Minnesota Trunk Highway 22 Corridor Study — Agency Coordination &
Public Involvement Plan Outline

1. Overview
a. The Mankato/North Mankato Area Planning Organization (MAPQ) and the
Minnesota Department of Transportation (MnDOT) are conducting the TH 22
Corridor Study from St. Peter to Mapleton. The Study will evaluate existing and
future transportation recommendations, including:
e lane configurations
e access management
e intersection control options
e alternative intersection designs
e bicycle and pedestrian connectivity
e |ocal roadway and trail networks
e potential land use impacts and opportunities

Partners
e MAPO
e MnDOT

e Blue Earth County
e Le Sueur County

e Kasota
e Lime Township
e Mankato

e Mankato Township

e Mapleton

e St. Peter

e Region Nine Development Commission

2. Project Management Coordination Meetings

a. Bi-weekly coordination

b. Date/time TBD
3. Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) Meetings

a. Five TAC meetings

b. Provide guidance for corridor study and stakeholder input
4, Agency Coordination

a. Two meetings held with federal, state, and local agencies

b. Two meetings held with MnDOT functional experts

c. Coordination may include DNR and FHWA

d. Purpose: Provide input for Purpose & Need and other project decisions
5. Public Open House Meetings

a. Three open houses
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b. Purpose:

e OH #1: Introduce study, purpose and preliminary existing conditions,
stakeholders and the public to identify issues, needs and areas of
opportunities along corridor

e OH #2: Reviewing and asking for input on the draft corridor alternatives

e OH #3: Presentation of final corridor alternative concept

¢. Timing: November 2017, April 2018, and July 2018
d. Possible Tools: Live audience polling, dot exercises, corridor priority puzzle
e. Materials: Display boards, comment cards, PowerPoint presentation
Focus Group Meetings
a. 12 meetings — two sets of six
b. Purpose: Targeted, small group discussions to understand how the corridor
currently functions and build relationships in the community
c. Timing: October 2017 and March 2018
d. Potential target audiences: Freight, school, neighborhood residents,
EMS/Police/Fire
e. Geographically distribute meetings along corridor in conjunction with first two
open houses
Online Engagement
a. Purpose: Ensure study information is easily accessible
Custom study logo and website
Meeting materials
Key milestones
Photos, graphics, and maps
Commumty Study Survey
a. Purpose:
e Survey #1: Identify issues, needs, and areas of opportunities along corridor
e Survey #2: Prioritize recommendations
b. Timing: November 2017 and May 2018
c. Outlet: Online primarily and supported by paper mail-in option
Targeted Social Media
a. Purpose: Wide promotion of Study meetings, online survey, and other
engagement activities
b. Outlets: Facebook, Twitter, Instagram, NextDoor
c. Timing: Pre and post open houses and online survey, key milestones of Study
d. Audience: Target posts based on zip codes, demographics, and other appropriate
categories
e. Leverage partners’ social media channels
Traditional Media
a. Timing: Meeting notifications (press release, fliers) will be distributed two weeks
prior
b. Outlets: Mankato Free Press, Mankato Times, Mankato Gazette, St. Peter Herald,
Maple River Messenger
c. Contact: SRF will coordinate with Public Affairs from MnDOT
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Highway 22 Corridor Study — November 2017 Focus Group Outreach

The project team held a series of focus group meetings with targeted stakeholders along the Highway 22
corridor. A total of four meetings were held — one in Segment 1, two in Segment 2, and one in Segment 3.
Meeting dates and locations are listed below. The purpose of each meeting was to present the purpose and
goals of study, the study schedule, and obtain input on issues, concerns and priorities from local residents and
business owners. Postcard invitations were mailed to participants as well as follow up emails and phone were
made to encourage attendance at each meeting. The following summarizes the discussion from the meeting:

Segment 1

Meeting date: Thursday, November 2 at the Kasota Council
Chambers

Audience: Local residents and businesses

Comments received:

e Drainage
0 Add potential holding ponds or added
wetlands above ravines (area between Lime
Valley Road and Highway 22) because three
inches plus of rain causes washout and
culvert issues on Lime Valley Road.
O Culvert drainage issues for culverts under Highway 22.
They get clogged. Flooding is noted on Nielsen
Blackstopping property. (Photo 1)
e Stream extension, add to map. (Photo 2)
e Highway 22/Pheasant Drive and Highway 22/Wood Drive
0 Challenging movements include left turn off Highway 22
(northbound to westbound) and left turn on to Highway
22 (eastbound to northbound)
e Two larger developments proposed (Photo 3)
0 Chankaska Winery event center and solar field

e Important to have acceleration lanes on Highway 22 between
Pearl Street and CSAH 21 (Hill St) (were removed when
improvements were made prior to US 169 detour).

e Important to have truck climbing lanes for southbound (critical)
on Highway 22 just south of US 169.

e Southbound right turn lane is awkward, was revised when
construction was done prior to Highway 99 detour. Curb radius is
square.

e Highway 22/CSAH 45

0 Safety concern — lots of accidents or almost accidents,
bad sight distance due to vertical profile of Highway 22.
0 No left turn lane so cars use bypass lanes when there is a

left turning vehicle. This creates issues for westbound Photo 3
vehicles during onto Highway 22 as sight lines are challenging. Very scary for drivers.
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e Highway 22/CSAH 21
0 Traffic operations at this intersection were much worse when Highway 99 detour was on
Highway 22.
O Public not in favor of a J-turn at this intersection
e Highway 22/460" Street
0 Gravel trucks use inside through lane (northbound) to turn left (eastbound)
e Highway 22/470" Street
0 Safety concerns, no left turn lane so cars use right turn lane to bypass left turning vehicles.
e Highway 22/Jayhawk
0 West legis skewed, however public comment was sight lines were good still.
e Highway 22/CSAH 2 (243" Street)
0 Improve sight lines, possibly install a roundabout
e Highway 22/CR 101
0 Good location for a roundabout
e Trails
O DNR parking lot has pedestrian underpass under Highway
22. Good location for a trail along west side of Highway 22
that connects into this tunnel.
0 Public would like snowmobiles on future DNR trail, would
like to get to Mankato from Kasota by snowmobile. The
DNR has previously stated they do not want horse or
snowmobile on the trail.
0 Would like pedestrian cross at Pearl Street to access
Chankaska Winery
0 The running route (portion on Rabbit Road) is used by
Mankato State University track team (blue line highlighted : /A
in Photo 4). High speeds and volumes noted on Rabbit Road which Photo 4
also has increased pedestrians due to runners and residents in town.
e Le Sueur County is currently leading a waste water study in the study area. The mayor of Kasota
(Bridget Klein) has the contact for this study and can send to the study team if needed.
e Lighting along Highway 22 is adequate when it is fully functional. Currently there are issues with
some of the lighting not being on at various times or locations along Highway 22.
e Users of Highway 22
0 High volumes of semi-trucks use Highway 22, some were rerouted during Highway 169
detour and found Highway 22 to be a better route so continued using Highway 22.
0 Lots of commuters between St. Peter and Mankato for work
0 Quarry traffic generally travels southbound when loaded and northbound when unloaded.
Usually all day.
0 City anticipates increase in truck traffic, trucking businesses are planning to come into area
in future.
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Segment 2
Meeting date: Thursday, November 2 at the Greater Mankato Growth office
Audience: Local businesses north and south of Highway 22 and US 14

Comments received:

e Madison/Haefner
0 Intersection is unsafe. East of Carver Road is 55 mph for westbound vehicles then it drops to
45 mph. Cars are still traveling faster at Haefner Drive intersection so it is hard for northbound
vehicles to turn left onto Madison Ave. A roundabout evaluation was completed in March
2017 and determined that a roundabout was feasible for this intersection.
e Highway 22/CSAH 57
0 Good location for a roundabout
e Highway 22/Hoffman
o0 Difficult for pedestrians to cross, good location for a pedestrian over/underpass
e Highway 22/CSAH 3 (N Victory Drive)
0 Difficult for westbound movement in pm peak, lots of delay
0 If this becomes a roundabout, concerns with truck traffic accessing Walmart Distribution
center via CSAH 3, traffic might reroute.
0 Possibly add additional signing on US 14 to direct truck traffic to preferred route.
e Highway 22/CSAH 26
0 Northbound left turn is a protected arrow. Lots of traffic going to Wickersham Health Campus
is stuck at this light during off peak hours. Consider a flashing yellow arrow.
e Highway 22/Augusta
0 Traffic operations predicted to worsen when Premier Drive connection is made in 2018.
0 Businesses not supportive of a R-cut at this intersection.
0 Safety concerns noted at intersection.
e Highway 22/US 14
0 Lots of delay noted, possible consider better signal timing or control type change. Southbound
gueues extend to CSAH 3.
0 Important to maintain dual left turn lanes at both US 14 ramp intersections helps during peak
mall traffic periods.
e Highway 22/Adams
0 Heavy traffic southbound to turn right to access mall. Cones are set up to channel traffic into
mall parking lot during peak periods (i.e. over holiday season). Important to mall to maintain
this dedicated right turn lane.
0 Improve landscaping of center island, mall owner willing to take on expense and maintenance.
0 Traffic volumes appear to have decreased since installation of roundabout (truck traffic
rerouting).
e Developments
0 Walmart Distribution Center (southwest corner of CSAH 3/CSAH 12 intersection)
= Projected to double in size (accounted for in MAPO LRTP and traffic studies previously
completed)

ﬂ HIGHWAY 22 | CORRIDOR STUDY 3



= Lots of heavy trucks access site via US 14 and
either Highway 22 or CSAH 12. Trucks don’t
like multilane roundabouts so tend to favor
CSAH 12 which has single lane roundabouts.

= Trucks use mall parking lot to wait in until
delivery time.

O Heavy residential developments planned surrounding
new Prairie Winds Middle School (accounted for in
MAPO LRTP)

0 Potential location for new elementary school west of
Wickersham Health Campus, south of 227 Street and
west of Highway 22. Extension of Premier Drive south
to August Drive is planned (Photo 5) (traffic study
currently being completed for this).

0 Avregional recreation facility is planned north of
Prairie Winds Middle School. This would be a regional
draw.

0 Three parcels have been subdivided south of Highway
22/CSAH 57 (Photo 6). This is in MAPO boundary and
should have been accounted for in their LRTP

e Drainage issues noted near Mills Fleet Farm (Photo 7).

e Businesses in favor of roundabouts.

e Would like the corridor to be beautiful, need to maintain
MnDOT right-of-way with more mowing. Currently
businesses do it in some areas.

e If a speed change is considered it would most likely impact
truck traffic, i.e. higher speed more traffic, lower speed less
traffic.

e Businesses in favor of four-lane section on Highway 22 from
Mankato to St. Peter.

e Perception of corridor is traffic volumes have gone down since
installation of roundabouts. However, volumes have gone up according the most recent AADTs
published by MnDOT>

e More lighting between Mankato and St. Peter, make it all uniform.

o Trails

0 Would like Highway 22 corridor to be bike friendly

0 Currently sidewalks on both sides of Highway 22, lots of pedestrian use these — destination is
DQ, coming from Sakatah Singing Hills State Trail

0 Sakatah Singing Hills State Trail is in poor shape from Madison Lake to east of Faribault.

0 The trails in the area are a regional draw and promoted by the city and businesses to draw in
tourists.

0 Would like gap in trail system south to CSAH 90 completed.

0 Mall would like connection to regional trail system. Mankato half marathon begins and ends at
the mall.

e Users of Highway 22
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0 Lots of regional use on Highway 22.

0 Residents from lowa and St. Peter use Highway 22 to access mall.

0 Trucks use Highway 22 to access Walmart Distribution center, via US 14 and from south via
Highway 22.

0 Local traffic will likely us CSAH 12 once construction of final connection is complete.

0 During the winter, US 14 is very icy, lots of spin outs, so more traffic on Highway 22 and in
town to avoid US 14.

Meeting date: Monday, November 13 at Kennedy Elementary School in Mankato
Audience: PTO members

Comments received:

e Safety concerns
0 The school district’s current policy is they bus students first and if a student needs to bike or
walk the school district will work with the family.
0 Infavor of adding an overpass or underpass at Highway 22 and Hoffman Rd so students can
walk safely to and from school/home.
0 Infavor of adding a roundabout from near Highway 22 and Hoffman Rd, but recognized that
won’t necessarily make it easier for pedestrians crossing.
0 Possible mid-block grade separated crossing on Highway 22 near Prairie Winds Middle School,
directly between Highway 22/Highway 83 and Highway 22/Hoffman Rd.
0 Highway 22 intersection to Lake Washington had bad sightlines, making it hard to turn onto
Highway 22. There is a flashing beacon there.
0 Pohl Rd and Stadium Rd was also indicated as an intersection with bad sightlines.
0 Turning left on Highway 22 going eastbound to northbound is challenging because there is no
acceleration lane.
o Trails
0 Would like to see better connections to regional trails from Mankato. Currently there are lots
of almost connections. Would prefer to be able to bike to bike trails.
O Trails adjacent to Victory Drive flood in the spring.
e landscaping
0 Prefer having a natural landscape (prairie) along corridor.
e Users of Highway 22
0 Many attendees said they travel on Highway 22 to Mapleton for specific reasons - sporting
events and fishing.
0 There is more northbound traffic on Highway 22 traveling to St. Peter and the Twin Cities.
0 Drivers avoid Highway 22 during peak hours and instead use 169.
e There are longer passing lanes north of Mankato.
0 Attendees would like to see additional ones added as there is only one southbound just south
of US 169
e Flooding
0 Areas of flooding indicated at Stadium Rd and Hwy 83, Madison Ave and CR 82 (Victory Drive).
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Segment 3
Meeting Date: Thursday, October 26

Audience: Local residents and Businesses south of CSAH 90

Comments received:

Turn lanes are being added as part of the 2018 construction on Highway 22 for the businesses just
south of CSAH 90. Reference final plans for extents.

Hard to turn left onto Highway 22 from K&G Gymnastics driveway because northbound lane drop
occurs at intersection. Reference final plans for 2018 construction to see how this is addressed.
Adding a trail like the one on CSAH 90 would be nice on Highway 22.

Meeting Date: Wednesday, November 1

Audience: Local residents, Mapleton School Superintendent, Mapleton Mayor, City staff

Comments received:

Highway 22/CSAH 7
O Sanitary sewer under Highway 22 is old.
Highway 22/CSAH 21

0 Potential historic park in southeast corner.

0 Tough intersection, lots of large trucks accessing commercial properties, feed mill and truck
wash. Westbound to northbound movement is heavy.

Highway 22/Highway 30 (south leg)

0 Lots of large heavy vehicles, windmill traffic noted.
Highway 22/CSAH 4

0 Would like to see turn lanes and bypass lanes.
Mapleton High School football field to remain even if new high school is constructed.
Mapleton would like to pave Borchert Street if new high school is constructed in southeast corner of
Borchert Street and Central Avenue. If this
happens, then adding turn lanes on Highway
22 is recommended.
Trails

0 City in favor of more bike trails in
area.

0 Would prefer a separated trail as
there are high speeds on Highway 22.
Potential location west of Highway 22.

0 Solar garden currently being
constructed (Photo 8).

0 Potential trail alignment option drawn
in blue in pic below. Would go on
north and west side of solar garden.
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0 Safety concern with existing cross crossing on Highway 22. There are flashers now but still a
concern.
e Richard Nienow would like a turn lane on Highway 22 at his property. Possibly hoping to sell property
to developer some day for highway commercial use.
e Lots of speeding noted on Highway 22.
e City wants to encourage growth.
0 Improve safety and function of Highway 22.
0 Add turn lanes to encourage redevelopment of agricultural property to commercial.
e Ditches along Highway 22 (both sides) south of CSAH 21 are wet a lot of time and are not mowed
consistently.
e MnDQOT is planning to reconstruct Highway 22 one mile north of Mapleton as part of 2023 project.
e Users of Highway 22
0 Lots of commuters and heavy vehicles travel from Mapleton, Wells and other southern cities
to Mankato for work.
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Highway 22 Community Survey

Q1 On Hwy 22 between Mankato and St. Peter, what is more important
to you, mobility (getting through quickly with little or no delays) or easily
accessing local roads, businesses, and residential areas? Please select

one.

Answered: 427  Skipped: 13

Mobility -
maintain hig...

Easy access -
reduced aver...

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

ANSWER CHOICES

Mobility — maintain higher average speed for through traffic and reduce congestion — add lanes but restrict or consolidate
local access, make use of J-turns at intersections with four lanes

Easy access - reduced average speed for through traffic, but improve access to local roads with — roundabouts, etc... (two
lanes with dedicated left turn lanes)

TOTAL

117

RESPONSES
57.61% 246

42.39% 181

427



Highway 22 Community Survey

Q2 What are your preferences for the look and feel of Hwy 22 as you
travel through Mankato? Please select one.

Answered: 413  Skipped: 27
Urban parkway
(four-lanes,...
Rural highway
(four-lanes,...
Other (please
list)
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES
Urban parkway (four-lanes, curbs, continue trails on both sides, landscaping, narrower median, roundabouts, lower speeds, 38.26% 158
higher cost)
Rural highway (four-lanes, stays as is with ditches and wider median, roundabouts, continue trails on both sides, additional 58.60% 242
landscaping, lower cost)
Other (please list) 3.15% 13
TOTAL 413
# OTHER (PLEASE LIST) DATE
1 NO more roundabouts 7/4/2018 3:24 PM
2 Grade separation at Madison avenue instead of highly congested double roundabout. Grade 7/3/2018 9:34 AM
separation on trails/sidewalks. Rural highway is fine through Mankato if right of way is wide
enough. Grade separated pedestrian crossings. Grade separation with exits at Madison, Hoffman,
Stadium and Southern bypass 90 at Southern bypass; Controlled intersection at North Riverfront
drive with downtown signage
3 Rural highway, no trails or roundabouts 7/2/2018 6:38 PM
4 Biggest issue is safety at Augusta and 22 7/2/2018 6:24 PM
5 Higher speeds 7/2/2018 5:39 PM
6 Rural hwy is ok, but dedicated bicycle lanes is a must for safety. 7/2/2018 5:25 PM
7 NO ROUNDABOQOUTS - they suck! 7/2/2018 11:49 AM
8 Please no roundabouts! Be mindful of farming vehicles and trucks that use this road. 7/2/2018 11:41 AM
9 No bike trail 7/2/2018 9:39 AM
10 No Preference 6/21/2018 3:13 PM
11 Leave it for what it was intended (rural local traffic) not a major short cut for oversized trucks and 6/21/2018 2:21 PM
fast vehicles.
12 Leaveitasis 6/18/2018 10:44 AM

2/7



Highway 22 Community Survey

Q3 In the City of Mankato, if a pedestrian underpass or overpass were to
be provided, where is the best location? Please select two.

Answered: 405  Skipped: 35

At or near
Wickersham...

At or near
HyVee/River...

At or near
Walmart...

At or near
Hoffman Road...

Other (please
list)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%

80%

90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

At or near Wickersham Health Campus 14.07%

At or near HyVee/River Hills Mall 62.22%

At or near Walmart (Bassett Drive) 17.53%

At or near Hoffman Road (schools) 57.28%

Other (please list) 6.67%

Total Respondents: 405

# OTHER (PLEASE LIST) DATE

1 Hwy 22 and Augusta dr 7/8/2018 12:37 PM
2 Augusta Drive 7/5/2018 12:15 PM
3 At Augusta Drive 71472018 11:13 AM
4 Augusta drive 7/4/2018 8:17 AM
5 Basset Drive has poor visibility, which could be solved by a well-designed roundabout. However, 7/3/2018 8:55 AM

drivers are still wierd at roundabouts so cyclists MUST be considered in their design or we have to

act like pedestrians on wheels.
22 and Augusta
Multiple: Hoffman and hyvee

Madison Ave

© oo N o

169 at or near McDonalds

3/7

7/3/2018 1:09 AM
7/2/2018 10:12 PM
7/2/2018 9:28 PM
7/2/2018 9:20 PM

57

252

71

232

27
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11
12
13
14
15
16
17

18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26

27

Highway 22 Community Survey

If not under/over pass at wickersham some sort of trail access for residents so they don't need to
cross hwy22 as it tends to be busy most hours and the traffic light is not used friendly to safely
Ccross

Creating crrime spots
Victory dr

At Augusta Drive
Stadium Road
Menards

None

Roundabouts are tricky for pedestrians when there is heavy car traffic. And motorists don't often
think to look for pedestrians there.

Schools are an important issue.

Prairie Winds

From lookout to 169 going towards Lake Crystal
Augusta Drive/Hwy. 22

Augusta Drive

connecting sakatah trail

Depends on trail plans

msu campus by Tafton

There is a sign needed at the intersection of Southbound Highway 22 and Hoffman Road in
Mankato. | routinely walk across the westbound turning lane from southbound highway 22 traffic
but there is no indication whether the cars are supposed to yield to walkers or if walkers should
yield to traffic. | have almost been struck by cars who can not decide whether or not they are the
ones who should be yielding to me when | begin to cross the turning lane.

at Prairie Winds School

417

7/2/2018 7:58 PM

7/2/2018 6:38 PM
7/2/2018 5:41 PM
7/2/2018 5:24 PM
7/2/2018 3:20 PM
7/2/2018 2:38 PM
7/2/2018 12:01 PM
7/2/2018 11:41 AM

6/21/2018 3:37 PM
6/21/2018 3:00 PM
6/21/2018 2:55 PM
6/21/2018 2:28 PM
6/21/2018 2:27 PM
6/21/2018 2:23 PM
6/21/2018 2:21 PM
6/20/2018 7:02 PM
6/19/2018 5:11 AM

6/18/2018 12:32 PM



Highway 22 Community Survey

Q4 What type of pedestrian crossing are you comfortable using in

Mankato? Select all that apply.

Answered: 401  Skipped: 39

Signal (at
intersection...

Roundabout (at
intersection...

Grade
separated...

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

ANSWER CHOICES

Signal (at intersection only)
Roundabout (at intersection only)

Grade separated crossing (underpass or overpass)

Total Respondents: 401

5/7

90% 100%

RESPONSES
59.85%

28.18%

75.31%

240

113

302



Highway 22 Community Survey

Q5 What type of grade-separated pedestrian crossing (separates
pedestrians from traffic flow) do you prefer in Mankato? Please select

one.

Answered: 408  Skipped: 32

Overpass
(bridge)

Underpass
(tunnel)

No preference

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

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES
Overpass (bridge) 41.91%
Underpass (tunnel) 20.83%
No preference 37.25%

TOTAL

6/7

90% 100%

171

85

152

408



Highway 22 Community Survey

Q6 Tell us how you would use the Minnesota River State Trail between
Mankato and St. Peter. Select all that apply.

Answered: 406  Skipped: 34

Travel/Commute
(to and from...

Recreation
(most scenic...

Special use
(horses,...

All of the
above (just...

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

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES
Travel/Commute (to and from work/shortest route along Hwy 22) 21.18% 86
Recreation (most scenic closer to the MN River, family friendly) 62.56% 254
Special use (horses, snowmobiles) 9.36% 38
33.00% 134

All of the above (just happy to have a trail anywhere)

Total Respondents: 406

717
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About the Study

n LeCenter -k The Mankato/North Mankato Area Planning Organization (MAPQO)
T — 1 and the Minnesota Department of Transportation (MnDOT)
— N aiea | | ’j | are conducting a Highway 22 Corridor Study from St. Peter to
—E]
. Kilkenny, Mapleton. The Study will evaluate existing and future transportation
Kasotal recommendations, including:
- e lane configurations
® access management
® intersection control options
VAR e alternative intersection designs
e - * pbicycle and pedestrian connectivity
North .
Mankato [ ¢ |ocal roadway and trall networks
(Mankato Eagle . . o
Cake e potential land use impacts and opportunities
50 SKyline
SEsil> Partners
e MAPO e Mankato Township
e MnDOT e Mapleton
e Blue Earth County o St. Peter
& B e | e Sueur County e Region Nine Development
| | ——L— | ] ] e Kasota Commission
' \ cood f ‘ Pemberton I I : :
Thunder e | ime Township
e Mankato
Waldort STAY UPDATED
53 - . . .
B | | Visit the study website for more information:
I [ { B th22corridorstudy.com
S S e vl R ) | ) _
| — H ‘ Minnesota g p—— L--— Contact Information:
I [ake M | '
| J | MnDOT MAPO SRF Consulting Group
_isa Bigham Paul Vogel Craig Vaughn
Segment 1 IJ:_ Municipal Boundaries MNDOT Planning Director — MAPQ Director Project Manager
S | District 7 (507) 387-8613 (763) 249-6774
Segment2 [ -/ County Boundaries (507) 304-6195 pvogel@mankatomn.gov cvaughn@srfconsulting.com
Segment 3 0 2 ?Miles lisa.bigham@state.mn.us

m W.MAPO

DEPARTMENT OF | MANKATO/NORTH MANKATO
TRANSPORTATION AREA PLANNING ORGANIZATION
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Existing Roadway Characteristics Existing and 2045 Forecast Volumes
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Emstmg Rcadway Characterlstlcs Existing and 2045 Forecast Volumes
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Emstmg Rcadway Characterlstlcs Existing and 2045 Forecast Volumes
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Segment 1

Origin-Destination Analysis
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Origin and Destination Zones: Segment 1

I Analysis Point % = Trips To or From Analysis Point

0 2 4
E Origin and Destination Zone Regional to Regional (Pass Through) Trips = <5% ] ] Miles

Key Highlights

e lLocal to local travel makes up the highest percentage of trips.
e [ravel patterns remain the same on the weekend vs Weekday.

o High percentage of commuter and recreational travel between Mankato.
and St. Peter.

e Pass through travel accounts for less than 5% of all trips.
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Origin-Destination Analysis
North of US 14

Origin-Destination Analysis
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Key Highlights

E Origin and Destination Zone

Regional to Regional (Pass Through) Trips = <5%

Origin and Destination Zones: Segment 2 South End

I Analysis Point

E Origin and Destination Zone

% = Trips To or From Analysis Point

Regional to Regional (Pass Through) Trips = <5%

e |Local to local travel makes up the highest
percentage of trips.

» High percentage of travel to Mankato from the

south.
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vs weekday.

e J[ravel patterns remain the same on the weekend

In general, high percentage of commercial vehicles
travel to Mankato via US 14.

all trips.
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» Pass through travel accounts for less than 5% of
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Segment 3

Origin-Destination Analysis
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Origin and Destination Zones: Segment 3
. Analysis Point % = Trips To or From Analysis Point
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Key Highlights

» Local to local travel makes up the highest percentage of trips to/from the north.
e [ravel patterns remain the same on the weekend vs Weekday.
o High percentage of travel to Mankato from the south.

» Pass through travel accounts for approximately 107 of all trips.
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Segment 1

AM Corridor Level of Service PM Corridor Level of Service AM Intersection Level of Service PM Intersection Level of Service
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Segment 2

Key Highlights

e Considerable
congestion north of
Mankato city limits.

« Moderate congestion In
southern portion of
segment 2.

» Moderate to very
congested for side
street approaches along
corridor.
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O Two-Way Stop Control
@ Generally Uncongested
O Slightly Congested

O Moderately Congested
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Name Phone Email
Les1-304- 4381 Sa-:e\-\, re.\f\\‘.:iﬂjﬂb\ucenr\'\'\cwv\-\-v AR J°"/

Croseiy Qo\r\\%nj

Wt

)Qv; n Scoc:/n..fﬁl’l

Kﬁ\\m%&ﬁé% |

5y 017,.5/ o — -3097
) [-580-31\2C

qul)&fok@ ?Ma.’/, Com

> ]dr\ae&e,r@ ﬁ/‘w\cu;\ (O

¢ S07 -S$s- oz Grdred.of ke @%ﬁ.%

Videbowe | So-tsl-2ut | Kakeb@Rpswn - fowe
[ ¥

[Zw(x 1t~ ﬁmkq L OD-35 L6757

Wome R adhe 534~ LT e

? VIVE it o Ackon ~TBUE Trant F
ﬂﬁ.ml Llave 3%~ ltole Csrdlelark @ yinevdlwint<cers. com
Wil [T ECHO SI-4G/ NV, PLedio C. Blasémar/c o Gty 60
p = / ‘




ﬂ HIGHWAY 22 | CORRIDOR STUDY

Open House #1
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Open House #1

Thursday, January 18 | 4:00-5:30 p.m.
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COMMENT SHEET

Public Open House — Thursday, January 18, 2018

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.
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NOTE: Deadline for mailed comments is Friday, February 2, 2018.
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COMMENT SHEET

Public Open House — Thursday, January 18, 2018

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.
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COMMENT SHEET
Public Open House — Thursday, January 18, 2018

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.
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COMMENT SHEET

Public Open House — Thursday, January 18, 2018

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.
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COMMENT SHEET
Public Open House - Thursday, January 18, 2018

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.
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COMMENT SHEET

Public Open House — Thursday, January 18, 2018

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.
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Public Open House — Thursday, January 18, 2018

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.

Name: /I,(Db\m &c);.u.mﬂa(‘i
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NOTE: Deadline for mailed comments is Friday, February 2, 2018.
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About the Study

The Mankato/North Mankato Area Planning Organization (MAPO)
and the Minnesota Department of Transportation (MnDOT) are
conducting a Highway 22 Corridor Study from Saint Peter to
Mapleton. The Study will evaluate existing and future transportation
'ecommendations, Including:

e Center

® |[ane configurations
® ACCEeSS management
e intersection control options
¢ alternative intersection designs
Madison IS ® picycle and pedestrian connectivity
Lake | .
-' e |ocal roadway and trail networks
e potential land use impacts and opportunities
Partners
e MAPO e Mankato Township
e MnDOT e Mapleton
e Blue Earth County e Saint Peter
e | e Sueur County e Region Nine Development
e Kasota Commission
e | ime Township e MnDNR
""""""""" IJ e Mankato
/ 5 )
Good j Pemberton il e
Thunder ’ . Study Tasks
| T1 - Project Management
) ( ! T2 - Agency and Public Involvement
| Project Manager Coordination
C e’n‘ ter J ! Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) Meetings
i Agency Coordination and Policy Board Meetings - .
! Public Open House Meetings . . ’
! Focus Groups O
! Online Engagement
Map l etq_n I Study Survey
. i @ Targeted Social Media
i Traditional Media
——— : T3 - Data Collection and Acquisition I
: T4 - Corridor Vision, Goals, and Purpose and Need —'
! T5 - Corridor Issues Identification and Confirmation ﬁ
! § '_J T6 - Intersection Control Evaluation (ICE) Reports ﬁ
| w T7 - Corridor Alternatives Development, Analysis, and I
_— B B S —— , , | Screening/Evaluation
| L Min nresota |I _________ ) T8 - Trail Concepts and Recommendations
i_ l Lrak‘(;' ! T9 - Landscaping/Streetscaping Concepts and
I Recommendations
| } | ! T10 - Costs d
Ti1 - Implementation Plan —
. . . T12 - Corridor Study Report L {J () @ |
Seg me nt 1 i M u ni CI pal Bou ndarl eS O Project Manager Coordination <> Focus Groups ) Web Updates/Surveys/FaceBook Ads/Newsletters
J—r_l . TAC Meeting * Key Deliverable / Technical Memorandum
Seg ment 2 [——L_|_J COU nty Boundarles . Agency/Policy Board Meeting Draft and Final-Draft Report
O 2 4 . Open House Meeting Final Report

Segment 3 E— Miles
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Segment 1 Concepts (Preliminary)

US 169 (in Saint Peter) to CR 2

et I'
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22

Legend:
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mm Grading/Construction Limits
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"Future Median Openings will be Subject to MnDOT Access Management Guidelines
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Segment 2A Concepts (Preliminary)

CR 2 to CR 26 (227th Street) & Hwy 83/CR 60 (Stadium Road) to CR 90

NMapleton

Legend:
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O € Lower Cost QO Large Footprint
($) Drainage Ponds/Ditches

No Build - Four Lane Divided

4 LANE RURAL DIWIDED + TRAIL

Typical Section

- -_ k:\-- / o o )
g FASEEEE NS48 AN

| .ﬁli:nl"l_rsrt;tf
- 7 - *

& ¥ i dd 2as8 3 30 JORF
b AL SEEREL ST &Y

TESFETETA LAY

Hwy 83/CR 60 (Stadium

Concept A - Four Lane Divided with

Sidewalk/Trail Improvements

Q€ Lower Cost QO Large Footprint
(b Drainage Ponds/Ditches

|~

(R 1’2 BRI 2

T ARRE LR | ¥

il

DIVIDED + TRAIL

Typical Section

Segment 2B Concepts (Preliminary)

oad) to CR 26 (227th Street)

Legend:
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South of CR 26 (227th Street) to South of Hoffman Road
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Segment 3 Concepts (Preliminary)

City of Mapleton
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Segment 1 Evaluation Summary

US 169 (in Saint Peter) to CR 2

Corridor Function Right-of-Way Safety

Improve
Peduce nerease travel Minimize r.ig.ht—of— inFersection safety |I’T.1|:)I'OV€ |m.prove. COSt
congestion speed Reduce access way acqu.|5|t|on/ (1.e. turn/R—cut./ blcycl.e. pedestrian/bicycle
property impacts roundabout/passing connectivity comfort/satety
lanes)

No Build - No Build (Two Lane Pavement
Two Lane ReSUI'"FaCing)

Concept Two Lane Pavement Resurfacing with

A Trail

Concept

B Three Lane Options

Concept

C Three Lane Options with Trail

Concept

Four Lane Divided
D

Concept
E

Four Lane Divided with Tralil ‘

’ Best meets objective O Acceptable, but not distinguishing ’ Does not meet objective

H MANKATO/NORTH MANKATO
AREA PLANNING ORGANIZATION
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Segment 2A Evaluation Summary

CR 2 to CR 26 (227th Street) and Hwy 83/CR 60 (Stadium Road) to CR 90

Corridor Function Right-of—Way Safety
|mprove
Minimize right—of— Intersection safety |m|:>rove |mprove COSt
Reduce Increase travel o . . . .
. Reduce access way ach|5|t|on/ (i.e. turn/R-cut/ blcycle pedestrlan/blcycle
congestion speed . . .
property impacts roundabout/passmg connectivity comfort/safety
lanes)

No Build -
Two/Four No Build (Two/Four !_ane Pavement ’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’
Resurfacing)
Lane
Concept Two/Four Lane Pavement
A Resurfacing with Trail
Concept
P Three Lane Options
B
Concept
P Three Lane Options with Trail
C
Concept
P Four Lane Divided
D
Concept . | |
e Four Lane Divided with Tralil ‘ ‘

’ Best meets objective O Acceptable, but not distinguishing ’ Does not meet objective

H MANKATO/NORTH MANKATO
AREA PLANNING ORGANIZATION
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Segment 2B Evaluation Summary

CR 26 (227th Street) to Hwy 83/CR 60 (Stadium Road)

Corridor Function Right-of-Way Safety

|mprove

Increase .
. . pedestrlan |mprove COSt
. Potential for Improve corridor greenspace ) . .
Reduce congestion . Reduce access : crossing saFety by pedestrlan/blcycle
reduction In speeds aesthetics between roadway . .
o reducmg crossing comfort/safety
and trail/sidewalk .
distance

No Build - ¢ Build (Four

Four Lane Lane Pavement O ’
Divided Resurfacing)

Four Lane

Divided with

Concept Sidewalk/Trail @ () () @

A |mprovements
and Ditches

Four Lane
Urban Divided

Concept
P with Sidewalk/ O ’

B Trail (Both
Sides)
‘ Best meets objective O Acceptable, but not distinguishing ‘ Does not meet objective

ﬂ MANKATO/NORTH MANKATO
AREA PLANNING ORGANIZATION
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Segment 3 Evaluation Summary

City of Mapleton

Corridor Function Right-of-Way Safety

Improve |mprove COSt

|mprove business . . .
Intersection saFety |mprove blcycle

Potential for Minimize right-of-

reduction In speeds

|mprove corridor

(i.e. provide turn- : way acquisition/ edestrian/bicycle
P aesthetics Y acq P Y

. (i.e. turn/passin connectivit
Ianes) property |mpacts P 5 Y

lanes) comfort/safety

No Build - No Build (Two Lane Pavement

Two Lane ReSUI'"FaCing)
Concept Two Lane Pavement Resurtacing
A with Trall
Concept

Two Lane Urban with Sidewalk/Trall

Concept

Three Lane Rural
C

Concept
D

Three Lane Rural with Trail

COncePt Three Lane Urban with Sidewalk/ ’
= Trail

’ Best meets objective Q Acceptable, but not distinguishing

Does not meet objective

H MANKATO/NORTH MANKATO
AREA PLANNING ORGANIZATION
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Place a sticker on your preferred pedestrian crosswalk type

How do you

AT INTERSECTIONS

Roundabout

AT MID-BLOCK CROSSINGS

i .Iﬂlfl’ "Fﬂmlllllliﬂlllllll!Ilf!lrmu TR

Pedestrian Signal

Hawk System

. IIHill\llFﬂl TSN ISy mam

URIE 1 SIS g
L s

Place a sticker on your preferred grade-separated pedestrian crossing location (overpass/underpass)

i ﬁ_;\\__
A T

7 AN QMA@?
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Pedestrian Crossing Options

City of Mankato

prefer pedestrians to cross Highway 227
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Minnesota River State Trail Corridor Alternatives
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Minnesota River State Trail Corridor Alternatives — Evaluation Summary

Segment A West Segment A East Segment B Segment C

T N T R

Length (miles) 11.5 10.3

Trail User

Ped/Bike Multi-use Trail per MnDNR guidelines Yes Yes Yes Yes
Snowmobile No No Potential Potential
Equestrian No No No" No"
Right-of-Way Ownership

Publicly owned land requires no right-of-way acquisitior Private () - Public & Private () - Public & Private @ - Pubic
Wetland Conflicts (acres)

Corridor alignment crosses between 1and S acres Q Q ’ ’

Railroad Crossing

Corridor alignment does not cross railroad

Road Crossing

Corridor alignment minimizes amount of crossings

Scenic Value

Corridor has high scenic value

Traffic Volume

Alignment minimizes exposure to trafhc

@ & O O
o @ O O
o O O O

Comfort Value
Corridor has high comfort value (traffic volume, trathc
speed & distance from travel lane) ’ Q O ’

Sakatah Singing Hills State Trail, MN River, Sakatah Singing Hills State Trail, MN River, >akatah Singing Hills State Trail, Sakatah State Trail &
Downtown Kasota & Kasota

Kasota Prairie SNA & Downtown Kasota Kasota Prairie SNA & Downtown Kasota . . Riverside Park
Prairie Conservation Area

Key Destinations

’ Less Desirable: considering criteria "Horses may use a separate unpaved trail where available

H MANKATO/NORTH MANKATO
AREA PLANNING ORGANIZATION

’ Good: meets criteria well Q Acceptable: but relatively less desirable than Good
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MnDOT District 7 — Current and Future Projects
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Bridge Projects Road Projects Intersection Projects
O 2024 s 2018 2024 2018
e 2019 2025 Municipal Boundaries 0 5 1
j . BN ] Miles
2023 ' County Boundaries
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Segment 1 Preliminary Intersection Alternatives

Hwy 22/US 169 Intersection

Dual Left Turn Lanes or Roundabout Being
Constructed in 2022

Hwy 22/CR 101

o
Alternatives Being Evaluated:
» Side Street Stop e Roundabout™
Control (Existing) e J-Turn (RCD*

X :.{:I. \\\

Alternatives Being Evaluated:

« Side Street Stop e Roundabout™*
Control (Existing) « J-Turn (RCD*

N\
\

I MINNESOTA

™ e o — e

—~

*Only being evaluated for four-lane divided typical section alternatives
**Only being considered for two-lane or three-lane typica| section alternatives
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Segment 2 Preliminary Intersection Alternatives
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y 22/CR 26 (227th Street)
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Hwy 22/CR 57 (North Riverfront Drive)
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- Signal Control « Roundabout
(Existing)

; Alternatives Being Evaluated:
LA e Side Street Stop « Roundabout

Hwy 22/US 14 Interchange Control (Existing)
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Alternatives Being Evaluated:
- Signal Control « Signal Control
(Existing) with Intersection

« Roundabout |mprovements

Hwy 22/Basset Drive

Alternatives Previously Evaluated:
e J-Turn (RCI) Short-Term « Roundabout Planned for

Option Long—Term Improvement
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Hwy 22/CR 3 (North Victory Drive)
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Alternatives Being Evaluated:

« Signal Control « Roundabout
(Existing)

)

Hwy 83/CR 60 (Stadium Road)

Alternatives Being Evaluated:

« Signal Control « Roundabout
(Existing)

» Roundabout Planned for Long-Term Improvement

Hwy 22/Hoffman Road
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Hwy 22/CR 90

i el
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|
'~ | k% i Alternatives Previously Evaluated:
Alternatives PreVIous|y Evaluated: « Roundabout Planned for Long-Term Improvement
« Roundabout Programmed for 2018 Construction
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Projected Traffic Conditions (AM and PM Peak Hour)

No Build Scenario

Existing (AM and PM Peak Hour) 2045 (AM and PM Peak Hour)

AM Corridor Level of Service PM Corridor Level of Service AM Intersection Level of Service PM Intersection Level of Service AM Corridor Level of Service PM Cormdor Level of Service AM [rtersachion Lavel of Bervica PM imersartion Level 6f Service
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Slightly Congested Approach Delays Overall Intersection Delays Slightly Congested Approach Delays Overall Intersection Delays
Maderalely Cangested => Moderately Congested O Two-Way Stop Control O Moderately Congested Moderately Congested => Moderately Congested O Two-Way Stop Control O Moderately Congested
Considerably Congested => Considerably Congested @ Generally Uncongested Considerable Congested Considerably Congested =]> Considerably Congested @ Generally Uncongested Considerable Congested
e \/cry Congested = Very Congested O Slightly Congested @ Very Congested e \/cry Congested = Very Congested O Slightly Congested @ Very Congested
Key Highlights for Projected Traffic Conditions:
Segment 1: Segment 2: Segment 3:
e Increased traffic is expected to result in increased peak hour congestion, especially where passing is « Evening peak hour congestion is expected to increase between Madison Avenue and US 14. « Moderate congestion is expected in the future between Mankato and Mapleton, with more
not allowed. e Less severe congestion is expected north of US 14 and South of Madison Avenue. congestion expected just south of Mankato.
o Traffic volumes on Hwy 22 « Side streets are expected to experience moderate congestion at Hwy 22 in the future, however not » Less congestion is expected in Mapleton and south of Mapleton.
- Existing = 10,300 to 12,300 vehicles/day too severe at most locations. e Trafhic volumes on Hwy 22.
- Future = 14,900 to 16,800 vehicles/day - High delays are expected on Augusta Drive at Hwy 22 if stop control is maintained. - Existing = 1,850 to 5,000 vehicles/day
- ITwo-lane undivided highway capacity = 15,000 vehicles/day « Trafhic volumes on Hwy 22 - Future = 2,400 to 8,500 vehicles/day
- Three-lane undivided highway capacity = 17,000 vehicles/day - Existing = 9,100 to 19,100 vehicles/day - Iwo-lane undivided highway capacity = 15,000 vehicles/day

- Future = 15,700 to 32,400 vehicles/day
- Four-lane divided highway capacity = 33,000 vehicles/day

- Four-lane divided highway capacity = 38,000 vehicles/day

- Additional traffic analysis to be completed in Segment 2. Trafhic results may potentially change.
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Segment 1 Summary of Existing Issues

N\

/

Hwy 22/Hwy 169
- Safety Concern for Vehicle Trafhic

» Delays for Southbound Left-turning
/ Vehicles™
Hwy 22/CR 45
L . *
/ o/ « No Dedicated Northbound Left-turn Lane

X

» Northbound Bypass Lane Utilized for Left-

turning Vehicles*

Hwy 22/CR 21 Intersection
« Safety Concern for Vehicle Trafhc®

¢ - T—o
/

Hwy 22/470th Street

- Safety Concern for Vehicle Trafhic
 No Left-turn Lanes on Hwy 22~

General Concerns From the Public

» Challenging to Turn Onto
Hwy 22 During Peak Periods

» Supportive of Passing//Truck
Climbing Lanes

» More Pedestrian/Bicycle

Amenities

I MINNESOTA

e Four-lanes Between Mankato and
Saint Peter

» Congestion During Peak Periods®

Hwy 22/CR 101

» Safety Concern for Vehicle Trafhc

» Delays for Eastbound and Westbound
Vehicles During Peak Periods

X

Hwy 22/CR 2

- Safety Concern for Vehicle Trafhic
« No Southbound Left-turn Lane®

__--——O/—»
-

"Confirmed by Existing Conditions Analysis
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Segment 2 Summary of Existing Issues

General Concerns From the Public

Segment CR 2 to CR 57

» Challenging to Turn Onto Hwy 22

During Peak Periods Hwy 22/CR 57

- Safety Concern for Vehicle Trafhc® . Safety Concern for Vehicle Traffic’

» Congestion During Peak Periods 0/ » Challenge to Turn On/Off of Hwy 22

Hwy 22/Augusta Drive

- Safety Concern for Vehicle Trafhc®
Delays for Eastbound and Westbound

During Peak Periods®
o Challenging to Turn Onto Hwy 22 During
Peak Periods
Hwy 22/CR 3 (North Victory Drive)
« Safety Concern for Vehicle Trafhc®
» Delays for Eastbound and Westbound
O/ Vehicles During Peak Periods®

Hwy 22/US 14 Interchange /O
« Intersections Closely Spaced

» Congestion During Peak Periods

Hwy 22/Bassett Drive

I\/I a.n k a.t O O\ » Safety Concern for Vehicle Trafhc®

» Delays for Eastbound and Westbound
Vehicles During Peak Periods

\ Hwy 22/Hoffman Road

- Safety Concern for Vehicle Trafhc

» Delays for Eastbound and Westbound
Vehicles During Peak Periods®

Hwy 22/Hwy 83/CR 60 (Stadium Road)

X

General Concerns From the Public » Satety Concern for Vehicle Trafhc

Segment CR 57 to Hwy 83/CR 60 5 Deléys for Eafstbound and. We*stbound
. Vehicles During Peak Periods
(Stadium Road)

» Congestion During Peak Periods

» More Regional Trails, Connection

to CR 90 Trall
» More Landscaping

« Safety Concern for Pedestrians
Near Prairie Winds Middle School

"Confirmed by Existing Conditions Analysis
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Segment 3 Summary of Existing Issues

General Concerns From the Public

» Improved Business Access Hwy 22/CR7
(Example: Turn Lanes) - Safety Concern for Vehicle Trafhic

e More Trails/Sidewalks O/
High School Pedestrian Crossing
O/ « Safety Concern for Pedestrians

Hwy 22/Hwy 30/CR 29
- Safety Concern for Vehicle Trafhic

*Confirmed by Existing Conditions Analysis
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Name Phone Email
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COMMENT SHEET

Open House 2
Please circle the segment your comments pertain to (can circle more than one)

Segment 1 (US 169 to CR 2) Segment 2 (CR 2 to CR 90) Segment 3 (Mapleton)

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.
Name: ‘@ o'se\ B.e @c'&c \<
Address: )OG5 PrruSant Coor T Mwuto
% hoo- Com .
Email/lPhone: £¢)7~32/)-54&7 \)_,\o.dc’_;a‘ce\\e_ € fuhoo: Com

Comments:
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COMMENT SHEET

Open House 2
Please circl th&segmen%uwcomments pertain to (can circle more than one)

Segment 1 (US 169to CR2) , Segment 2 (CR 2 to CR 90) Segment 3 (Mapleton)
-

= i

Please provide your mpdt on the information and boards presented at the open house.

Name: Cﬁmfb N g TN
Le | ¥ 2L - Kessm
Address: H429%d <saTE ) heorel e
D = 2.8
Email/Phone: QA(V.\{), O, RN R 2R @ GA~Ad e &8
Comments:

S\rr\c,m L oo fe Ang DIy e ddax

ST ovy
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COMMENT SHEET
Open House 2

Please ci leihesegmentyeur-commentspertaimo\(ga\n circle more than one)
Segment 1 (US 169 to CR 2) Segment 2 (CR 2 to C@ Segment 3 (Mapleton)
Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.

Name: ﬁcw'b Aw,d@rjo»’\

Address: Y& T40  Stecte P'wj 23, Kasota MO SEOSO
507-317- 3110

Email/Phone: bdu-b:) WA ANR E~SON & 3/4@? l. com

Comments:

Aain corcesn is Skt Furaing gedt inte Asoesday From 22,

Teprve %ﬁ?ze o scghet (me\o/;rw\e) 22 bj Woot e « Lo Bl 2
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COMMENT SHEET

Open House 2
Please circle the segment your comments pertain to (can circle more than one)

Segment 1 (US 169 to CR 2) Segment 2 (CR 2 to CR 90) Segment 3 (Mapleton)

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.

Name: %é’/@q Seu) E

Addresss 5,2-L4S- (05
EmaiiPhons; 5750 L 2.3 AL plandest,

Comments:
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COMMENT SHEET

Open House 2
Please circle the segment your comments pertain to (can circle more than one)

(-’—-’A—’—-’_—_-\
@ent 1(US 169 to CEE)’) Segment 2 (CR 2 to CR 90) Segment 3 (Mapleton)

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.

Name: %r\r\ C/ow\q

Address: g% b Sfeck Moo 2o W k4o
Email/Phone: @cw‘m‘o Q W"«-é\"('\{wh‘ rvef Y- 628 - Iy a ¢
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COMMENT SHEET

Open House 2
Please m@%he segment your comments per/tam~te\(can circle more than one)
/

S ment 1(US 169 to CR 2) @t 2 (CR 2 to CR 90) Segment 3 (Mapleton)

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.
Name: 7__, /[ 4Af=

Address:

EmaillPhone: 4, 7. 59/ & 744

Comments:
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COMMENT SHEET
Open House 2

Please circle egment your comments pertain to (can circle more than one)
Segment 1 (US 169 to CR 2) Segment 2 (CR 2 to CR 90) Segment 3 (Mapleton)
Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.

Name: —odd &aviw

Address: 23¥55 Stote Hwy 2 l/ Mee leqg o
Email/Phone: Javid €@ hioc ke = ‘tlécL -~e T

Comments:
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COMMENT SHEET

Open House 2
Please circle the-segment your comments pertain to (can circle more than one)

——

—
&Segment 1(US 169to CR 2) egment 2 (CR2to CR90) ~ Segment 3 (Mapleton)

e

e

P\Iéé*se_ﬁ’ra\'//ide you?input on the information and boards presented at the open house.
Name: jo 3/‘/ JDJ @ 15 2 >
Address: , / (, /,,/C 5 & m 7/ @,7 /77q/1 /Tf°
EmaillPhone: § (=0 & & b @/j Pl (. COM
e ts: : : ' o {
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@ﬂ HIGHWAY 22 | CORRIDOR STUDY

COMMENT SHEET
Open House 2

Please circle the segment your comments pertain to (can circle more than one)
(US 169 to CR 2) Segment 2 (CR 2 to CR 90) Segment 3 (Mapleton)
Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.
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COMMENT SHEET

Open House 2
Please circle the segment your comments pertain to (can CIrcIe more than one)

- ~Segment 1 (US 169to CR2)  Segment 2 (CR2t0CR90)  Segment3 (Mapleton)

— F’Iease prowde your input on the lnformatlon and boards presented at the open house.
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COMMENT SHEET

Open House 2
Please circle the segment your comments pertain to (can circle more than one)

Segment 1 (US 169 to CR 2) Segment 2 (CR 2 to CR 90) Segment 3 (Mapleton)

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.
Name: K e K T v -

Address: G0% Me~\C rb/‘ <A Q/L(/ﬁ
Email/Phone: “3(3“( 2R -~ D‘\rzb
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COMMENT SHEET
Open House 2

Please circle the éééﬁéht“yo-u comments pertain to (can circle more than one)
Se@t 1 (US 169 to CR 2) >egment 2 (CR21to CR 90) Segment 3 (Mapleton)

‘\kE.w -
Please provide your input on tQ_e,_'mfnr tion and boards presented at the open house.
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ﬂﬁ HIGHWAY 22 | CORRIDOR STUDY

COMMENT SHEET

Open House 2
Please circle the segment your comments pertain to (can circle more than one)

Segment 1 (US 169 to CR 2) Segment 2 (CR 2 to CR 90) Segment 3 (Mapleton)

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.
Name? 'P@ba e SieNevte
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@4 HIGHWAY 22 | CORRIDOR STUDY

COMMENT SHEET

Open House 2
t your comments pertain to (can circle more than one)

Please circle the segmen
Segment 1 (US 169 to CR 2
Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.
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. HIGHWAY 22 | CORRIDOR STUDY

COMMENT SHEET

Open House 2
Please circle the segment your comments pertain to (can circle more than one)

Segment 1 (US 169 to CR 2) Segment 2 (CR 2 to CR 90) Segment 3 (Mapleton)

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.
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Eﬂﬁ HIGHWAY 22 | CORRIDOR STUDY

COMMENT SHEET

Open House 2
Please circle the segment your comments pertain to (can circle more than one)

Segment 1 (US 169 to CR 2) Segment 2 (CR 2 to CR 90) Segment 3 (Mapleton)

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.
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&4 HIGHWAY 22 | CORRIDOR STUDY

COMMENT SHEET

Open House 2
Please circle the segment your comments pertain to (can circle more than one)

Segment 1 (US 169 to CR 2) Segment 2 (CR 2 to CR 90) Segment 3 (Mapleton)

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.
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Eﬁ HIGHWAY 22 | CORRIDOR STUDY

COMMENT SHEET

Open House 2
Please circle the segment your comments pertain to (can circle more than one)

Segment 1 (US 169 to CR 2) Segment 2 (CR 2 to CR 90) Segment 3 (Mapleton)

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.
Name:mak KC\;\ " daluse -~

Address: /09’ ﬁ U—7000( 5(; ‘Zu Sc‘)'(‘f« c/(’("l
EmaillPhone: <5077~ 320 ~ 530 )

Comments: .
Wwhen Tmloro\/-v‘flq “"\AA. Ha‘(/,,‘,‘((,cjcl;}/ Thf /‘44‘91'1(,601(‘7\ IQE\J(V ;fq,{g /T’;"’;)

g’kou\JZ be  implewanted ag et as gossible Fhrs js e
' 7

Euocj P(aL{ s bond N Trea|  ae  wolti Use Lov @,// 7;‘Ql(/(/'>ey_'§

Lupeenehl w«i((/, L{pi%,ék: £7C epcu byciclgs of afl cz_?e,g - has fzww/

\‘\t(\,\AW“/ V5 \f&(\'/ Sceanic g/lcj Ve \H\,u{ % €h0v5,t1 [‘./\{{.’ﬁﬁ']( L (‘)‘HQ"

cocardte yoe Araly V5 S ,U)\\\ be able Lo Conct [oce| amed [&75(»&/(
/((cai.\s Ao ‘3\\:\15 57(,5{(.‘,»\ 'C(/ﬂcgh'v‘( \@oFg am/ Vst o« ‘foup \((ub{ ch/’/
Lt Lo howe Ct*(vr\i{resmc fed Ao 5(61:‘(@( 0S¢ § o1 ‘7( soch cs Hike of
Z\e ; iwsteao! of /I/lu\H vse can bold Yt owu \lfﬂf'j i-c 4&./(\(3/{
i TR o o , e vef e in T S
Tu\t e nood fork 14*("‘»"6"5&&/, 5./lou/vtu\9!k§l@/t v \/ «c |
Ou(ccj cv-of ({M %\/\m 5@'va Svowwoble g LM(«/ Ious(‘fu"ﬁ ek ww(lp
Comreed  do  eech ot wism Ihig Vel SVLccuLWQOI;US WOU(\CE Create
T ‘ ’ v NS
BTy 5{ ¢ Lonowt e Aw CLQJ{ -to \{JW_ € oy an avt W‘IY
\(\;)t\\t-’\‘(go\o S\resy € \,\)\L./(". “*f&f\\ W\\\\l\ 'QU(J’KD“{ Pilce Se- QULC() \L\/UL evLQ(()S({(l/
(s ’Q:fow\ cifl,uwu('“f K“H'\“( Meren trom  gq/lter TA e, el P[(avwl("y
“ \d \\4{ ‘o 2 Ve —Q/Q(‘fcuf* O'f]“«\j\
Pg/oGQQSt hor Sencfers Vol \ S0 P M
| ” l()b& 5\/("”.‘ o) e Db nod d:SCf§ Mlﬂou‘l»( &%ﬁ‘w “7/
Sy My | el 2 e eutiee el
Tf\"‘\'\ USRS &Y éeaff’—gﬁ(,\‘\ﬂ(j ~/(/(\Q;\ us E \QJ—P W
b/\'Lu\’k’\ Vol



m HIGHWAY 22 | CORRIDOR STUDY

COMMENT SHEET

Open House 2
Please circle the segment your comments pertain.to (can circle more than one)

Segment 1 (US 169 to CR 2) Segment 2 (CR2 to CR 90) Segment 3 (Mapleton)

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.
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.ﬂ HIGHWAY 22 | CORRIDOR STUDY

COMMENT SHEET

Open House 2
Please circle the segment your comments pertain to (can circle more than one)

Segn’uﬂus 169 to CR 2) Segment 2 (CR 2 to CR 90) Segment 3 (Mapleton)

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.
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m HIGHWAY 22 | CORRIDOR STUDY

COMMENT SHEET

Open House 2
Please circle the segment your comments pertain to (can circle more than one)

Segment 1 (US 169 to CR 2) Segment 2 (CR 2 to CR 90) Segment 3 (Mapleton)

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.
Name: PO) (cetr Pﬁ l’\ae/?o/)% ¥
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@54 HIGHWAY 22 | CORRIDOR STUDY

COMMENT SHEET
Open House 2

Please circle the segment your comments-pertain to-(can-circle more than one)
Segment 1 (US 169 to CR 2) Segiment 2 (CR 2 to CR 90) Segment 3 (Mapleton)
Please provide your input on the infommards presented at the open house.
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COMMENT SHEET

Open House 2
Please circle the segment your comments pertain to (can circle more than one)

Segment 1 (US 169 to CR 2) Segment 2 (CR 2 to CR 90) Segment 3 (Mapleton)

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.
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A note from my desk to yours. ©

Bruce Davey

47081 Linden Lane
Kasota MN 56050
507-317-0770
bdaveyl22@gmail.com

July 10, 2018
To: Lisa Bigham, MnDOT, Mankato
RE: Hwy 22 Corridor study

| have just a few comments to share regarding the Hwy 22 study. To give you my perspective, |
live just east of the highway on 470" St (AKA T-140™) which is one mile south of the asphalt plant
and one mile north of Squirrels Nest Road, Co Rd 101. This is also the road where the large gravel
pit is to the west of the highway. Further, my background was as a MnDOT highway technician
(detail design) and then as a State Trooper and accident reconstruction specialist for 28 years
based in Mankato for 25 years.

First and most important to me and many of my friends and neighbors whom | have talked to in
relation to the upcoming project, is to make it safer not faster.
Even if it turns into a 4-lane at 65 MPH the gain in time from St. Peter to Mankato (call it 10
miles) versus a 2 lane at 55 MPH is about 1.5 minutes. Not much gain.

| would love to see dedicated center left lanes with adjacent dedicated right turn lanes at
several intersections. While | have not seen the current stats for Hwy 22 it strikes me that there
have been less crashes at the locations where the center left turn lanes and adjacent right turn
lanes were installed a couple of years ago. That is the type of modifications that | believe are
effective in both lives saved and construction costs. My particular intersections of choice for a
center left turn lane with adjacent right turns lanes is at 470" St (T-140, and the gravel pit entrance
road) and at Co Rd 102/T-298 (the Asphalt Plant).

I would also like to see two roundabouts on the St. Peter to Mankato section. My target
locations would be at Shanaska Creek Road (Co Rd 21) and at the Riverfront Drive (Co Rd 57)
intersection. My reasoning for these two intersections at that simply from my observance they both
have substantial traffic volume that would benefit from a roundabout especially at Shanaska Creek
Road. That intersection, at times, has very heavy traffic and has had a significant number of
accidents over the years. From simply personal observation the traffic volume has increased
substantially over the last 10 to 15 years and it seems to me that the volume will only increase over
time and would be an appropriate location for a roundabout.

Having roundabouts at these two locations could also have the side affect of helping folks make
the decision to return to using Hwy 169 for their trips to Mankato, since it might make the trip seem
faster for those with the “need for speed”. The need for speed is not what this road needs.

Hwy. 22 needs to be safer not faster. Please help us with that.

Please feel free to share my thoughts with others as you deem appropriate. Thank you.



Local Businesses For Multi-Use Trails

We, the undersigned, formally request that the MN River Trail, as proposed, become
multi-use under Mn. Statute 85.015 to allow use by all recreationalists, including, but
not limited to, snowmobilers, horseback riders, hikers and bicyclists.

Signature Printed Name Address
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Local Businesses For Multi-Use Trails

We, the undersigned, formally request that the MN River Trail, as proposed, become
multi-use under Mn. Statute 85.015 to allow use by all recreationalists, including, but
not limited to, snowmobilers, horseback riders, hikers and bicyclists.
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Local Businesses For Multi-Use Trails

We, the undersigned, formally request that the MN River Trail, as proposed, become
multi-use under Mn. Statute 85.015 to allow use by all recreationalists, including, but
not limited to, snowmobilers, horseback riders, hikers and bicyclists.

.. Signature Printed Name Address
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Responsible Recreationalists For Multi-Use Trails

We, the undersigned, formally request that the MN River Trail, as proposed, become
multi-use under Mn. Statute 85.015 to allow use by all recreationalists, including, but
not limited to, snowmobilers, horseback riders, hikers and bicyclists.

Signature
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Responsible Recreationalists For Multi-Use Trails

We, the undersigned, formally request that the MN River Trail, as proposed, become
multi-use under Mn. Statute 85.015 to allow use by all recreationalists, including, but
not limited to, snowmobilers, horseback riders, hikers and bicyclists.
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Responsible Recreationalists For Multi-Use Trails

We, the undersigned, formally request that the MN River Trail, as proposed, become
multi-use under Mn. Statute 85.015 to allow use by all recreationalists, including, but
not limited to, snowmobilers, horseback riders, hikers and bicyclists.
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Minnesota River State Trail Master Plan ' Franklin to Le Sueur

Yes, | like that it incorporated healthy, natural, historical, and cultural aspects of the MN River. It
is a unifying statement that includes different interests and purposes for the trail.

| fail to see how having people bicycle, run, walk, jog, walk dogs, ski, ride horses, snowmobile,
hunt and have access to fishing while going through my property every day would benefit my
healthy lifestyle.

| believe this trail provides an exceptional opportunity to help preserve the valley and attract
more Minnesotan’s to recreate and experience nature and history in a breathtaking setting.
NO

| don’t know how it would help the people who live here. The only ones [trail users] who spend
money are snowmobilers.

This trail sounds like a great opportunity for all trail users!

Yes, destination traveling. All of the MN River is a community — tap into the social/cultural
tapestry and network that exists.

What additions, changes, or deletions would you suggest?

DNR needs to take a more aggressive role

Bikers or hikers will not bring [dollars to the] rural economy. They will not stop in any of the
small towns except for water and restrooms.

What about the homeowners that pay taxes to live here? No — the trail will not bolster rural
economy; it will create litter and noise along a once quiet secluded country road.

The trail will also provide a form of recreation for users, but I'm not seeing that included in this

statement.

Recommended Trail Uses:
Should any other uses be accommodated?

What about ATVs? We are tired of taking our money to WI to ride grant in aid trails.

No
Please allow snowmobile traffic. Also being a person who has partaken in most trail activities, |
can tell you that snowmobilers do more for the local economies than the others by buying gas,

food, oil, and lodging.

Should any of these uses be limited?

I do not like the idea of hunting or people carrying guns by our home with small children playing
nearby.

Please limit motorized use of any trails.

No hunting.

No uses should be limited. Make everyone pay for use with a permit for summer users and
winter users. Multi-use trail needs to include snowmobiles on all trails!

| think that parts of any trail maybe appropriate for some users but not for all; Some uses are
not compatible ex. XC ski and snowmobiles

May need to restrict motorized uses in some sensitive segments and provide alternate routes.
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Trail Corridor Resources:
Do you have any other suggestions related to water resources, vegetation management, wildlife habitat,
or the area’s historical and cultural resources?

e | have my own wildlife and vegetation. Leave it as is.

e This section is beyond my knowledge, but | do trust that the DNR has the future impact on
vegetation, water resources, and wildlife at its goal.

Implementation:
Do you have any other suggestions for how the master plan is implemented, once it has been reviewed
and approved by the DNR Commissioner?

e Just to make sure that all agencies are working together so that we can find the best long term
option for everyone involved.

e Mankato-St Peter-New Ulm has a lot going for it and would work best and the community has
the capacity to make our section work.

e St Peter to Mankato seems the easiest piece to implement. St Peter to Le Sueur should be the
second to connect towards the city.

e Atar, gravel, or dirt path can run alongside this trail for ATVs.

e | hope that the step-by-step process outlined in this section is strictly followed.

e We expect only purchases between willing sellers and buyers [including third partys] using a
method of uniform standard appraisal to ensure fair treatment of sellers. We expect no eminent
domain actions be taken as pressure mounts for trail completion from special interest groups.

Overall:
What is the one thing you are most excited about related to the Minnesota River State Trail?

e The whole thing. | ride the MN River and would like a recreational trail option along with that.
Think recreation experience not so much inter-state transportation. Excited about State Park to
State Park destination routes.

e Getting people outside.

e Being able to use it!!

e Snowmobiling with connections to other trails including Casey Jones, Sakatah, and MN Valley
trails.

e Connectivity

e Not one thing is exciting about it!

What is the one thing you are most concerned about?

e People too near our homes, more littering than we already have. Too many people think all of
the countryside is theirs to do with as they please and that means trouble for the landowners.

e The difficult task of trying to be all things to all people to the point that none are well served.

e Misuse and abuse of trails

e Landowners cooperation
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Minnesota River State Trail Master Plan Franklin to Le Sueur

Utilizing a combination of designated bike routes and off-road trails could
expedite the process of creating a contiguous trail segment. Directing state trail
users onto bike routes would be a temporary solution until an entirely off-road
trail alignment can be secured. Coordination between local governments, DNR,
and Minnesota Department of Transportation will be critical throughout this

process.

Overall Criteria for Location of the Trail

Provide a scenic route that showcases the landscape of the Minnesota

River Valley.
Minimize trail user exposure to vehicular traffic.
Minimize impact on wetlands and flood plains.

Avoid negative impacts on rare and endangered species and avoid
fragmentation or disturbance of significant native plant communities.

Provide snowmobile and horseback riding access where they can be
safely accommodated.

Connect or link to existing trail systems and hubs of outdoor recreation.

Provide connections to, and vistas of, the Minnesota River and
surrounding bluffs.
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Minnesota River State Trail Master Plan Franklin to Le Sueur

expand from those locations, focusing on the development of loop trails that
could eventually be connected by a linear trail. Existing horse trail hubs are:
o Fort Ridgely State Park

o Seven Mile Creek County Park

Snowmobiling: Snowmobiling should be considered as a use as trail alignments
are acquired. There are significant gaps in the snowmobile trail network in the
Minnesota River Valley, and strong interest in finding scenic, permanent
alignments. By concentrating snowmobile use on the trail, environmental
impacts will be limited to the trail corridor. This is especially important in
portions of the corridor with extensive wetland environments. (Most state trails
are open to snowmobiles and some trails include separate natural-surface
treadways used for snowmobiling and/or horseback riding.)

Cross-Country Skiing and Snowshoeing: Cross-country skiing and snowshoeing
are possible winter uses when snow conditions permit.

Hunting: State trails allow hunting within the trail right-of-way during the legal
hunting season, except where restricted by local ordinance. The current rule
states: “No firearm or bow and arrow shall be discharged within the trail at any
time, except for the purpose of lawful hunting during the period from
September 15 to March 30 only. No rifle, shotgun with slug, or bow and arrow
shall be discharged upon, over, or across the trail treadway at any time.”

Communities may restrict firearms or bow and arrow discharge, or trapping, by
ordinance. These ordinances take precedence over state trail rules.

Natural Resources Education/Interpretation: Use of state trails for natural
resources education, both for individual trail users and formal groups, is
encouraged. Schools or organizations that wish to use a trail can work with DNR
staff on specific projects. Interpretive displays on the environment and history
of the trail can enhance the trail users’ experience. Nature photography and
geocaching are also popular activities.

Accessibility: The trail will be accessible to people with disabilities wherever
possible. Grades in excess of 5% may be unavoidable in some locations where
the trail must match a parallel transportation corridor or where one of the
exceptions in the Federal accessibility guidelines is met.

Fishing Access: The trail will provide access to the Minnesota River and its
tributaries, including several state designated trout streams. The trail should be
designed to connect anglers to fishing opportunities.

17
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kathy Sheran lﬁ;ﬁ;ﬁ"‘g‘-' “_;ﬂ'm ﬂ. i

Senate District 19 o 3= ;

120 Capitol Building
75 Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Blvd.

Saint Paul, MN 55155-1206 S t
Office Phone: (651) 200-5153 enace

State of Minnesota

Paul Hansen

Natural Resources Dept

261 Highway 15 South

DNR South Region Headquarters
New Ulm, MN 560738915

Dear Paul,

I attended the capitol investment committee meeting at MNSU, Mankato at which a presentation was made by you
regarding the Minnesota River Trail, and the Master Plan for that trail due in December.

It was my understanding that this project is not in the DNR capitol request for this years bonding bill. It was also implied
that the request from DNR could be revised to include this project if the work is completed and details are resolved
adequately to be ready for a financing request. 1 did not get a feeling for where this project is in the ranking for priority
by DNR. Perhaps yau could advise me on my assumptions about it possibly being included and where it would rank in
priarity by the DNR.

lalso understood you to indicate that the recommended route and users would be a part of the master plan completed
by December. Senator Carla Nelson and | made inquiries during the hearing about the utilization of this trail and if any
restrictions were being considered as a part of the plan. | believe | heard you say that was an unanswered guestion at
this time, but that consideration was being made for a two trail system that would provide different users different

paths.

Because the time was limited | did not get to understand this possibility adequately. 1assume that the two path system
if proposed would be paid for and implemented simultaneously so that no user would be excluded from this expansion
of the trail system. | also assume that if the two trail system is suggested but not accommodated for in the initial
development of the trail that the completed trail would be used by all users without restriction until the second trail is
completed. Am | correct in assuming that you are listening to the needs and concerns of all users and not moving
forward with a plan that does not respect all of their interests at the same time.

Thanks for your hard work on this important trail expansion. It will be a wonderful asset to this region of the State and
one that | will supportif all interests are fairly resolved.

Sincerely,

@%vz;»/ﬁéww—/

Senator Kathy Sheran
G Dennis Fredrickson, Regional Department of Natural Resources Director
L

Revyelod Faper
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Minnesota River State Trail Master Plan

Franklin to Le Sueur

Native Plant Community (NPC) Name

Mesic Prairie (Southern)

Native Plant Community, Undetermined Class

Pin Oak - Bur Oak Woodland

Red Oak - Sugar Maple - Basswood - (Bitternut Hickory) Forest
Sedimentary Bedrock Outcrop (Southeast)

Seepage Meadow/Carr

Seepage Meadow/Carr, Tussock Sedge Subtype
Silver Maple - (Virginia Creeper) Floodplain Forest
Southern Dry Prairie

Southern Mesic Maple-basswood Forest

Sugar Maple - Basswood - (Bitternut Hickory) Forest
Sugar Maple Forest (Big Woods)

Wet Prairie (Southern)

Wet Prairie (Southern)

Willow - Dogwood Shrub Swamp

Other Ecological Feature

Fossil Plant (Quaternary)

Igneous Composition (Lower Proterozoic)

Igneous Intrusion (Lower Proterozoic)

Igneous Unit or Sequence (Lower Proterozoic)

Mixed Unit or Sequence (Archean, Lower Proterozoic)
Proglacial River Erosion (Quaternary)

Sedimentary Composition (Cretaceous)

Sedimentary Composition (Lower Proterozoic)
Sedimentary Unit or Sequence (Cambrian, Ordovician)
Sedimentary Unit or Sequence (Cretaceous)

Weathering (Jurassic, Cretaceous)

NPC Code
UPs23a

FDs37b
MHs38¢c
ROsl12c
WMs83a
WMs83al
FFs68a
UPs13
MHs39
MHs39a
MHs39c
WPs54b
WPs54b
WMn82a
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WE WELCOME YOUR INPUT!

Local and state transportation officials will be formulating solutions about the future of Highway 22 — and many of
them include challenging tradeoffs. Fill out as much or as little as you choose. Just check the ones that are

important to you.

1) On Hwy 22 between Mankato and St. Peter, what is more important to you, mobility (getting through quickly
with little or no delays) or easily accessing local roads, businesses, and residential areas? Please select

one.

00 Mobility — maintain higher average speed for through traffic and reduce congestion — add lanes but
restrict or consolidate local access, make use of J-turns at intersections with four lanes
Easy access - reduced average speed for through traffic, but improve access to local roads with —
roundabouts, etc... (two lanes with dedicated left turn lanes)

2) What are your preferences for the look and feel of Hwy 22 as you travel through Mankato? Please select
one.
L1 Urban parkway (four-lanes, curbs, continue trails on both sides, landscaping, narrower median,
roundabouts, lower speeds, higher cost)
LI Rural highway (four-lanes, stays as is with ditches and wider median, roundabouts, continue trails on
both sides, additional landscaping, lower cost . , [romoesifon gy ,
Other. Please list _\._vaig %r ii‘r sk )’ﬁ Wos udwded, (e local o) nod
O MAOLOT S0+ euX 1o O szed k) Ouid gt ety .
3) In the city of Mankato, if a pedestrian underpass or overpass were to be provided, where is the best
location? Please select two.
LI At or near Wickersham Health Campus
O At or near HyVee/River Hills Mall
LI Ator near Walmart (Bassett Drive)
O, Ator near Hoffman Road (schools)
)Z( Other. Please list ‘)Q%;@u\.a on ~Yad %;.'@.\\ S

i. What type of pedestrian crossing are you comfortable using in Mankato? Select all that
apply.
01 Signal (at intersection only)
0 Roundabout (at intersection only)
Grade separated crossing (underpass or overpass)

ii. What type of grade-separated pedestrian crossing (separates pedestrians from traffic
flow) do you prefer in Mankato? Please select one.
O Overpass (bridge)
00 Underpass (tunnel)
?’\ No preference

4) Tell us how you would use the Minnesota River State Trail between Mankato and St. Peter. Select all that
apply.
O Travel/Commute (to and from work/shortest route along Hwy 22)
Recreation (most scenic closer to the MN River, family friendly) )
‘O Special use (horses, srewmobties) —> No ' [Jox 4 '._-*',‘-J-‘n’dH Y
O All of the above (just happy to have a trail anywhere) '

HIGHWAY NOTE: Thank you for your input. Please understand that public input is an important part
5 of the process. Other factors will need to be considered as we move forward including

) a. ‘ environmental impacts, funding and local approvals.

CORRIDOR STUDY




&ﬁi HIGHWAY 22 | CORRIDOR STUDY

COMMENT SHEET

____Open House 2

MS pertain to (can Cirelg
b}

Segment 2 (CR 2 to CR 90)

Please circle the segment your ore than one)

Segment 1 (US 169 to CR 2) Segment 3 (Mapleton)

Please provide your input on the infor ards presented at the open house.

Name: LﬂUJw ’DQ G'Q Y_Q\\‘Q,
Address: ;\QS ,—\D\(M%Owijt Q,@UUY"\»
Email/Phone: ‘*\dQSQze \(e (@Y (,\cdf\oo. c o

Comments:

L;%Qﬂ o whed )




To Whom It May Concern: June 15, 2018

I'am currently a resident of the Pheasant Run Subdivision on Hwy 22, and have been for at least the past 14+
years. |also have friends and neighbors that live in other areas along the Hwy 22 corridor.

As a resident of the Hwy 22 corridor, it is quite evident that the level of traffic, and type of traffic has changed
considerably in the past years. The most dramatic of these changes has been the discerning level of oversized
trucks that now use Hwy 22 as a “short cut” to the industrial park warehouses, especially since last year’s closure
of Hwy 169 for repairs.

With not only the increase in traffic, but the type of vehicles now using this highway, residents along the Hwy 22
corridor, now face:

¢ Difficulty exiting our subdivisions/residence — There can be an up to 5-10 minute wait period during
peak hours, especially if you are trying to turn left out of the subdivision, crossing over two lanes.
Traffic coming from Mankato and traffic coming from St Peter tends to be unsynchronized so that
when one lane starts to clear in order to cross, the other lane does not allow it.

e Difficulty entering our subdivisions/residence - This is even scarier! The fear of turning left into our
subdivision, even when it is NOT during peak hours is very real. Being rear ended is not uncommon.
So far, most of these incidents have been fairly minor, however, being rear ended and pushed into on-
coming traffic, especially one of those over-sized rigs, is a real possibility. By Pheasant Run there is a
lane to the right to allow cars to go around, however, the speed at which these vehicles are going
around you, and the fact that some people just stop behind you then decide to pull out and go around
you, makes for an accident waiting to happen (and there have been some already!) Then you can
always add in the “texter” factor where distracted drivers just don’t even bother to stop until it’s too
late.

e  With the corridor now being used as a “short cut” for those in a hurry to get between St Peter and
Mankato there are more vehicles speeding and trying to pass in areas with limited visibility or little
passing capacity. (Road rage, especially during peak hours is not uncommon).

e There is a DEFINITE increase in oversized trucks taking “short cuts” to the industrial parks on this small
rural highway not intended for use by these types of vehicles. Car traffic is one matter. However, with
these oversized trucks, residential homes along the Hwy 22 corridor LITERALLY SHAKE when these
vehicles go by. There is little regard to the quality of residential life we now face as these oversized
trucks (which more often than not are already exceeding the speed limit) rumble down the corridor at
all hours of the night and day. (*I would welcome anyone interested to come and join us for an early
morning cup of coffee on the porch to give you a sampling of what we put up with all day and night).

e The level of safety for ANYONE/ANYTHING traveling or living along Hwy 22 has decreased. This is a
rural residential area. This is not only affecting people along this stretch, but the animals as well.
There are deer, raccoons, wild turkeys, and other animals that wander onto the highway. On any
given trip you can see a variety of carcasses along the road. | have also been awakened to the sound
of blasting semi-truck horns only to see deer (sometime injured) racing across residential lawns.



The recent Hwy 22 Corridor Open House held in Kasota, was very much appreciated. Keeping in mind the previous
concerns current residents along Hwy 22 face, | would like to express the following:

e Creating a “CONCEPT F” — Extend Hwy 12 past the Mankato Airport to create a new four-lane
expressway/highway all the way to St Peter.

o Highway 22 is a rural residential highway with many subdivisions and residential homes.
Trying to turn it into a major throughway, especially with the level of increased traffic
projected, would be

® Very disruptive to the MANY residents along this road.
e Decrease in residential quality life,
e Cost inefficient due to relocation of residence, properties, etc
* Aninefficient waste of public money for what will only be a “temporary bandage” on
what will easily become a bigger problem as you again try to accommodate for
growing traffic levels.

o Concept F could be more efficiently designed to provide for a faster, safer, better use of

taxpayer dollars than any temporary “fix” currently proposed for Hwy 22

e Residential Noise Levels and Privacy Factors — Berms and Barriers
o Installation of noise barriers or berms DOES need to be considered for residential
areas/subdivisions where the growing 24/7 traffic levels (especially oversized trucks) affects
neighborhood standards.
o Security fencing, especially where potential trails would cross close to residential properties
needs to be a priority.
o Berms/ Barriers / Security Fencing should also be considered in regard to rural wildlife.

e Decrease Speed Limits to 45/50 mph

o Current traffic speeds (especially by oversized trucks and business commuters using Hwy 22
as a short cut) only promote unsafe conditions.

o Considerable tax payer dollars have been spent upgrading Hwy 169 for use by
commercial/industrial transport and commuters. Using tax payer dollars to try to turn Hwy
22 into a similar venue would again be nothing more than a wasteful, unsafe use of tax
payer’s dollars. (Again, please consider a “Concept F”—Hwy 12 to St Peter — for a fresh
beginning and more efficient, safer, cost-effective alternative to Hwy 22!!)

I would welcome an opportunity to be contacted about any of my comments/concerns. Additionally, my offer to

have early morning coffee really does stand....or any other time during the day for that matter, if you'd like to get
a true feel for what we as residents along Hwy 22 currently put up with. And we know it’s only going to get worse
if not addressed in the planning phases of any Hwy 22 improvements.

Thank you for listening and considering these concerns and comments. Your consideration is greatly appreciated.

Respectfully,

Laurie DeGezelle

205 Pheasant Court; Mankato, MN 56001
(507) 951-5287

Idegezelle@yahoo.com / limets.ld@gmail.com




Lisa Bigham Paul Vogel Craig Vaughn, PE, PTOE

MnDOT Planning Director — District 7 MAPO SRF Consulting Group
MnDOT MAPO Director Project Manager
lisa.bigham@state.mn.us pvogel@mankatomn.gov cvaughn@srfconsulting.com

Jody & Kevin Swanson
110 Pheasant Dr.
Mankato, MN 56001
507-345-7010
swansev@gmail.com

June 14, 2018
RE: Highway 22 Corridor Study: St. Peter to Mankato, specifically Segment 2A.
Dear Ms. Bigham, Mr. Vogel & Mr. Vaughn,

Thank you for the opportunity to share our perspective on the future of Highway 22, St. Peter to
Mankato. We have used Highway 22, Segment 1 and 2 for personal and business trips as an accessible
local route for decades. In addition to driving it, we observe its traffic 24 X 7 from our Pheasant Run
neighborhood on the north edge of Segment 2A. Working with you, we are hoping for a WIN WIN
solution, ideally low cost high benefit.

While some parties may want all roads leading to Mankato to be Interstate Highways, we implore you to
build to SRF Consulting’s key finding that Highway 22 is used 95% for ‘local to local travel’ trips. This
usage requires easy access for safety and efficiency. When deciding our road’s future, both in
infrastructure and character please be guided by ‘local to local’ primary usage and consider the
following:

If Not Already Four Lanes, Hwy 22’s 2024 Forecast Traffic Volume Supports Two or Three Lanes Only
Far into the future, twenty-seven years from now, SRF projects average daily trips (ADT’s) on much of
Hwy 22 Segment 1 and 2 to fit two and three lane road functionality. A four lane divided roadway from
St. Peter to Mankato is not justified by the numbers plus its restrictive median would impede countless
needed local accesses. The study’s higher forecasted traffic totals occur in Mankato where Hwy 22 is
already four lane divided. The State of Minnesota has limited resources. District 7 does not have the
funds it needs to maintain the current roads as it would like, build the crucial four lane safety expansion
of Hwy 14 New Ulm to Nicollet, much less build and maintain surplus lanes on Hwy 22.

In addition, where we live, Segment 2A, would be obliterated by the four lane expansive median
divided highway concepts presented. They are the size, look and feel of an interstate highway.

Hwy 169 Proximity, Capabilities & Investment

Nearby is a High Priority Interregional Corridor with ample excess vehicle capacity, Hwy 169.
Enormous state funding has been and will be spent on that high speed volume divided highway. In
recent years, $55,000,000 alone was invested in Hwy 169 upgrades between St. Peter and Mankato,
paralleling Hwy 22 Segments 1 and 2. To build out Hwy 22 to four lanes including speeds in excess of
55 mph would diminish taxpayers’ return on Hwy 169’s investment, encourage nonlocal truck traffic
congestion on Hwy 22 and through Mankato while squandering scare taxpayer dollars.




Congestian Limited Minutes & Location

More times than not, Hwy 22 is not busy. A few recent examples we noted while turning on to Hwy 22
the road was quiet or ‘dead’: 6/8/18 Friday night 8:55pm, 6/10/18 Sunday morning 9:00am, 6/11/18
Monday morning 6:00am and today 6/14/18 Thursday morning 8:30am. We have rarely waited
significantly to turn on to or off of Hwy 22. The Corridor Study only found one very short, two to three
mile section meeting ‘considerable congestion’ in the AM hour only just north of Mankato. It surprised
us that the Corridor Study labels ‘congestion’ based on a tiny fraction of a day, two hours in a day, verse
twenty-four hours? It seems wasteful to build massive road capacity to provide all potential cars
instant access for 8% of each day.

Roadway Character

River, bridges, quarry, winery, hills, sheep farm, crops, horses grazing, eagles flying, streams, corn stalk
sales, pumpkin patches and railroad gullies represent the ambiance of Hwy 22 Segment 1 and 2 as it
winds past flood plains, farms, multiple residential subdivisions, and historic homesteads. Please give us
a future which preserves this flavor as we travel to St. Peter, Mankato or somewhere between. Hwy
22’s road way character is an asset to capitalize on, not stamp out.

Follow the City of Mankato’s recent example. Experiencing the negative effects of faster higher
volume traffic roads, they replaced extensive ‘one way streets’ in their downtown and numerous
neighborhoods, with ‘two way streets’, speed slowing stop signs, narrower roads, street parking, bike
lanes and curb bump-outs. These positive changes have successfully enhanced the affected areas and
traveling through them, allowing their ambiance to shine, cultivating a renaissance with trip flow and
reduced speed designs.

At the June 12, 2018 Kasota Corridor Study Open House, | overheard an intriguing idea being discussed
by other attendees. Keep Hwy 22's St. Peter to Mankato two lane, make the speed limit 45 mph with
‘No Passing Allowed’ and multiple roundabouts. Non local traffic trips may then choose nearby Hwy
169, the underutilized 65 mph divided interregional highway we continue to invest in. Although 45 mph
may seem ‘over the top’, it reflects desire for local road access.

Impacted Property Value Cost & Lifetime Savings Jeopardized

The Pheasant Run subdivision’s seventeen homes 2018 estimated market value is $5,500,000 by Blue
Earth County. The Hwy 22 construction start date 2024 market value is projected to be $9,700,000
averaging Lime Township’s last three years’ value increases by Blue Earth County. All homes in the small
subdivision would be irreparably harmed if Hwy 22 is enlarged and moves closer to or over the first
homes on Pheasant Drive and Court. The resulting amputated subdivision entrance would accurately
reflect the impact to the remaining eleven homes, merely 65% of the original Pheasant Run. Property
values and salability will plummet, with deficient remaining subdivision design, truncated entrance,
increased truck traffic, road noise, ground vibration, air and sight pollution. Knowing most families’
major asset is their home, many life savings will be jeopardized.

An expanded scope of two miles of Hwy 22, which includes Pheasant Run, runs from County 2 south to
North Riverfront Drive. This short northern portion of Segment 2A has fifty-one homes with 2018
estimated market value of $15,400,000. By construction start date 2024, that is projected to be
$27,200,000. Huge impacted property values at risk and related state acquisition costs, plus fifty-one
families jeopardized if a too big Hwy 22 solution moves forward.



Residential Quality of Life

Perhaps worst of all, an expanded Hwy 22 in Segment 2A will kill our neighborhood’s residential
tranquility with the constant irritation, danger and stresses of living next to a big high speed interstate
sized highway. Being in the Mankato Regional Airport flight path and vicinity of two busy railroad train
lines with railroad car switching depot, we have various travel noise already.

Please do not compound our transportation burden in every way by overbuilding Hwy 22 or moving it
closer to residential areas like ours. Our home is our sanctuary where we savor a little piece of heaven.
Do not gut our neighborhood, financially and emoticnally. Please do no harm.

Better Solution Options

If updated post 2015 crash data reflecting recent extensive Hwy 22 turn lane improvements continue to
indicate safety concerns, better Hwy 22 Segment 1 and 2 solution options considering need, costs and
outcomes include:

1. Keep Hwy 22’s St. Peter to Mankato two lane, make the speed limit 45 mph with ‘No
Passing Allowed’ and multiple roundabouts, as noted above. This provides local travel trips
ample access, while allowing the area’s ambiance to shine and prosper, plus utilize Hwy 169
and potentially County 12.

2. Build out and extend County 12 from County 2 north to St. Peter primarily through farm
land, making this road Mankato’s ‘Eastern Bypass’, just like County 90 serves as Mankato’s
‘Southern Bypass’. County 12 is well placed to capture Mankato’s eastward growth,
avoiding additional in city congestion pressure, plus it has a new high volume Hwy 14
interchange with roadways. Doing so would provide long desired infrastructure for the
Mankato Regional Airport with faster metro travel times for aviation related industries,
current and future. County 12 travelers would reach Hwy 169 via Hwy 99 east of St. Peter or
via Hwys 19 (Shanaska Creek Rd) to 22 just southeast of St. Peter.

3. Concept B — Three Lane Option for Highway 22, utilizing extensive roundabouts,
minimizing residential and homestead encroachment, using advanced sound quieting
techniques and materials to avoid collateral damage.

The above better options address SRF Consulting Group’s study key findings and efficiently. The Win
Win we were hoping for! Reinforcing that, they are spot on to what a former Minnesota State
Patrolman and MnDot employee’s advised at the June 12, 2018 Kasota Open House, "Make it safer, not
faster.”

Thank you again Highway 22 Corridor Study Team for your time and consideration. Working together,
we trust your group will identify the accurate right sized answer for Highway 22 for those of us who use
it, pay for it and live by it.

Please call if you have any questions.

Best Regards,
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About the Study

The Mankato/North Mankato Area Planning Organization (MAPQO)
and the Minnesota Department of Transportation (MnDOT) are
conducting a Highway 22 Corridor Study from Saint Peter to
Mapleton. The Study will evaluate existing and future transportation
'ecommendations, Including:

™~ ® [ane configurations

® access management

¢ intersection control options

¢ alternative intersection designs

® picycle and pedestrian connectivity

¢ |ocal roadway and trail networks

e potential land use impacts and opportunities
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T1 - Project Management
T2 - Agency and Public Involvement

Project Manager Coordination

Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) Meetings

Agency Coordination and Policy Board Meetings . .

Public Open House Meetings . ’ .
Focus Groups O

Online Engagement

Study Survey

@ Targeted Social Media
Traditional Media

T3 - Data Collection and Acquisition I

T4 - Corridor Vision, Goals, and Purpose and Need

T5 - Corridor Issues Identification and Confirmation

T6 - Intersection Control Evaluation (ICE) Reports —

f_J T7 - Corridor Alternatives Development, Analysis, and
\ Screening/Evaluation

. I T8 - Trail Concepts and Recommendations
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T10 - Costs

T11 - Implementation Plan —'
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Segment 1 Concept Alternatives

ree-Lane Alternative (Current Recommendation)
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Segment 1 Concept Alternatives

Three-Lane with Trail Alternative (Current Recommendation)
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Segment 2 Concept Alternatives

Two-Lane/Three-Lane/Four-Lane Rural Alternative (Existing Lane Configuration)
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Segment 2 Concept Alternatives

Four-Lane Rural Alternative
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Segment 2 Ccncept Alternatives

Four-Lane Rural Alternative
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Segment 2 Ccncept Alternatives

Continuous T at CR 57 Alternative (Current Recommendation)
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Two-Lane Rural Alternative (Existing Lane Configurat
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Segment 3 Ccncept Alternatives

Three-Lane Urban Alternative (Current Recommendation)
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Segment 1 Evaluation Summary

CR 2 to US 169 (in Saint Peter)

: : Risht-of-
Corridor Function 5 Safety
Way
Improve Public Minimize Coct

. ° os

Minimize mterse.ctmn | |mpro?/e Preference Cost

Reduce Increase Reduce et safety (i.e.turn Improve bicycle pedestrian/
congestion travel speed access Property lanes, R-cut, connectivity bicycle comfort/

|mpacts

roundabout, safety

passing lanes)

No Build

(Pavement Resurfacing) ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ $2750,000
Three-Lane with Two-Lane (CR

ree-Lane WIE:R \{V(;)D ane (CR 2 to Q Q Q Q Q $7.220,000
Three-Lane o o o o @ $10,080,000

Three-Lane with Northbound Pass
ree LaaleevggR zcirotCFc;L;rcwm assing ‘ ‘ Q Q O $10,080,000

Three-Lane with Two-Lane (CR 2
o o @ 0 O O N
Three-Lane with Trai () () () () () $10,380,000

Three-Lane with Northbound Pass
clemiliits @ @ O © 2 2@ e e ® oo

’ Good; meets criteria well ’ Acceptable; but relatively less than good Q Moderate; no distinguishing characteristics Q Less desirable; considering criteria ’ Poor; fails to meet criteria
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Segment 2 Evaluation Summary

CR90to CR 2

: : Right-of-
Corridor Function 5 Safety
Way
lmprove lmprove : N
'nterzectbn Increase edZstﬁan Improve Public Minimize Cost
« . . | | | .
Increase Improve Minimize . greenspace P . pedestrian/ Preference Cost
Reduce Reduce . safety (i.e.turn crossing safety ;
. travel corridor property between . bicycle
congestion access . . lanes, R-cut, by reducing
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roundabout, o crossing
. trail/sidewalk . safety
passing lanes) distance
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CR 57)
Roundabout at CR 57
Three-Lane (CR 57 to CR 2)
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Four-Lane Urban Section (Hwy 83/CR 60 to O O O O
CR 26) $40,740,000
Four-Lane Rural Section (CR 26 to CR 57)
Roundabout at CR 57
Three-Lane (CR 57 to CR 2)
Two-Lane with Trail (CR 90 to Hwy 83/CR 60)
Four-Lane Rural Section (Hwy 83/CR 60 to Q Q Q Q $27720,000
CR 57)
Green T at CR 57
Three-Lane (CR 57 to CR 2)
Two-Lane with Trail (CR 90 to Hwy 83/CR 60)
Four-Lane Urban Section (Hwy 83/CR 60 to Q Q ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ Q
CR 26) $41,290,000

Four-Lane Rural Section (CR 26 to CR 57)
Green Tat CR 57

‘ Good; meets criteria well ’ Acceptable; but relatively less than good O Moderate; no distinguishing characteristics O Less desirable; considering criteria ‘ Poor; fails to meet criteria

H MANKATO/NORTH MANKATO
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Segment 3 Evaluation Summary

City of Mapleton

: : Risht-of-
Corridor Function 's Safety
Way
Improve Public Minimize Cost
Potential for Irﬁprove. |mprove Minimize . Improv.e |mprove pedestrian/ Preference Cost
. business (1.e. . Intersection . :
reduction In . corridor property . blcycle blcycle
brovide turn . . safety (1.e. .
speeds | ) aesthetics impacts . | ) connectivity comfort/
anes urn lanes saFety
No Build

Three Lane-Rural with Trall Q ‘ Q ‘ ’ ‘ ‘ ‘ O $7,080,000
O O O O O O O

’ Good; meets criteria well ’ Acceptable; but relatively less than good Q Moderate; no distinguishing characteristics Q Less desirable; considering criteria ’ Poor; fails to meet criteria

Three-Lane Urban with Trall ‘

() $8,220,000

H MANKATO/NORTH MANKATO
AREA PLANNING ORGANIZATION
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iInnesota River State Trail Corridor Alternatives
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MnDOT District 7 — Current and Future Projects

m Le Center
Saint Peter |
T\ Kilkenny
“

— |
I
l | J’ Waterville
Elysi
Madison Lake 60 A I-al'
H l
— I
.o ST
Lake
Janesville _—J |
.ﬂ-

&
Mapleton

L] | - Minnesota

Lake

Bridge Projects Road Projects Intersection Projects
O 2024 s 2018 2024 B 2018
2019 2025 Municipal Boundaries 0 5 4
2023 "~ County Boundaries B Miles

m
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COMMENT SHEET
Open House 3

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.

—~ / .
Name: Sharor BJ@/Q_K()@ "

Address: 5 f\//\CLr‘L/ fean € |

Email/Phone: gmaskcu\o—n —21¢% (D %ﬂ&ﬁ

remmen LJe  naod fo Slpw Fraffc Adewsn one

( 237% 5‘r> |

sd AR (z %é N o Rivirnfront — oHs 4o mJOA’ wi H
SC(} s on € leund Hoffic-  Thue w @%&IJ | H4omph

Sy off Hevy 2L 98ing fowards N, Rivodrenk 3 ot dee sak
' 0 / : 7

MS'st Lo ith 7L/c1/[( T (m,ﬂkucﬂm {_f(/td@) - M{{,LL%{/\/LJ

U\\ﬂ 2%

VL éypi,u\/ C(/VVLL,Q' bl/u}/m 2 DO Mo R #QCU\j ' 7 CQ/béf /,76
NOTE: Deadline for mailed comments is Friday, October 26, 2018. ;e A %
Jo o) Faet rajfic @af&ﬁfu?/ 8 (ng .
e N Wh"("‘\/\k—— —

|
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COMMENT SHEET
Open House 3

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.

vome: D o 71

Add : : 0
TesS /O O Pl Iv1en P& M | Mtwf((&&

Email/Phone: b@d/ﬁ C/d 3u°cfbmc334/Y\#P. ey =

Comments:

/T% i Cavy) deor ) {\{LQ P) - Moy . mosT™ Stnsc L{ oA L“\ o of d gwy\/”wq\
7 7

J
Mendech + fle ale<hr.
ﬁg)mmﬂ‘ o KQU/\C?QL’)(}LJL 5[’/’ ) Ve Soud yﬂ@b‘a/\«fo;q b/w(gc é/> / ﬂ%'{@
b die plennad  buJdi, = gl el pugr i finy shavly

4o 3[ WL O e ~ /l na_d JW%{’*,
</
NOTE: Deadline for mailed comments is Friday, October 26, 2018.

S‘)’W\"“ﬂf‘ @ 2 {vavc i T7/) Lot Fonmn S that Nj-

Thants % o cpp sty 0 Jor chofirel iy T Nl
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COMMENT SHEET
Open House 3

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.

s ) [ %m

Address: //5 {//C%/élélj
EmaillPhong_/%% 5, /307 ?/77762/ / Oz’

Comments:

Cﬁ/ Sf /10— pf?z//ﬁ/j bf)//xg ;?éﬁ */4%%% —
CP)M Lrws - /774/1/ o W/ﬁ/?f 722 ~

/4 (i 74 Qb o Pviblur M%/M _ Swha OZW//M% /
QZQS;LL% Cg/‘%amﬁ/féz/ Ly Soprer 2 ,ﬁ/%a/ﬂ /4

NOTE: Deadline for mailed comments is Friday, October 26, 2018.
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COMMENT SHEET
Open House 3

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.
Name: 6\\“@\6\ \S\\)QQQ\CD
address: |0, NN \AS YN
Email/Phone: -, ; i ~
S 6T Qmant. Comy

Comments:

\WO@D\Nﬁ:Yﬁxﬁ\QQ~ CxXYYK&QQW¥CWﬂf&E%%

Qu%ﬁW\JTMXi&vmk(v% AN

NOTE: Deadline for mailed comments is Friday, October 26, 2018.

~

ANONNEE S8 T

i . §: 5 B M Yps ! b
Qo "DONOT Ees T o "Ne oS aen

ST\ Cs>\’w Sy QQ \ Q- RQ\C\\H\% \l\/\AVQ@ClV'\QSY\
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COMMENT SHEET

Open House 3

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.

o o

Name: Biyasd Dcwew EdEC

Address:
Email/lPhone: Mk >BeTRE. YAHSO, COey

Comments: N> _‘_ A
v L\}I"L T [ POSH O SEEE / 5\ Z_AQL,— g /D TeZoEecTol/

Pesterr pEz0E0 AT A7 pupy CRIO(

~SesmpT 2 - hecen. - Udng  Farkhc

— M5O ~ SHOLT TZzn 0l SEcma TR - ARAE JusseT T

Nitive - CHAOCE MEDWK S0 THAT CAZS Turpig

LEET ob VEicow #itzow W itiZz— FAcivg say ors
NOTE: Deadline for mailed comments is Friday, October 26, 2018. /U o w ‘rH’ l;? /é},,@‘; © == 5\5‘(’
;A py (TS [)IFFicueT o SEE &P cotiVg TizdFHC,
LLlS/on  TIT&AT O

>
=
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COMMENT SHEET

Open House 3

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.

Name: Btb-ﬁ\ﬂ-) Scwiwgoez
Address:
Email/Phone:

Comments: o
WITH Ate © = THE ZAAE o AR BETtosEL ST PETER

Aro MBRKATO _ARO_pree & T THE PesYectlEb GCiZow Ty o This.

FasT S1)le  OF MALKATE, MP Do T SHOULy JNITEAD [PVEST

(o A H-lAve Betwosy maokace ¢ 5T PETEZ, Now paty

Peolle paoofd  |dwy AR Beeaust  or TaFEie £ Cond s Tiond
(d

[T5 pProcpgizows, RAtTHa THAL whtT For. Hwy XA @ Bg gZvgy
NOTE: Deadline for mailed comments is Friday, October 26, 2018.
Me iz UA"OQQ"Z/OUj l{ j\f%’o JIRNG Y oc Pow ] % o e [/MVMEI%?
t

AKE T v, Predections pe EAT T MARRATE £ EAcc=
LM& Gizow Tl hiowrs wwiTh Buswoess GizewTd |F tHoy A2
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COMMENT SHEET
Open House 3

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.
Name: /). j Haeder

Address: fja . kad e

Email/Phone:

Comments: : 7 ) | P
/  apyreciaf 7“/@2 et T rmgrove. sSatedy
/7 )/ / 7
)
o Th/S Cc’f/’/tolﬁf, especially AMavnkate +o SH. FRter
= 7

(oreat ehallevges.
[

;i e / / ) / o~ ¢
/ CZ/fJ appreciar 7‘%1 ro umC/aZ‘mu?‘J over  Ji19gna /s
Y v

NOTE: Deadline for mailed comments is Friday, October 26, 2018.
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COMMENT SHEET
Open House 3

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.

Name: %S}gyﬁﬂf
Address: /0(,0W DZ )

EmailPhone: 3 27-SL41 Skl o € (Bl Lop
e SECHe T R~ P gt B (RS T
Ca_mé;. O 52 law B faee . 3 pus
LinulO BRE Mue Toe [hwe p fete Closk cals
%A/a—y w 72 /mﬁf Ruw' <+ X NEparre
%‘75 (2L 47

NOTE: Deadline for mailed comments is Friday, October 26, 2018.
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COMMENT SHEET
Open House 3

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.

Name: f,/ fég,(%
Address: /0 /0(8 (e /OQ/-«/\

EmaillPhone: 7S~ (»(o $7

Comments:

/ / b/ m{% Wmffmf CoUClin e //L Mzm&m@

/@wﬁ& &t 22, [ pen veny plrese Pet «
MMV\{Q&(W Lo /)[ga/mvqu a [l/?% (LﬁWW %{{ﬁ «_/i\ -

Q,MM_,QMQ %ﬁ\ @23 /0/3‘74—3/(/6% 2o zﬁdwﬂw r//%?%mmjz«

NOTE: Deadllne for mailed comments is Friday, October 26, 2018.
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COMMENT SHEET
Open House 3

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.

Name: Jb,/), J(,_,;\\;'O\

Address: /¢, Phleusn / 0., o«

Email/Phone:

Comments: /
/D

/n)( WJ R Narrs wi- /’\"f V/ Jh’(‘~'/°%"’ / 74 /ércua
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Up o Pk ATl F Sy (67 A pofif
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horeofe G, 22

NOTE: Deadline for mailed comments is Friday, October 26, 2018. '74/ - )P I 7[\/= - Je )/‘ /7 74
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COMMENT SHEET
Open House 3

Please provide your input on the information and boards presented at the open house.

Name: %/C/ )\/

Address:

Email/Phone:

Comments: /) = / A ’4( I ) ’ /) (
[ \Ao /‘AC”H — nraf”f'ﬁ Aovro o Lz lalle w Aow-t
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NOTE: Deadline for mailed comments is Friday, October 26, 2018.
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