in the study area:

A. Marystown Road (CSAH 81) is a 96-foot wide arterial roadway at the north entrance (US
169 EB ramp) with 6 lanes, a median, and a shoulder. It currently has dedicated left and
right turn lanes into the site. These turn lanes are 180 ft. and 320 ft., respectively. It
then tapers to a 36-foot wide roadway at the 17th Avenue (CSAH 16) entrance with one
northbound lane and one southbound lane plus a passing lane. At 128th Street it is
again a 36-foot wide road.

B. 17" Avenue (CSAH 16) is an 86-foot wide road with six lanes and a median. There are
currently only 4 lanes being utilized; two lanes eastbound and designated right and left
turn lanes westbound. The two additional lanes can be used for through movements
westbound. The right and left turn lanes are 400 ft. and 280 ft. long respectively.

C. 128 Street West is a residential road that is 24 feet wide on the east side of Marystown
Rd (CSAH 15) and 50 feet wide on the west side. There are no marked lanes.

D. Vierling Drive West is a 52-foot wide, four lane undivided roadway that runs east-west.
The Vierling Dr and Marystown Rd (CSAH 15) intersection is all way stop controlled.

24 Existing Intersection Traffic Control
The following intersection traffic control has been identified:

e Vierling Dr and Marystown Rd (CSAH 15) — All way stop

e US 169 EB ramps and Marystown Rd (CSAH 15)-side street (169 ramp) stop

e US 169 WB ramps and Marystown Rd (CSAH 15)-side street (169 ramp) stop

e 17th Avenue (CSAH 16) and Marystown Rd (CSAH 15)—side street (17th Ave) stop
e 128th Street West and Marystown Rd (CSAH 15)—side street (128th St W) stop

4 Westwood



Traffic Impact Study 12/7/2016
Windermere, Shakopee, MN

25 Existing Speed Limits
The following prevailing speed limits include:
e Vierling Dr — 30 mph (posted)
e Marystown Rd (CSAH 15)- 55 mph (posted)
e 17th Avenue (CSAH 16)— 45 mph (posted)
e 128th Street West — 30 mph (statutory)
2.6 Transit Service
There is no scheduled transit service currently in this area.

2.7 Pedestrian/Bicycle Facilities

There are no sidewalks along Marystown Rd (CSAH 15) or the 169 ramps but there are
sidewalks along both sides of 17th Avenue.

2.8 Existing Traffic Volumes

Daily traffic volumes have been recorded and published by MnDOT.? Westwood conducted
a.m. and p.m. peak hour traffic counts at the study area intersections. Figure 2-2 shows the
daily traffic volumes and Figure 2-3 shows the peak hour turning movement volumes in the
study area.

22015 Publication Traffic Volumes Metro Street Series — 5C, Minnesota Department of Transportation Office of
Transportation Data and Analysis, Traffic Volume Program, 2015 AADT Product,
http://www.dot.state.mn.us/traffic/data/maps/indexmaps/2015/5C.pdf

5 Westwood


http://www.dot.state.mn.us/traffic/data/maps/indexmaps/2015/5C.pdf

Traffic Impact Study 12/7/2016
Windermere, Shakopee, MN

Figure 2-2: Existing Daily Traffic Volumes
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(Source: 2015 Publication Traffic Volumes Metro Street Series — 5C, MnDOT)
2.9 Level of Service

Traffic engineers quantify traffic operation and performance of intersections in terms of “Levels
of Service” (or LOS). Traffic operations for the A.M. and P.M. peak hour conditions for
intersections within the study area were analyzed using the industry-standard Synchro/SimTraffic
Version 9 software package, which uses the methodology contained in the 2010 Highway
Capacity Manual (2010 HCM), published by the Transportation Research Board. The software
model was calibrated to replicate existing conditions as accurately as possible before being used
to assess future conditions. A full discussion of the methodology used to assess traffic operation
appears in the Appendix of this report.

Westwood analyzed existing traffic conditions based on turning movement counts, existing lane
geometrics and traffic control in the study area. Turning movement counts used in this analysis
are from the Hy-Vee Development Traffic Impact Analysis prepared by Kimley Horn3. The
operational analyses for Existing A.M. and P.M. peak hour conditions are summarized in Table 2-
1.

3 Hy-Vee Development — NE Corner of Trunk Highway 169 & Marystown Road, Kimley Horn, June 2016.
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Table 2-1: Existing Peak Hour Traffic Operations

Existing
. AM PM
Intersection Movement Level of | 95th %ile | Level of | 95th %ile
Service [Queue (ft) | Service [Queue (ft)
EBLT A 42 A 43
EBTR A 47 A 52
WBLT A 51 A 44
Vierling Dr & Marystown Rd WBTR A 28 A 42
(CSAH 15) NBLT A 45 A 44
NBTR A 52 A 418
SBTL A 53 A 69
SBTR A 32 A 43
EBLTR - - - -
WBLT A 29 A 59
WBR A 32 A 49
NBL - - - -
WB US 169 Ramps &
NBT A - A -
Marystown Rd (CSAH 15)
NBR A - A -
SBL A 23 A 20
SBT A - A -
SBR - - - -
EBLT - - - -
EBR - - - -
WBLT A 47 A 32
WBR A 28 A 32
EB US 169 NEL . " . .
Ramps/Windermere Rd &
NBT A - A -
Marystown Rd (CSAH 15) NBR A ) A 7
SBL A 42 A 46
SBT A - A -
SBR - - - -
EBL - - - -
EBTR - - - -
WBL A 28 A 44
WBT - - - -
17th Ave (CSAH 16) & V'\:IBBF é 5_0 é 3_5
Marystown Rd (CSAH 15) NBT A - A -
NBR A - A -
SBL A 48 A 33
SBT A - A -
SBR - - - -
EBLT A 9 A 28
EBR A - A 10
128th St & Marystown Rd WBLTR A 33 A 28
(CSAH 15) NBLTR A - A -
SBLT A - A 12
SBR A - A -

(Source: Westwood professional Services, December 2016)

12/7/2016

The overall intersection operation for the existing condition is shown to be at acceptable levels
with no queuing issues.

Westwood
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3.0 NO-BUILD CONDITION

In analyzing the traffic impacts of proposed development, it is important to model traffic
conditions in the study area for future year(s) without the development. Prior to this study, it
was agreed analysis would be conducted for one year after project build-out (2019) as well as for
the horizon year (2029) to remain consistent with the previously mentioned Kimley Horn traffic
study.

For this study the No-Build conditions assumed 1% growth rate per year as well as including the
Hy-Vee development traffic from the Kimley Horn study.

Figure 3-1 shows the projected turning movements of the 2019 No-Build condition and Figure 3-
2 shows the projected turning movements for the 2029 No-Build condition. Table 3-1 illustrates
the traffic operational impacts for the 2019 and 2029 No-Build conditions. There is insufficient
capacity at Vierling Dr & Marystown Rd (CSAH 15) for the westbound left turns in both the 2019
and 2029 conditions. Intersection operations should be monitored to determine if signal
warrants are met at Vierling Dr & Marystown Rd (CSAH 15). Results for the remaining
intersections indicate there remains sufficient capacity in the existing roadway geometrics to
accommodate this growth in background traffic levels.

9 Westwood
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Table 3-1: 2019 and 2029 No Build Traffic Operations

2019 No Build 2029 No Build
) AM PM AM PM
Intersection Movement Level of | 95th %ile | Level of | 95th %ile | Level of | 95th %ile | Level of | 95th %ile
Service |Queue (ft) [ Service |Queue (ft)| Service [Queue (ft)| Service [Queue (ft)
EBLT A 47 B 48 A 44 B 59
EBTR A 51 A 49 A 59 A 59
WBLT A 87 E 276 A 91 719
Vierling Dr & Marystown Rd WBTR A 38 C 194 A 37 C 542
(CSAH 15) NBLT A 37 B 75 A 46 B 82
NBTR A 59 A 88 A 61 A 99
SBTL B 75 B 111 B 70 C 155
SBTR A 33 A 48 A 34 C 77
EBLTR - - - - - - - -
WBLT A 42 D 103 B 43 E 126
WBR A 44 A 126 A 61 A 144
NBL - - - - - - - -
WB US 169 Ramps &
Marystown Rd (CSAH 15) NBT A . A . A - A .
NBR A - A - A 7 A -
SBL A 33 A 44 A 35 A 46
SBT A - A - A - A -
SBR - - - - - - - -
EBLT - - - - - - - -
EBR - - - - - - - -
WBLT C 43 C 46 D 59 [ 33
WBR A 31 A 40 A 38 A a2
EB US 169 AL - - - : - - - -
Ramps/Windermere Rd &
Marystown Rd (CSAH 15) NBT A . A — A ~ A -
NBR A 20 A 8 A 19 A 11
SBL A 75 A 76 A 84 A 70
SBT A - A - A - A -
SBR - - - - - - - -
EBL - - - - - - - -
EBTR - - - - - - - -
WBL A 27 A 38 A 23 A 38
WBT - - - - - - - -
b v (csmr 18 |— O s s s sl a e [ 4 [w
Marystown Rd (CSAH 15)
NBT A - A - A - A -
NBR A - A - A - A -
SBL A 59 A 44 A 49 A 50
SBT A - A - A - A -
SBR - - - - - - - -
EBLT A 9 A 24 A 9 A 23
EBR A - A - A - A 10
128th St & Marystown Rd WBLTR A 37 A 26 A 35 A 23
(CSAH 15) NBLTR A - A - A - A -
SBLT A - A - A 9 A 9
SBR A - A - A - A -

(Source: Westwood professional Services, December 2016)
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4.0 PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

The project site is currently undeveloped. As the site develops, there will be a significant
amount of pass-by and diverted trips for the proposed commercial uses, as well as the
additional new trips to and from the proposed residential uses.

The proposed development of the site will include a 53 single family homes and 120
townhomes. It should be noted that the 16 additional townhomes may be developed if the
property in the south west corner of Marystown Rd (CSAH 15) and 17t Ave (CSAH 16) is
acquired. Therefore, these townhomes were included in this study for a total of 136. In
addition, there is the potential for 16 single family homes in the south west corner of the site.
However, these homes would be a part of a separate development and should be analyzed
if/when that development occurs. The commercial portion of the site does not yet have
specific land uses. It was assumed that it would include a 120 unit apartment building, a 30 ksf
office building, a 10 ksf drug store/pharmacy, a 16 pump gas station, and 43 ksf of shopping
center space.

The Windermere development is part of a larger 323 acre development called the West End. In
the West Ends master plan the intensity of development on the 76 acre Windermere parcel is
higher than the current proposed Windermere development*. Therefore, analysis of the West
End traffic was not reviewed in this study as the initial West End study would represent a worst
case scenario.

As presented earlier, Figure 1-2 illustrates the concept site plan for the development. Table 4-1
provides a land use comparison between existing and proposed uses on the site.

Table 4-1 — Land Use Comparison

Existing Use Proposed Use
Single Family Housing 53 units
Townhomes 136 units
Apartments 120 units
open space 76.58 Acres Office Building 30 ksf
Drug Store/ Pharmacy 10 ksf
Shopping Center 43 ksf
Gas Station 16 pumps

(Source: Westwood Professional Services, 2016)

4 http://destinyhosted.com/shakodocs/2016/CCREG/20160419 536/2706 West End Concept.pdf
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4-1 Proposed Trip Generation

The Institute of Transportation Engineers’ Trip Generation Manual, Ninth Edition, was used to
estimate the numbers of trips that would be generated by this development.®> Table 4-2
summarizes the trip generation of the proposed land uses minus the internal trips (i.e., trips
from one internal land use to another). Therefore, these are the trips to be assigned and
distributed throughout the background traffic for each design year.

Table 4-2 — Trip Generation

. Weekday AM peak PM Peak

Land Use 'TE Size Enter | Exit | Enter Exit Enter | Exit

Single Family Housing 210 53 units 213 213 9 27 24 15
Condominium/Townhouse 230 136 units 334 | 334 9 46 34 17
Apartment 220 120 units 338 | 338 11 45 35 19
General Office Building 710.2 30 k.s.f. 140 140 37 5 6 27
Gas/Senice w/ Conv & Wash | 946 16 fuel pos. | 1,034 | 1,034 88 85 82 79
Pharmacy - No Drive Thru 880 10 k.s.f. 381 381 17 9 30 31
Shopping Center 820 43 Kk.s.f. 777 777 24 15 56 60
3,217 | 3,217 195 232 267 248

TOTAL 6,434 427 515

(Source: ITE Trip Generation Manual, Ninth Edition, 2012; Westwood Professional Services, 2016)

4-2 Trip Assignment

It is projected the development trips will distribute in generally the same pattern that
background traffic travels to and from the area today. Westwood used the calculated inbound
and outbound flow of the background traffic on the roadway system based on the traffic counts
taken in the area. Trip assignment in and out of the site was determined based on the land uses
and their proximity to each entrance/exit. The trip assignment is shown on Figure 4-1.

4-3  Traffic Volume Comparisons and Operational Performance

Figure 4-2 shows the 2019 Build condition turning movement volumes and Figure 4-3 shows the
2029 Build condition turning movement volumes.

Table 4-3 shows the operational performance of the 2019 and 2029 Build Condition. In the
2019 Build condition it was assumed that both ramp intersections on Marystown Rd (CSAH 15)
would be all way stop controlled. In the 2029 Build condition it was assumed that both ramp
intersections on Marystown Rd (CSAH 15) and Vierling Dr & Marystown Rd (CSAH 15) would be
signalized. With these geometric improvements, traffic operations are acceptable.

5 Trip Generation Manual, Ninth Edition, Institute of Transportation Engineers, Washington DC, 2012
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Table 4-3: 2019 and 2029 Build Traffic Operations

2019 Build 2029 Build
) AM PM AM PM
Intersection Movement Level of | 95th %ile | Level of | 95th %ile | Level of | 95th %ile | Level of | 95th %ile
Service |Queue (ft) [ Service [Queue (ft)| Service |Queue (ft)| Service |Queue (ft)

EBLT A 49 B 40 C 42 C 30
EBTR A 61 A 40 D 140 D 118
WBLT A 102 E 310 C 217 C 314

Vierling Dr & Marystown Rd WBTR A 44 C 212 C 56 C 96
(CSAH 15) NBLT A 53 B 95 A 66 B 117
NBTR A 65 B 109 A 86 A 123
SBTL B 72 C 172 B 126 C 200
SBTR A 42 C 89 B 64 C 114

EBLTR - - - - - - - -
WBLT A 36 A 69 D 88 C 154
WBR A 52 A 120 A 66 A 117

NBL - - A 10 - - A 8

WB US 169 Ramps &

Marystown Rd {CSAH 15) NBT B 57 B 63 A 52 A 79
NBR A 40 A 42 A 44 A 43

SBL A 46 B 59 A 56 B 95
SBT B 74 B 72 A 21 A 102

SBR - - - - - - - -
EBLT A 54 A 62 D 139 D 142

EBR A 36 A 40 A 30 A 56

WBLT A 38 A 42 C 63 C 73

WBR A 46 A 43 A 46 A 56

EBUS 169 NBL A 53 A 39 A 55 A 54

Ramps/Windermere Rd &

Marystown Rd (CSAH 15) NBT A 39 A 4 A 62 A 64
NBR A 49 A 25 A 51 A 33

SBL B 68 B 63 A 115 A 91

SBT B 68 B 74 A 47 A 44

SBR A 17 A 21 A 20 A 10

EBL B 43 A 30 B 50 C 29

EBTR A 40 B 28 B 41 B 30

WBL A 27 A 42 A 28 A 37

WBT B 15 A 23 C 16 B 28

17th Ave (CSAH 16) & WBR A 63 A 39 A 88 A 48
NBL A - A - A - A 17

Marystown Rd (CSAH 15)

NBT A - A - A - A -

NBR A - A - A - A -

SBL A 49 A 42 A 68 A 50

SBT A - A - A - A -

SBR A - A - A - A -

EBLT A 12 A 30 A 0 A 26

EBR A - A 10 A - A -

128th St & Marystown Rd WBLTR A 29 A 29 A 40 A 23

(CSAH 15) NBLTR A - A - A - A -

SBLT A - A 9 A - A 21

SBR A - A - A - A -

(Source: Westwood Professional Services, December 2016)
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5.0 FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

5-1

Findings

Trip generation of the proposed Windermere development does impact traffic in the study
area. There are 427 total trips projected by the site for the A.M. Peak and 515 trips projected in
the P.M. Peak Hour. Traffic is projected to be 54% outbound and 46% inbound during the A.M.
Peak Hour, while the P.M. Peak Hour is 52% inbound and 48% outbound.

The principal findings of the analysis included:

After internal trip reduction and pass-by reduction the A.M. Peak Hour has 255
projected new trips and the P.M. Peak Hour has 298 projected new trips.

Intersections will operate at Level of Service D (LOS-D) or better in the 2019 & 2029 No-
Build conditions. However, the westbound left turn at Vierling Dr & Marystown Rd will
be over capacity.

The intersection of Marystown Road (CSAH 15) and US 169 EB ramp/ Windermere Way
experienced excessive delays without mitigation in the 2019 and 2029 Build conditions.

Due to the existing capacity of Marystown Road (CSAH 15) and 17th Avenue (CSAH 16)
Nno expansion is necessary.

The Windermere development is less intense than the projection for this land area in

the West End master plan study therefore no additional analysis including the West End
traffic was included in the report.
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5-2 Recommendations

Recommendations include the following:
e Marystown Road (CSAH 15) & US 169 EB Ramps/Windermere Way and Marystown Road
(CSAH 15) & US 169 WB Ramps should be all-way stop controlled after full build out and

should be reanalyzed in the future to determine if it meets signal warrants.

e The new Windermere Way access onto Marystown Rd (CSAH 15) geometry should have
a left/thru turn lane and a dedicated right turn lane.

e Institute side-street stop control on the proposed Windermere Way and 17th Avenue
(CSAH 16), Windermere Way would then stop for traffic on 17th Avenue (CSAH 16).

e Build dedicated right and left turn lanes on Marystown Road (CSAH 15) southbound at
17th Avenue (CSAH 16).

* Re-mark westbound 17th Avenue (CSAH 16) at Marystown Rd (CSAH 15) to
accommodate two through lanes and dedicated left & right turn lanes.

e Institute a speed limit of 45 mph for Future 17th Avenue (CSAH 16) connection.
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