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RESPONSE: The proposed project is consistent whién Metropolitan Council’'s Metropolitd
Development Guide, including the TransportationidyoPlan (TPP) (2009) and its appendices, an(
Regional Development Framework (2004). This cdesisy is illustrated by the following examples:

Policy No. 2 - Prioritizing Regional Transportatimvestments

Strategy 2a - System Preservation
The Council’s first priority for transportation iestments for all modes is preservat]
operation, and maintenance of existing systems faulites. The CSAH 3
reconstruction project channels federal funding s existing transportation corrido
need of preservation and enhancement. The camtetane will improve the operati
and safety compared to the current facility.

Strategy 2c - Transit Capital and Operating Investis




Strategy 4b - Alternative Modes




2 The project must be included in, be part of,aate to a problem, need or direction discussezhe

of the following: 1) a local or county comprehersiplan found to be consistent with Metropolitan
Council plans; 2) a locally approved capital imgment program; 3) an officially adopted corridor
study reflected in the local plan; or 4) the officplan or program of the applicant agency. Beeaus
all communities in the seven-county Twin Citiesioeghave recently completed or are currently in
the process of updating their local comprehensiaasy applications in the 2009 solicitation may be
for projects included in the most recent local coshgnsive plan or the previous plan that was found
to be consistent with Metropolitan Council plansalso must not conflict with the goals and p@kgi

in these adopted regional plans; the 2030 Traraont Policy Plan (2009), the 2030 Regional
Framework (2004), and the 2030 Regional Parks yditan (2005/06). The applicant must
reference the appropriate comprehensive plan, Cé®idor study document, or other plan or
program and provide copies of the applicable pages.
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Page 6-15, Transportation, bullet point No. 5: 2208 study of arterials in Richfield will produc
design guide that will be shared with the Countg serve as a basis for discussing reconstructi
County roads.”

2. Richfield Arterials Study (2009)

The study focused on the four of the five northtkoarterial streets in the city, includi
Portland Avenue, to determine design deficienciebreeeds prior to their future reconstruct
Portland Avenue and specifically the project ares the subject of detailed study to assej
ability to handle different modes of travel, i.earg and trucks; pedestrians, bicyclists;
transit

3. Richfield Capital Improvements Plan

The project is included in the City’s adopted C2R10-2013)

Hennepin County
1. 2030 Hennepin County Transportation Systems PHC-TSP (2008)

Implementation Policies, Policy 6 — Multimodal Inopements: Bullet points No. 2, 3, 4, 5
6, as follows:

Exert Influence in Support of Multiple Travel Modes

Continue the Cooperation with Metro Transit andeotinansit providers for Inclusion
Transit-related roadway enhancements.

Support Multiple Uses of County rights-of-way.
Implement the policies of the bicycle transportafan
Emphasize pedestrian accommodations

2. Hennepin County Bike Gap Study (2004)

CSAH 35 (Portland Avenue) was identified within tGeunty’s Bike Gap Study as Gap
33b. The Gap Study identified bicycle mode deficies in more than 100 corridors
Hennepin County.

3. Hennepin County Complete Streets policies (2009

Resolution 09-0058 was adopted by the Hennepin tydiommissioners on February 10, 20

RESPONSE: The functional classification of A-Minditerial — Reliever is consistent with the rece
revised regional system adopted by the Metropol@amncil in April 2009 and is compatible with
classification criteria of Appendix D of the TPRdathe characteristics of an A-Minor Reliever déssm
in Table D-7. Figure 4 illustrates the “A” Minont&rial Reliever system in the project area.




RESPONSE: Project funding will be used for eligiblests, including the replacement of a four-
section of pavement, curb and gutter, existingeiiay entrances, and sidewalks with a new threg
roadway section. Eligible costs for the new thieeee section will include multipurpose use pa
shoulders and medians, traffic signals, (or sitghe roundabouts), sidewalks, landscaping ligh
storm sewer, signage, potential bike lane and pedescrossing, as well as improved tra
components (coordination with Metro Transit forI&ns, benches, trash receptacles and signage).

RESPONSE: Pre-construction work and ROW costsiar@art of the total project cost included in
application. The costs of studies, preliminary iragring, design, construction engineering
associated related costs have not been includetigiisle funding, and no additional right-of-way|
need to be acquired to accomplish the project.

RESPONSE: The proposed project is a permanent weprent and does not replace any regio
funded project that was opened to traffic withia thst five years.

. The project’s federal cost share of 488 is within the eligible STP funding range
$1,000,000 to $7,000,0(




RESPONSE: The City of Richfield will be responsibde assembling local (nonfederal) cost sharin
at least 20 percent of the total cost. In additmtocal match funds from the City of Richfieldytpntial
funding partners include Hennepin County.

RESPONSE: As CSAH 35, Hennepin County has juwtixh over the route known as Portland Ave
in Richfield; however, the City of Richfield hasitinted the Federal STP. Hennepin County
indicated in its support letter shown in Attachménthat it commits to operate and maintain Port
Avenue for its design life and not change the usany right-of-way acquired without prior appro
from Mn/DOT and the Federal Highway Administration.




: The Reliever route is 0.42

RESPONSE: According to Mn/DOT’'s 50 series map® turrent (200
average daily traffic volume on CSAH 35 (PortlandeAue) is 15,500 vehicl
per day (vpd) at 64th Street. Forecasted trafficimes for 2030 were obtain
from the 2030 Hennepin County Transportation Syst@tan (HC-TSP) for t
same location. The Hennepin County 2030 foreacas€CSAH 35 at 64th Stre
is 20,150 vpd. Hennepin County only has one faeealume for this segme
These volumes are shown Bigure 4.

RESPONSE: Public transit is provided on CSAH 3&[Bod Avenue) by Met
Transit Express Route 553 and local Metro TransititBs 5 and 111. Met




Transit routes also cross Portland Avenue at 86eet (High Frequency Ro

515) Sed-igure 5 for Transit Routes.

RESPONSE: The Principal Arterial being relieved ligerstate 35W. T
frequency of traffic crashes is 1.7 crashes petianilvehicle miles on t
corresponding section. The crash rate for thechyah Arterial, provided b
Mn/DOT, is included in Attachment B.

RESPONSE: The crash reduction due to three possit#earios. The fir
scenario would reconstruct the existing relievethwli lanes; this scenario wo
reduce the crashes by 0. The second scenario woutdve a 4 to 3 la
conversion with a signalization intersection af" @treet, this scenario wo
reduce crashes by 5.9. The third scenario is &ersion to three lanes wit
single-lane roundabout at B&treet; this scenario would reduce crashes b
The single-lane roundabout in the second scenawwiges additional crag
reduction. These crash resections on CSAH-35 eee @ 3 year period. T
reduction is based on 17 crashes from 1/1/20022(8112007. The supporti
calculations are documented on the HSIP Workshm#aamed inAttachment B
and are based on the methodology of Appendix Ehéngblicitation packag
The roundabout crash reduction factors are tak@n the Mn/DOT “% Changg
in Crashes Table”, in Appendix E of the solicitatipackage. The 4 to 3 Ig




conversion crash reduction factor of -37 was foondPage 63 of the FH
Desktop Reference for Crash Reduction Factors. drash reduction fact
selected was a bold listed factor. Also includadAitachment B are thg

required crash diagram and the summary list ofh@ssdentified by TIS numb
from Mn/DOT'’s TIS database. The average frequersiyguMn/DOT TIS data
13.5 crashes per mile per year.

RESPONSE: The goals of the project are to imprafetg along the corridor a
accommodate a mode shift in transportation. Emissiill be reduced on Portla
Avenue through decreasing vehicle miles travellgdpboviding the option fg
people to use other modes such as walking, bikingansit instead of driving.

The proposed 4 to 3 lane conversion of Portlandnéeewill accommodate a mo
shift by adding bike lanes and improving pedestrian and transit fegilficcess
regional trails, parks, and schools for pedestriand bicycles will be achiev
through this project without degrading existing ieédhoperations.

It is anticipated that the mode shift will resuita decrease in vehicle miles trave
(VMT) of 325 miles per day (or approximately 5% ngsidefault values fro
Appendix G2) over the next 20 years. This decréasmiles travelled will hel
improve air quality for our region.

The second way emissions will be reduced is by avipg intersection operatio
The existing Portland Avenue/84Street intersection is currently signalized
roundabout alternative will be considered at thersection of Portland Avenue &
64" Street, which would reduce crashes and decrealsy.d€ravel time an
operating speed will improve or if the roundabautmplemented. Thus the ratg
vehicle emissions within the project limits will ctease, which will also contrib
to improving air quality.

The third way in which emissions will be reducedtlisough improving trans
operations through the 4 to 3 lane conversion, avipg transit amenities, a
expanding access to transit. It is anticipated tiimatexisting transit use will increg
by 20 percent through these improvements. The aserén ridership will result
fewer vehicles on the road and fewer emissionshi®iregion.




See Table 1 below for a breakdown in emissionsatalu See Attachment C f
emission reduction calculations.

RESPONSE: The Metropolitan Freeway System 2006 €stian Report identifies this sectio
the Principal Arterial as having 1-2 hours of castgan Northbound and le
than 1 hour Southbound between 5 am and 10 am.reblaring congestig
occurs between 2 pm and 7 pm. Subsequent repleriify less congestion b
are affected by the 1-35W bridge construction ate t-35w/HWY-6
construction. The 2006 Congestion figures areumhetl in Attachment G.

RESPONSE: The AM and PM (v/c) ratio will experiereeeduction of 0.15 a
0.18 respectively. Although capacity is reducdte projected volume on t
section of Portland Ave is not near capacity. Vokime to capacity calculations
included in Attachment C.

The goals of the project are to improve safetyglthe corridor and accommod
a mode shift in transportation. Congestion will t@eluced on Portland Aven
through decreasing vehicle miles travelled by g the option for people to
other modes such as walking, biking, or transitead of driving.

The proposed 4 to 3 lane conversion of Portlandn&eewill add bike lanes al
[ pedestrian and transit facilities. Accesgegional trails, parks, and schd




for pedestrians and bicycles will be achieved thiothis project without degradi
existing vehicle operations. Increasing biking aradking will reduce congestion
Portland.

A roundabout alternative will be considered at ititersection of Portland Aven
and 64th Street. The roundabout alternative wduee delay and congestion at
intersection.

The third way in which congestion will be reducedtirough improving trang
operations through the 4 to 3 lane conversion, avipg transit amenities, a
expanding access to transit. It is anticipated ttimatexisting transit use will increg
by 10 percent through these improvements. The aserén ridership will result
fewer vehicles on the road.

RESPONSE: The project costs will range from $NA3&968, to $254,886 f
each crash reduced over 3 years. This figureeisdhbult of dividing the $1,988,1
total project cost by the answer of 0, 5.9, andcra8hes reduced over the three
period (2005-2007) as specified in criterion B.bwd The procedures detaileg

Appendix E of the Solicitation package were usetSIP Worksheets are provid
in Attachment B for two scenarios. The first scamaould reconstruct the existi
reliever with 4 lanes. The second scenario womlalve a 4 to 3 lane conversi
with a signalization intersection at'6&treet. The third scenario is a conversid
three lanes with a single-lane roundabout 4t $teet.




RESPONSE: The existing intersection levels ofiserare at the A and B leve
They will remain at those levels after convertimgtRind Avenue from 4 lanes tq
lanes. Travel time and operating speed will rentlansame. The hourly through
decrease is 258 people/hour. See Attachment Dafoulations.

RESPONSE: As determined in Section B3, the projéittresult in a reduction

emissions of approximately 7.7-14.0 kg/day depeamdirinether the intersectis
control at 64" St. will be signalized or a roundabout. Divididetproject cost b
the emissions reductions yields the cost effecagsn

Cost Effectiveness (4-3 lane conversion w/signa$y17988,112/7.7=$258196
kg emissions reduction

Cost Effectiveness (4-3 lane conversion w/roundgbe$1,988,112/14=%$1420(
per kg emissions reduction




RESPONSE: The project area is located entiretpiwiRichfield, Minnesota,
between 67th Street and 77th Street. TAZs in tbgpt area include 454, 45

456, and 457. Portland Avenue divides TAZs 454 4btelfrom 456 and 457.
TAZ data is illustrated oRigure 7.

http://www.metrocouncil.org/planning/framewor/documents.htm.)
including the relationship of the project to comrtyevelopment plans
and objectives e.g. intensification of centers,adixise development,
development staging, and/or redevelopment/infdhgl




e The proposed project will make local transpootati transit
pedestrian and bicycle investments to improve coiores betwee
workplaces, residences, retail, services and eenent activities.

» The project area’s planned land use supportgriated modes.

 The project connects to East 66th Street andidPortAvenud
which the City’s 2030 Comprehensive Plan identifessa future hig
density node focusing around the major transit natdthe intersectid
and Memorial ParkSee Attachment G.

Framework Policy 3: Encourage expanded choicdwirsing locatio
and types, and improved access to jobs and opjtesin

The City of Richfield’s role to implement this dkegy with the proposd
project is as follows:

e The 2030 Richfield Comprehensive Plan providesr
maintenance of its quality housing stock along CS281but also ne
uses at higher volume intersections, such as HEdbt$treet and CSA
35. Newer uses at this intersection will typicdbg higher density a
support a variety of uses, including residentiald aemployme
opportunities, on a smaller, more densely develdfeotprint”. This|
footprint will benefit from greater multimodal fléxility that integrate
transit, bicycle, and pedestrian travel corridaossmeet the needs
residents and employees who will occupy many obeheedevelopq
spaces in the futureéSee Attachment G.

http://gis.metc.state.mn.us/topics/nrda/index.asp
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primarily residential development which remainsapd There are no affect
natural features (other than the urban forestheproject area. Opportunit

for additional boulevard “street trees” will alsaheince the natural views g
complement the existing urban foreStee Figure 8.




RESPONSE: The proposed project’s access managgiae will control acces
to private properties and intersections differetitign the current four-lane secti
which provides no turning lane or intersection eekar queuing space to sepa
turning vehicle movements from through vehicle nmoeats. A center left-tu
lane will be provided to improve safety for turninghicles and improve over
mobility, and street intersection channelizationll wimprove safety. Th
predominantly single family residential land useshe project area are projecteq
exist in the 2030 Richfield Comprehensive Plan,ctwill allow established urbg
neighborhoods to continue to be maintained oveltitmowever, there are

additional opportunities to consolidate access assalt of such actions includi
lot combinations, higher density development, onfage road options. Likewis
there are no alley access alternatives in the project area. Private property
must be maintained and there are no opportunitiedase points of access ald
Portland Avenue. Hennepin County’s current CSAlddway access standal
identified on Exhibit 7-6 of the 2030 Hennepin Ctufiransportation Systems P
(HC-TSP) prohibit partial and full residential deiway access from minor arte
roadways.

RESPONSE: The practice of permitting residerdi@eways onto CSAH ming
arterials has long since been abandoned by mog&dictions in Minnesot
including Hennepin County; however, establishedlstaneighborhoods that we
permitted private property access long ago alsaoease the livability of t

community. Current driveway accesses do not comfts Hennepin County
minor arterial intersection and signal spacing glieks. However, Richfield
long-established grid system functions to disteburaffic well and the County h
managed access and mobility on the project corndtr timed signals at the 70
and 76th Street intersections. As 2030 long teand luses, predominantly sin
family residential properties with private drivewaytrances will continue to

permitted in the event of property destructione(fidisaster, etc.) except in insta
where multiple properties are involved, at whianeithe City of Richfield woul
work with Hennepin County to reevaluate direct ases to CSAH 35.

RESPONSE: As a Hennepin County facility, CSAHM&st meet minimum spacing standardg

new driveways prior to access permit issuance. pirwect corridor is full
developed and each private parcel with a prinaisal is provided driveway acceg




although there are a few instances of shared daysvalong the project corrid
The 2030 Richfield Comprehensive Plan’s transpioratplanning chapte
recognizes that driveways contribute to crashesraddced traffic flow on majq
streets because of the increase in number of tativhere vehicle conflicts ¢
occur. The Plan recognizes that policies and oraies that:

Limit the number of driveways to those that are actually needed to
accommodate the traffic generated by each developpme

Provide adequate spacing between driveways sdliaten(and resultin
accidents) between vehicles maneuvering at adjacemiways do not arise;

Ensure proper design to accommodate drivewayidrahd minimize vehicl
conflicts without significantly reducing roadwaypeeity; and,

Deny private access within the zone of influentexisting and proposed traf
signals.

The City of Richfield recognizes these policies amticulates access control review during |
development application petitions and redevelopnmotesses. The City also retains qual
traffic engineering staff to provide safety revigyut during these review processes.

RESPONSE: There are currently 31 residential agoeisds along CSAH 35. Although they

inconsistent with Hennepin County Access Spacingl@ines, it is infeasible for the CSAH

reconstruction project to modify access at thisetim Hennepin County Access Spag
Guidelines will be enforced as these parcels rddpveThe existing residential access pointg
as follows:

6200 Block — 5 Residential Driveways — No Modifioais
6300 Block — 12 Residential Driveways — No Modifioas
6400 Block — 9 Residential Driveways — No Modifioais
6500 Block — 5 Residential Driveways — No Modifioais

RESPONSE: There are currently 6 low volume priviigeways. Final decisions about acq
point elimination will take place during the findésign stage. The existing low volume pri
driveways are:

6300 Block — 1 Commercial Driveways — No Modificats



6500 Block — 5 Commercial Driveways — No Modificats

RESPONSE: There is currentl igh-volume privchteeway in the project area.

RESPONSE: There is currently 1 public street cras§IBAH 35 in the project area.

RESPONSE: Metro Transit provides two service @sufregular and express)

the project corridor. There are currently 21 tias®ps along the project corrid




Several stops are provided with covered sheltedsbanches; others are denoted
signpost with sidewalk waiting. Metro Transit alsas routes that cross Portld
Ave. at 66th Street and 77th Street. Please refeigure 5.

If so, provide a map that shows the current placentd bus stops along t
segment. If not, the project will be evaluated Bolen the non-motorized a
freight components of this criterion.

RESPONSE: Transit stops currently do not compith ADA Accessibilit
Guidelines for boarding areas and the current sileaonditions.

RESPONSE: The proposed project will provide addél public space to enha
bus stops with adding ADA compliant boarding pangroved sidewalks with cu
ramps and truncated domes, shelters, includingefarfyture facilities wit
additional seating, improved lighting, landscapiaggd/or bicycle staging areas
use of bus stacking racks. The offset from mowragfic lanes to the transit waiti
area will be increased with the project.

The project will also provide additional separatfomm moving traffic lanes and t
sidewalks along both sides of Portland Avenue far transit users to access
transit stop, along with audible traffic signalgygswalks and curb ramps.

Refer toFigure 9 for existing pedestrian facilities.




RESPONSE: Pedestrians are currently providet five foot to six foot wid
sidewalks continuously on both sides of the stieehe project corridor. The
sidewalks are located at the back of the curb and are typically integrate
residential driveways, although driveway curbingl afopes often disrupt the le
surface and the condition is typically cracked, vame and worn. Pedestri
crossing pavement markings are provided at the Seteet crossing and at
signalized intersection with East '6@treet. Pedestrian destinations along
corridor include private residences, Veteran's Maatld?ark, 5 transit stops alo
both sides of intersecting streets in the projectidor, and commercial busines
at the East 68 Street intersection. Within one-half mile of tipeoject ared
pedestrian destinations include commercial busasesdéong East 66th Street {
private residences.

RESPONSE: The pedestrian environment includes/extd-six foot sidewal
section adjacent to CSAH 35. The sidewalk is narand not designed to currg
standards, and there is currently no buffer or amegirotection for pedestrians frg

street traffic. The existing cross-section dogshawye any boulevards for storage
snow removed from the roadway. The snow removeuh fihe roadway is plows
into the pedestrian areas. Richfield Public Wasteff remove the snow from t
sidewalks which may take weeks before the sidevimlkleared after a maj
snowfall event. There is no public property laragsog. Street lighting is provid
at street intersections along the west side of C®8H The proposed project
separate pedestrians from street traffic with ainmim two foot boulevard buffg
two-foot curb, and six-foot multipurpose lane. €stdans will be provided with
six-foot wide sidewalk on both sides of the strebtid-block lighting will also bg
included to increase pedestrian safety.

RESPONSE: The project will introduce a buffetvien the sidewalk and traf
up to 10 feet with a multipurpose lane, curb, andlévard space to provide fo
safer and more pleasant pedestrian movement ah@ngroject corridor along wi
mid-block lighting. The sidewalk system will besigned to comply with ADA4
requirements at intersections and driveways torenstoss slopes and grades
requirements. Please refer Figure 3 for proposed changes in the pedes
environment.




RESPONSE: Safer pedestrian crossings will irecludarked crosswalks a
pedestrian crossing signage on each intersectpmtlall signalized intersectio
Signalized intersections will also be provided widdestrian actuated controls.
project’s cross section will reduce the lanes getestrians need to cross from f
to three and only two through lanes of traffic.

RESPONSE: The sidewalk improvements associatéd thve proposed projg
will be designed to integrate with existing sidelkgahlong streets that cross CS
35. The 2030 Richfield Comprehensive Plan idesgifimissing” sidewalks

intersections of 68th and 73rd Streets that will dmmstructed in the future
improve pedestrian movement connectivity and safety addition to the nort
south connectivity between major parks describatieeathe improvements w
also provide improved east-west connectivity wittoanection to the 9 Mile Cre
Regional Trail which follows 76th Street and crast®e entire city of Richfield a
the Veteran’s Park pathway.

Please refer to Figure 6 for existing bicyclingilies in the project area.

RESPONSE: Bicyclists currently must share aeréane with vehicular traffic (
use the sidewalks. There are no other bicyclditiasiin the project corridor. T

proposed project will accommodate bicyclists byvmtimg a six-foot multipurpog
striped lane or a dedicated five-foot bicycle lameeach side of the street.




RESPONSE: Hennepin County’s Bicycle Gap Studye(SBb) and the City ¢{
Richfield’'s 2030 Comprehensive Plan indicate thesdhdfor bicycle syste
connectivity along the project study area. Futbreycle connections to O
Shakopee Road in Bloomington and East 60th Stneklimneapolis are included
Hennepin County’s Gap Map. Three Rivers Park Risis advancing plans for t
Nine Mile Creek Trail which will connect Downtownagkins the US Fish a
Wildlife Visitor's Center in Bloomington near the ivhesota River along wi
connections to the Grand Rounds in Minneapolise Wme Mile Creek Trail wi
cross Portland Avenue at 76th Str¢8ee Figure 6).

Destinations within one mile that will receive b&hé&om the proposed project
planned improvements in bicycle facilities inclu®st of the community’s larg
parks, including Wood Lake Park, community parkd aommercial employme
and retail establishments along East 66th Stregtsanth of 77th Street near 1-4
The project will provide access to the 9 Mile Crdégional Trail which follow|
76th Street across the entire city of Richfield amid be constructed in 201
Institutional uses that will benefit from the praeal bicycle improvements incl
Richfield Elementary Intermediate School and thepé&ldPresbyterian chur
campus near the center of the project area.

RESPONSE: The current daily heavy commercial tadfong the project segmg
has been estimated using 3 percent of the AADTe dirrent estimated HCAL
volume is 600 vehicles per day.

RESPONSE: The proposed roadway will not be usedadoess the regio
intermodal freight terminals in Appendix J; howeveiith a direct connection
MN TH 62, HCADT traffic volumes on the principaltarial freeway could b
alleviated with the proposed project and its cotinacto other relievers in t
project area, including East'66treet.

RESPONSE: (Not Applicable



RESPONSE: The Project Implementation Schedule éaes bompleted and is &ttachment F.



