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January 7, 2009
To Whom It May Concern:

SUBJECT: Negative Declaration Regarding the Need for an Environmental Impact Statement for
Right of Way Preservation for the Trunk Highway 55 from Plymouth to Rockford Project.

The proposed project involves right of way preservation for reconstruction of Trunk Highway (TH) 55 as
a four-lane expressway between the Crow River and County Road 116 and Inferstate 494, for a distance
of approximately 16 miles. Under Minnesota rules, the Minnesota Department of Transportation
(Mn/DOT) is the Responsible Governmental Unit (RGU) for this project.

The proposed action was described and analyzed in an Environmental Assessment/Environmental
Assessment Worksheet (EA/EAW) circulated to the EAW Distribution List and others. A Notice of
Availability appeared in the EQB Monitor on April 7, 2008. A public hearing was held April 29, 2008.
The comment period closed May 9, 2008.

As the RGU for work on the Minnescta trunk highway system, Mn/DOT has undertaken a thorough
analysis of the project and its impacts. Through its own analysis, coordination with affected agencies,
public and community involvement, and corument letters received, Mn/DOT has determined that
proposed right of way acquisition for the future reconstruction of TH 55 as described in the EA/EAW
does not have the potential for significant environmental impact. Mn/DOT has concluded that an
Environmental Impact Statement is not required, and has issued a Negative Declaration Order for the
project, This decision and determination is supported by the full administrative record of the project,
including Findings of Fact and Conclusions. The Negative Declaration concludes the Minnesota state
environmental review process for right of way acquisition. Right of way acquisition may proceed as soon
as funding is available. Construction is not programmed. Future environmental documentation to confirm
environmental impacts and mitigative measures will need to occur closer to the time of construction.

Mn/DOT does not intend fo circulate paper copies of the Findings and Conclusions document or the
Negative Declaration Order. These items and others are available on the project website at:

bttp://projects.dot. state. mn.us/srff055/documents.htinl. Should any readers not have access to these
electronic documents, paper copies may be obtained by contacting Richard Dalton at 651-234-7677.

As an item of information, the Federal Highway Administration issued a Finding of No Significant
Impact for this project on December 30, 2008. This is also posted to the above referenced website.

For the Minnesota Department of Transportation

/\w—//)ﬂ“ | “/7/200

Dﬁl owe Date !
Project Manager
Mun/DOT Metro District

An equal opportunity employer



U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
MINNESOTA DIVISION

ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION
FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
FOR
Federal Project
Minnesota State Project Number 27-596-03, 2722-68
TH-55 from the Crow River to 1-494
in the cities of Rockford, Greenficld, Corcoran, Medina, Plymouth Hennepin County

The proposed project involves right of way (ROW) preservation for a four lane expressway
between the Crow River and County Road 116 and a four lanc freeway between County Road
116 and 1-494 in the cites of Rockford, Greenfield, Corcoran, Medina, Plymouth Henncpin
County.

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has determined that the proposed ROW
preservation for the future reconstruction of 111-55 as described in the Environmental
Assessment (EA), will have no significant impact on the human environment. ‘This Finding of
No Significant Impact (FONSI} is based on the EA that has been independently evaluated by the
FHWA and determined to adequately and accurately discuss the need, environmental issucs, and
impacts of the proposed project and appropriate mitigation measures.

The EA provides sufficient evidence and analysis for determining that an Environmental Impact
Statement is not required. The FHWA takes full responsibility for the accuracy, scope, and
content of the EA for the subject projecet.

Chery]a L Date
Environmental Engineer
Federal Highway Administration
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FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS
TRUNK HIGHWAY 55 FROM PLYMOUTH TO ROCKFORD

PLYMOUTH, MEDINA, CORCORAN, GREENFIELD, AND ROCKFORD
HENNEPIN COUNTY, MINNESOTA

l. ADMINISTRATIVE BACKGROUND

The Minnesota Department of Transportation (Mn/DOT) is the Responsible Governmental Unit
for this project. An Environmental Assessment/Environmental Assessment Worksheet
(EA/EAW) has been prepared for this project in accordance with Minnesota Rules
Chapter 4410 and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) [42 USC 4321 et. seq.]. The
EA/EAW was developed to assess the impacts of the project and other circumstances in order to
determine if an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is indicated.

The EA/EAW was filed with the Minnesota EQB and circulated for review and comments to the
required EA/EAW distribution list. A “Notice of Availability” was published in the EQB
Monitor on April 7, 2008. A Notice of Availability was sent to local newspapers and the Star
Tribune. These notices provided a brief description of the project and information on where
copies of the EA/EAW were available, and invited the public to provide comments that would be
used in determining the need for an EIS on the proposed project. The EA/EAW was made
available for public review at Rockford City Hall, Greenfield City Hall, Corcoran City Hall,
Medina City Hall, Plymouth City Hall, Rockford Public Library, Plymouth Community Library,
Mn/DOT Metro District Offices, and the Hennepin County Public Works Facility. In addition,
the EA/EAW was available for viewing on the project web site:
http://projects.dot.state.mn.us/srf/055/index.html.

An open house/public hearing for the proposed project was held on Tuesday, April 29, 2008, at
the Hennepin County Public Works Facility. The hearing presented the preliminary corridor
design concept and identified potential environmental impacts of the project. Comments were
received through Friday, May 9, 2008. All comments received during the EA/EAW comment
period, including those received from the open house/public hearing, were considered in
determining the potential for significant environmental impacts. Comments received during the
comment period, and responses to the comments, are provided in the Appendix. Comments also
include those received as oral testimony during the April 29, 2008 hearing.
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Il.  PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed project includes improvements to Trunk Highway (TH) 55 from Plymouth to
Rockford. The project identifies a design concept that will be the basis for right of way
protection and will inform local transportation network plans. The design concept includes:

1. Four-lane expressway west of CR 116 including the following improvements:

Grade-separated interchange at CR 116.

Existing direct private access to TH 55 redirected to frontage/backage roads
(whenever possible).

Full access intersection improvements at CR 50, 69th Avenue N., CSAH 92, Vernon
Street, Greenfield Road, Townline Road, CSAH 19, Pioneer Trail, Willow Drive,
Arrowhead Drive, and Tamarack Drive, including designated left-and right-turn lanes
to improve safety.

Connections and depictions of potential local roadways and access connections.

Potential stormwater treatment facilities located throughout the corridor to best suit
topography and drainage patterns.

2. Four-lane hybrid section roadway east of CR 116 with the following improvements:

Tight diamond interchanges at CSAH 101 North, CSAH 101 South/Peony Lane,
CSAH 9 (Rockford Road) / CSAH 24, and Vicksburg Lane.

Button hook ramps at Fernbrook Lane and west of Niagara Lane.

One-way frontage road parallel to eastbound TH 55 between Vicksburg Lane and
Niagara Lane and parallel to westbound TH 55 between Fernbrook Lane and
Vicksburg Lane.

Existing direct private access to TH 55 redirected to frontage/backage roads
(whenever possible).

Connections and depictions of potential local roadways and access connections.
Pedestrian/bicycle facilities on grade-separated crossings of TH 55.

Potential stormwater treatment facilities located throughout the corridor to best suit
topography and drainage patterns.

3. Right of way footprint that will accommodate a range of reasonably foreseeable
configurations for the 1-494/TH 55 interchange (to be developed under a separate
project).

Changes in the Project Since the Environmental Assessment was Published

Since the EAW was published, the following project items have changed:

e Two additional properties in Medina were identified as total acquisitions.

e One additional property in Greenfield was identified as a total acquisition.
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e City staff have advised that shoreland alteration permits will likely be needed from the Cities
of Greenfield and Medina, and will likely not be needed from the Cities of Rockford and
Plymouth. The project will obtain the appropriate permits needed from all agencies to
comply with regulations in place at the time of construction.

e Recent information indicates that additional impaired waters in the project watershed include
the Crow River, which is impaired for fecal coliform, fish bioassessments and tubidity and
Lake Independence, which is impaired for nutrient/eutrophication, biological indicators, and
mercury in fish tissue.

I11. DECISION REGARDING NEED FOR ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENT

A.  Type, Extent, and Reversibility of Impacts

Expansion of TH 55 is not currently programmed in the Mn/DOT 20-year plan and there is
currently no funding for construction of the Preferred Alternative. The EA/EAW process is
intended to support the future use of federal funding for right of way protection and to allow for
small improvement projects, consistent with the design concept, to be implemented as funding
becomes available. Because of this, environmental issues and specific mitigation measures need
to be confirmed and further refined when future environmental documentation is completed,
closer to the time of construction. Mn/DOT finds that the analysis completed for the
Environmental Assessment is adequate to determine whether the project has the potential for
significant environmental effects.

The EA described the type and extent of impacts anticipated to result from the proposed project.
Following are the findings regarding potential environmental impacts of the proposed project and
the design features included to avoid, minimize, and mitigate these impacts:

Contaminated Property

Twenty-two (22) properties with right of way impacts are identified as having high or medium
potential for contamination, including three that are proposed stormwater pond locations. Prior to
construction, these properties will be drilled and sampled if necessary to determine the extent
and magnitude of contaminated soil or groundwater. If necessary, a plan will be developed for
properly handling and treating contaminated soil and/or groundwater during construction. If
contamination is found during construction, ponds will be relocated and redesigned as
appropriate.

Fish, Wildlife, and Ecologically Sensitive Resources

A “known concentration” area of Blanding’s Turtles (a state threatened species) is located in the
vicinity of the project area near Rolling Green Country Club. Measures to avoid impacts to
Blanding’s Turtles will be implemented.

Lake Sarah, the Crow River, and Lake Independence are identified as impaired waters within the
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project watershed. Additional best management practices (BMPs) will be implemented
consistent with National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) or other permit
requirements in place at the time of construction.

Wetland Impacts

Approximately 25 acres of wetland impacts are expected with this project. Coordination
regarding mitigation for these impacts will continue, utilizing research completed by Hennepin
County Environmental Services staff. Efforts to identify and secure mitigation sites will continue
as project design moves forward.

Application for permits for wetland impacts will be submitted to the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (COE), the Department of Natural Resources (DNR), and the project area watershed
districts. Approval of these permits is anticipated, as regulatory agencies have been involved
with the review of this project. Further avoidance and minimization efforts and mitigation
measures will be implemented in consultation with Local Government Units (LGUSs), consistent
with regulations in place at the time of construction.

Soil Erosion

There is a potential for erosion during construction, due to the presence of several areas of
Highly Erodible Land (HEL) or Potentially Highly Erodible Land (PHEL). Impacts to wetland
water quality will be minimized by the use of water quality improvement features/BMPs.
Erosion prevention and sediment control during construction will include silt fences and traps,
temporary seeding and mulching, and use of erosion control blankets on slopes. Sedimentation
ponds will be constructed as early in the project as practicable in order to trap sediment during
construction. Excess fill material will not be deposited into wetlands or other environmentally-
sensitive areas.

Floodplains

Numerous floodplain encroachments will occur; however, no significant impact on
transportation or floodplain values, no increased risk of flood, and no resulting incompatible
floodplain development will result. Coordination with the watershed management commissions
and districts, as well as member cities, will occur as the project proceeds. During final design,
detailed analysis will be done to determine if additional measures are needed to meet regulatory
requirements.

Stormwater

In addition to the impaired waters listed in the EA/EAW, recent information indicates that the
Crow River is also impaired; pollutants/stressors are fecal coliform, fish bioassessments, and
turbidity. Lake Independence is an impaired water located downstream of Peter Lake; Peter Lake
will receive runoff from the project. This project will result in an additional 47 percent of
impervious surfaces in the corridor.

Stormwater generated from the proposed project will be directed to the greatest extent feasible to
appropriate BMPs. The proposed project will feature a stormwater conveyance system that will
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provide up to 60 percent total phosphorus removal and 90 percent total suspended solids
removal, thereby mitigating the adverse effects of the increased impervious surfaces and
pollutant generation. Stormwater runoff from the project will not likely have a significant impact
on the water quality of identified receiving water bodies.

Access Changes

This project will result in numerous access changes for local properties. Direct access to
TH 55 will be limited for safety reasons, with many access points being eliminated when
improvements are constructed. Many of these points will be provided access via proposed
alternative routes. Where this is not feasible, some access points will be allowed to remain until a
future land use change occurs.

Noise

Construction of the analyzed TH 55 improvements would generally result in slight increases in
noise due to increases in traffic. Based on traffic noise modeling, state daytime noise standards
for residential land uses are anticipated to be exceeded up to 300 feet from TH 55; state
nighttime noise standards may be exceeded 800-1,000 feet from the corridor. Given that these
are modeled results, they do not represent absolute traffic noise levels, but can be used as a guide
for local governments in planning local land use. A more detailed traffic noise analysis will be
completed when horizontal and vertical alignments have been defined closer to the time of
construction. Mitigation will be considered at the time of project construction in accordance with
state and federal requirements in place at that time.

Cultural Resources

Based on Phase | and Il Archaeological and Architecture/History surveys, there are no sites
eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). The former Soo Line
Railroad main line, to the south of TH 55, is an eligible railroad corridor district. No right of way
will be acquired, the rail line will retain its existing alignment, and the rail line within the historic
district will remain active. At the time that construction projects are proposed, the assessment of
eligible properties and determination of effect under Section 106 will be reviewed and updated as
appropriate.

Right of Way

Approximately 131 acres of right of way will be obtained for the proposed project. In total,
201 parcels will be affected; 19 of these will be total acquisitions. The acquisition and relocation
of property will be conducted in accordance with federal regulations. Because this project will
not be built for many years, official mapping will allow communities to plan changes in land use
and for efficient right of way protection when funding is available.
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B.  Cumulative Potential Effects of Related or Anticipated Future Projects

Construction of this project is not expected to occur for many years; over the planning timeframe
for the proposed project, development of agricultural land and open space can be expected to
continue, and redevelopment of currently developed land can be expected to occur. Because right
of way will be acquired as development occurs, and based on the cumulative potential effects
analysis in the EA/EAW, the cumulative potential effects are not expected to be significant.

C. Extent to Which the Environmental Effects are Subject to Mitigation by
Ongoing Public Regulatory Authority

The mitigation of environmental impacts will be designed and implemented in coordination with
regulatory agencies and will be subject to the plan approval and permitting process. Permits and
approvals that have been obtained or may be required prior to project construction include those
listed in Table 1.

D. Extent to Which Environmental Effects can be Anticipated and
Controlled as a Result of Other Environmental Studies

This EA/EAW is for right of way protection for future improvements to TH 55. Subsequent
environmental documentation will need to occur closer to the time of construction. Future
environmental studies will need to confirm environmental impacts and mitigative measures.
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TABLE 1

PERMITS AND APPROVALS
Permit | Agency | Action Required
Federal
Environmental Assessment FHWA Completed
EIS Need Decision/FONSI FHWA Approval
Section 404 Authorization COE Permit
Section 106 FHWA Determination of Effect
State
Environmental Assessment Mn/DOT Completed
EIS Need Decision Mn/DOT Approval
Construction Plans Mn/DOT Approval
Public Waters DNR Permit
(May be delegated to Watershed District)
Temporary Water Appropriation DNR Permit
Permit (if needed)
Bridge and/or Culvert Plan DNR Approval
Section 401 MPCA Certification
National Pollutant Discharge MPCA Permit
Elimination System
Section 106 (Historic / SHPO Concurrence
Archeological)
Wetland Conservation Act Mn/DOT Approval
Local
Plan Approval Cities of Rockford, Greenfield, Corcoran, Approval

Medina, and Plymouth

Wetland Conservation Act

Watershed Management Organizations: EIm
Creek, Pioneer-Sarah Creek, Bassett Creek
Watershed District: Minnehaha Creek

Coordination (WMO)
or Permit (WD)

Floodplain

Watershed Management Organizations: EIm
Creek, Pioneer-Sarah Creek, Bassett Creek
Watershed District: Minnehaha Creek

Coordination (WMO)
or Permit (WD)

Shoreland Alteration Plan

Watershed Management Organizations: EIm
Creek, Pioneer-Sarah Creek, Bassett Creek
Watershed District: Minnehaha Creek
Cities: City of Medina, City of Greenfield

Coordination (WMO)
or Permit (WD, Cities)

Wetland Alteration Plan

Watershed Management Organizations: EIm
Creek, Pioneer-Sarah Creek, Bassett Creek
Watershed District: Minnehaha Creek

Coordination (WMO)
or Permit (WD)

Final Site Drainage Plan

Watershed Management Organizations: EIm
Creek, Pioneer-Sarah Creek, Bassett Creek
Watershed District: Minnehaha Creek

Coordination (WMO)
or Permit (WD)

Public and Private Drainage Plan

Watershed Management Organizations: EIm
Creek, Pioneer-Sarah Creek, Bassett Creek
Watershed District: Minnehaha Creek

Coordination (WMO)
or Permit (WD)

Bridge and/or Culvert Plan

Watershed Management Organizations: EIm
Creek, Pioneer-Sarah Creek, Bassett Creek
Watershed District: Minnehaha Creek

Coordination (WMO)
or Permit (WD)
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1V. CONCLUSIONS
1. All requirements for environmental review of the proposed project have been mcl‘[.

2. The EA/EAW and the permit development processes related to the project have generated
information which is adequaic to determine whether the project has the potential for
significant environmental effects.

3. Areas where potential environmental cffects have been identified will be addressed during
the final design of the project. Mitigation will be provided where impacts are expected to
result from project construction, operafion, or maintenance. Mitigative measures are
incorporated into project design, and have been or will be coordinated with state and federal
agencies during the permit process.

4. Based on the criteria in Minnesota Rules part 4410.1700, the project does not have the
potential for significant environmental etlects.

5. An Environmental Impact Statement is not required on the proposed Trunk Highway 535
from Plymouth to Rockford project.

For the Minnesota Department of Transportation

ran . Falko

Chief Environmental Officer Date
Director, Office of Environmental Services
Minnesota Department of Transportation

TH 55 from };lymmﬂ to Rockford -8- "7 December ZOOQ-
Findings of Fact and Conclusions




APPENDIX A

COMMENTS



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

15

20

21

22

23

24

25

INDEX
John Lund. . ..o o e 3
Daniel Kaliher..........ccoiuuinaann 6
Randy Mayer. . .ot it iiiaicninanenns 7
Chad AAMS. . ...\ 5
Daniel Martin...........coivinenane. 10
Teryy WisSe. . ..o iiniiniinnnerenn. 12
Mel Knaptan. ... oo i e iee e 14




COMMENTS

10

11

12
13
A
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
B |2
22
23
24
25
Appendix A

JCHN LND o
Greenfield F. ing Commission
Greenfield, Minnesota _

MR. LIND: My nare is John Innd, I'm on the
City of Greenfield Plamning Comission. The City Council
ard the Mayor had asked the Planning Commission to review
the potential plan for the Highway 55 expansion. We had
done that, and I reported to the City Council. The
Council asked if I would core to this meeting tonight and
express the concerns that the city does have with the
expansicon.

One thing that we've noticed that we have a
ocncern is at the Rockford/Greenfield border where there
is an indicaticn of a potential access comnection along
Kola Street. The concern we have is that the additional
traffic from the Rockford residents coming through there
into Greenfield will affect the homeowners' property in
the area of Greenfield with all that additional traffic.

Going east on the project, begimming with the
far east, the proposal at Town Hall Drive is to close Town
Hall Drive at Highway 55 and reroute it through the
residences north of Highway 55, affecting property cwners,
and then connecting up with Town Line Road. Our hope is
that there's possibly ancther that way we can do that
without affecting anywhere from one to three haveowners
and their properties by doing that.

TH 55 Findings of Fact
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One idea that we thought of is bringing Town
Hall Drive further towards the west and cammecting up with
Highway 55 scmewhere between Linda Lane and going to the
west towards Iake Sarah.

Bringing now into why we propose that, is
Linda Lane at this time is proposed for a right in/right
out access to the higway. Linda ILane is a dead-end
cul-de-sac. We see a mmber of potential problems with
that, cne being that if there's a problem to the east an
Highway 55, the pecple on Linda lane are deadlocked, they
can't get ocut and go anywhere because east an 55 would be
their only access.

Then going west over towards where you propose
a frontage road on the south of Highway 55, closing those
residences' driveways all the way over to Lake Sarsh and
putting in ancther right in/right out access to Higtway
55, we see a potential for too meny problems, potential
accidents with the U turns, everyone having to do a U-turn
each time they either core hare or access their roads,
emergency vehicles, and so forth.

One idea that we had is, going back to Town
Hall Drive again, is that Town Hall Drive could be
rerouted through farm property there possibly and an
east/west access being made somewhere between Linda Lane
and the lake. We think that this line of sight going to

November 2008




COMMENTS RESPONSES

John Lund
. City of Greenfield
1 the west of Linda Lane is a good area for both directians,
2 east and west, to find a site that there could be a dual A

; e e T Local roadways are under.the jgrisdiction of local communiti'es and are

\ —— _not propos.ed as part_of this prolect. The Io_cal access cqnnegtlon shown

in the EA is a potential location based on discussions with city staff; the

’ _ location of any local roadways in this area would be decided by the cities

e of Greenfield and Rockford.
7
8 B
5 Access to TH 55 from driveways and local streets must be rerouted via
10 frontage roads to street access points that are consistent with a principal
" arterial highway.

12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
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Appendix A

DANTEL KALTHER
4711 Vagaband Lane North

Plymouth, Mimnesota

My name is Deniel Kaliher, K-a-l-i-h-e-r, 4711
Vagabond Lane North, Plymouth, Minnesota.

I'm concerned about the noise levels that
exist now ard the increased noise levels that will occur
when the new highway is built and how it will affect our
standard of living in the Cascades Development, which is
Walmit Grove Lane North and Vagebond Iane North, also
known as the Cascades Develcpment, and we would like to
see sore type of noise barriers incorporated into the
project design that will shield us from increased levels
of noise that will develcp with the completion of this
project with increased traffic.

TH 55 Findings of Fact
Responses to Comments

Daniel Kaliher

A

The noise modeling done for the EA gives only representative traffic noise
levels, given the assumptions and traffic levels used in the model. A more
detailed noise analysis will be completed with the next level of environ-
mental analysis, closer to construction of the project. At that time, noise
barriers will be evaluated where predicted noise levels exceed state noise
standards or where predicted noise levels result in a substantial increase
compared to existing conditions (currently defined as an increase of 5 dBa
or greater). Noise barrier construction decisions are based on a study of
feasibility (could a noise barrier be feasibly constructed on the site) and
reasonableness (acoustic-effectiveness, cost-effectiveness, aesthetics, and
desires of affected parties). These factors will all be part of the noise miti-
gation decisions for the future project.
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Medina, Mimnnesota 55340

My name is Randy Mayer, M-a-y-e-r, 762
Highway 55, Medina, Minnesota, 55340.

My concern is the reality of the overall plan.
My other concern is that with the changing of the econcmy
ard the price of transportation, meaning fuel, how
realistic are the projections that are presented in the
plan, meaning you can put any percentages into a computer,
but sometimes the facts don't play cut, meaning we're in a
recession now. The building trades west of us are
subdued, to say the least.

My other concern is, according to the plan my
business will no longer exist, which has been a petroleum
fueling station since 1940, and it provides a need for the
local comumity and the motoring public at large, and
there is no concern for the larger vehicles that travel
the highway that I service. There are lots of stations
that accommodate cars off the beaten path, but mine
happens to have direct highway access that can handle
18-wheelers and other vehicles of camerce.

My other concemrn is after the earmark money
has disappeared, how real is this whole project in
building overpasses and bridges and in effect creating a
freeway out of a state highway because this whole plan
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If the need is that great in 10 to 20 years, I would
assume after Mn/DOT gets done resurfacing the rcads and
building a few bridges that a more realistic approach will
be taken. That does not mean that we cannct have a
four-lane highway between Medina and Buffalo before that,
which is what the conmmission was originally set wp for,
not to redesign intersections through Plymouth and Medina.

I would like to see the officials from Wright
County step up and show a little more interest in their
comunities because in Medina we already have a four-lane
road. That's about it. Thank you.
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RESPONSES

RESPONSES

Randy Mayer

A

The forecasts used for these traffic projects were based on the best infor-
mation available, using current and historical information to predict traf-
fic levels in the future. The traffic forecast model is based on Metropolitan
Council data for population and employment, so it uses established infor-
mation. In addition, using a long-range forecast may ameliorate some of
the ups and downs of current short-term economic conditions. It is true
that growth and development may occur more slowly than that used in
the TH 55 projections; however, it is equally true that growth and devel-
opment could occur very rapidly, depending on how current conditions
change. While the timeframe and growth rates may vary somewhat from
those used in the model, it is reasonable to predict that growth and de-
velopment will occur at some time, resulting in increased traffic demand
on TH 55. Note that this EA allows for right of way protection only; ad-
ditional environmental documentation would need to be done to allow for
construction of the project. The need for the project will be reexamined at
that time, based on updated traffic forecasts.

B

Note Section Il in the Findings of Fact document that discusses recent in-
formation regarding impacts to properties. Many of the properties affect-
ed by changes in access will be provided alternate access. Those that are
not provided alternate access, or which are taken by highway right of way,
will go through a formal process to acquire the property. The acquisition
and relocation of property will be conducted in accordance with the Uni-
form Relocation and Real Property Acquisition Act of 1970, as amended
by the Surface Transportation and Uniform Relocation Assistance Act of
1987 and 49 Code of Federal Regulations, Part 24, effective April 1989
(revised January 2005). Mn/DOT will work with affected businesses to
determine and develop solutions for their specific relocation needs. The
EA identified several areas along TH 55 that may provide opportunities
for relocation of commercial properties.

Appendix A
TH 55 Findings of Fact
Responses to Comments

C

Mn/DOT acknowledges that each affected business provides benefit to
its customers. Economic impacts, including impacts to commercial busi-
nesses, were accounted for in the EA. Land use changes are expected to
occur over the planning timeframe for this project, and as this project is
not expected to be built for many years, it is anticipated that right of way
may be acquired as land use changes, resulting in minimal impact to exist-
ing business.

D

The purpose of the EA is to identify a design concept that will be the basis
for right of way protection and will inform local transportation network
plans. This benefits communities as they engage in local planning activi-
ties; local governments can encourage compatible land uses and develop-
ment adjacent to the proposed corridor. Right of way can be acquired as
opportunities arise and as funding allows.

E

In 2005, a traffic study was prepared to provide an understanding of traf-
fic impacts associated with future improvements and expansion of TH 55.
The study corridor extended between Annandale in Wright County and
[-494 in Hennepin County. One of the findings of the study was that add-
ing lanes west of Arrowhead Drive without increasing capacity in Plym-
outh would raise volumes on local arterials and collectors in Plymouth.
While there may be small improvement projects over time as funding
allows, in general improvements would need to be made from east to west
to best address the identified need.

F

Future improvements to TH 55 in Wright County will be studied by Mn/
DOT as a separate project. At that time, Mn/DOT will coordinate with
Wright County and its cities.
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Chad Adams
City of Medina
9
1 _Chad Adams A
City of Medina Comment noted. Local roadways are under the jurisdiction of local com-
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Chad Adanms for the City of Medina. I just
have one cament to meke regarding the plan. In
relationship to the City of Plymouth commection fram the
Elm Creek Golf Course, they show a local camection to our
Evergreen Road in Medina and cur Clydesdale Trail in
Medina. The city is generally opposed to both of those
local comnections fram that Elm Creek Golf Course
development into Medina. |

We have talked to Medina staff or Plymouth
staff about this issue, but it's not reflected on these
plans yet. I just want to make an official comment on
behalf of the city.

TH 55 Findings of Fact
Responses to Comments

munities and are not proposed as part of this project. The local access con-
nection shown in the EA is a potential location based on discussions with
city staff; the location of any local roadways in this area would be decided
by cities of Medina and Plymouth.
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10
DANTEL MARTTN
5707 Linda Lane
Greenfield, Minnesota

My name is Daniel Martin, M-a-r-t-i-n. I live
con Linda Lane, 5707 Linda Lane. My property cares up to
Highway 55. We're the first house on the west side of the
cul-de-sac of Linda lane. I'm on the backside of the
property. My property cames up to S5.

2As T understand it, under the current proposal
I'm only going to have an access to the left going west
out of Linda Lane. And from what I understand, it's a 2.6
mile trip to where I can turn around and go back east. So
therefore it's 5.2 miles to basically get back to my
property to go east, and the vast majority our trips are
to the east. Probably one out of twenty trips goes west
versus going east. That seams a little crazy. That's 5.2
miles of driving every trip towards Mimmeapolis, and at
today's gas prices that seems a little unreascnable.

I guess I would like to say that if they would
consider meking an access in both directions at a midpoint
between Linda Iane and Lake Sarah. There's a straightaway
there, a long straightaway that has good visibility in
both directions, possibly even intersecting -- I know they
have a problem with Town Hall Road because there's
property that they'd have to buy out possibly, but, you
know, hooking that into the same juncture, which to the

TH 55 Findings of Fact
Responses to Comments
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11
north is all farmland there, there isn't really amy
property there. Possibly the idea there is making same
kind of a connection, solving both the prablems, both the
Linda Iane and the surrounding properties to the south of
55 and also the Town Hall Drive access problem. To me
tbatrm]qessarésense. It appears to me to be much more
financially doable to buy farmland than real property,
parcels of land with homes on them.

I just feel that it's crazy driving 5.2 miles
every time we go samewhere. We have to go cut 55, we have
no other access to go anywhere, so every time I make a
trip, which again the vast majority is going east towards
Minneapolis, I have to drive 5.2 miles just to get back to
my property. It just seems a little unreascnable. There
has to ke something we can do.

And there's other properties that also are
affected, not just the Linda Lane properties, and that to
me makes more sense than this other option.
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Daniel Martin
A . 12
The purpose of the proposed project is to address capacity and operational 1 TERRY WISE
issues, improve safety, maintain the functionality of TH 55 as a planned 2 %%mg
Principal Arterial High Priority Regional Corridor within the project lim- 5 My name is Terry Wise, I'm at 6515 North Shore
its, and be comp_)atible Witr_] local road networks and local land use_charac— . Drive, and North Shore Drive is very close to the highway
ter. To accomplish the project’s purpose, access to TH 55 from drlvew.ays Al . richt now and I'd Like My/DOT to coneider nalse berriers,
and local streets must be rerouted via frontage roads to street access points _ _ _
that are consistent with a principal arterial highway. Local roadways, in- ¢ a whole wall in that particular area, it's dense. Ve're
cluding frontage and backage roads, are under the jurisdiction of local 7 | close to the railroad tracks, and the railroad tracks are
communities and are not proposed as part of this project but are shown as 8 | fine, but the highway now is very noisy, and if it's a
potential concepts for consideration as the cities plan their local roadway 9 double lane I think it will be even rnosier. I mean you
systems. 10 can't stand cutside now, it's so noisy.

11 I don't want to stop the project, but noise

12 barriers of sare nature would be great because it's our

13 houses and then the lake. And then I know that they do

14 sarething about cost effectiveness, but in that area it's

15 dense, and I think it would even help the cther side

16 because it kind of bounces, it always kind of bounces off

17 the lake. And our area is like North Shore Drive and

18 Greenfield Road, right at that intersection.

19 koK ok

20 I had asked if Mn/DOT could consider a sound

21 wall, and I'd like to add an "or."

B |2 Or, since there's nothing to the north of us,

23 there's nothing across the street, pull the highway

24 further north. I only mean like 50 feet north or

‘25 something like that. There's nothing across the street
Appendix A A-10 November 2008

TH 55 Findings of Fact
Responses to Comments



COMMENTS

RESPONSES

10
11
12
13

14

16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

Appendix A

13
but farmland, there's no offices, there's nothing. And
this road is -- I mean we're already pushing to the lake.
That's cur own fault, but if they could ease the noise
issue any way they could do it.

TH 55 Findings of Fact
Responses to Comments

Terry Wise

A

The noise modeling done for the EA gives only representative traffic
noise levels, given the assumptions and traffic levels used in the model.
A more detailed noise analysis will be completed with the next level of
environmental analysis, closer to construction of the project. At that time,
noise barriers will be evaluated where predicted noise levels exceed state
noise standards or where predicted noise levels result in a substantial in-
crease compared to existing conditions (increase of 5 dBa or greater).
Noise barrier construction decisions are based on a study of feasibility
(could a noise barrier be feasibly constructed on the site) and reasonable-
ness (acoustic-effectiveness, cost-effectiveness, aesthetics, and desires of
affected parties). These factors will all be part of the noise mitigation
decisions for the future project.

B

This project proposes to follow the existing alignment of the roadway.
Doing this minimizes cost and additional right of way impacts. Additional
right of way needed for the roadway would be acquired from the north
side of the road.
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MEL KNAPTCN

My name is Mel Knapton, K-n-a-p-t-o-n. I
think that the ILake Sarah Heights Drive intersection
should remain in the place that it is because it has the
best visibility, it is the highest point within a long
way, and you can see traffic in all directions. I mean
there's a little bit of excavation that could be done,
but, boy, you can see right where it is, and that's why
they put that road just where it is right now because you
can see, ckay?

Secondly, the stretch kind of at Lake Sarsh
Heights Drive and the next rcad to the west -- and I
forget the name of that road. It's sarething Way, is it?
I forget the name of the road. But they moved the highway
this way and actually made the turn sharper than it is
already. The shortest point between two points would be a
straight line. Instead they brought it the other way.
You want it a little better, a little straighter, than
come to the wrong side, to my way, to go to the north
instead of the south in that stretch.

I think there also cught to be access at Lake
Sarsh Heights Drive to go both ways instead of going way
the heck down and meking a U-turn to go into Rockford.
I'1l have to go a gocd mile cut of my way to go to
Rockford. I think there cught to be access in both

TH 55 Findings of Fact
Responses to Comments
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directians there and other places too, and if they have to
make it a little bit wider, waybe an acceleration lane as
people turn, have a little bit of an acceleration lane so
you're not impacting traffic. I mean right now if I meke
that turn for the rcad, if the traffic is going 50 miles
an hour, I mean soretimes I'll go on the shoulder and
accelerate and merge in instead of going from a stop. It
takes me a while to get up to 55 miles an hour, and pecple
will eventually have to slow down which can cause
accidents. I mean there ought to be acceleration lanes of
maybe a thousand feet so you can move right in without
impacting the traffic, and I think there ought to be
access to be able to turn both ways, all ways, and an
acceleration lane.
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RESPONSES

Mel Knapton

A

This intersection was moved to provide a better approach angle to the
main line roadway, as well as increased distance for cars waiting at the
intersection. While the proposed intersection would be placed at a slightly
lower elevation than the existing intersection, sight lines are still adequate
in both directions.

B

This project proposes to follow the existing alignment of TH 55. Doing
this minimizes cost and additional impacts. Additional right of way need-
ed for the roadway would be acquired from the north side of the road.

C

The purpose of the proposed project is to address capacity and operational
issues, improve safety, maintain the functionality of TH 55 as a planned
Principal Arterial High Priority Regional Corridor within the project lim-
its, and be compatible with local road networks and local land use charac-
ter. To accomplish the project’s purpose, access to TH 55 from driveways
and local streets must be rerouted via frontage roads to street access points
that are consistent with a principal arterial highway. Local roadways, in-
cluding frontage and backage roads, are under the jurisdiction of local
communities and are not proposed as part of this project but are shown as
potential concepts for consideration as the cities plan their local roadway
systems.

Appendix A
TH 55 Findings of Fact
Responses to Comments

A-13

D

The intersection of TH 55 and Lake Sarah Heights Drive is proposed to
be converted from a T-intersection to a right-in/right-out intersection for
safety purposes. The concept currently does not show an acceleration lane
for vehicles entering TH 55 from Lake Sarah Heights Drive. Details such
as the ultimate need for and the proposed locations of acceleration lanes
will be worked out in the during the final design portion of the project,
closer to the time of construction.
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Highway 55 from Plymouth to Rockford
Environmental Assessment/Environmental Assessment Worksheet

— PuBLIC HEARING/ OPEN HOUSE —

April 29, 2008
5:30 pm —7:30 pm
Training Room
Hennepin County Public Works Facility
1600 Prairie Drive, Medina, Minnesota

Comment Sheet
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NOTE: Comments must be received by Friday, May 9, 2008
Highway 55 from Plymouth to Rockford Enviro L/Envir

Worksheet
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Carl and Janice Hartness

A

The proposed project does not include any provision for a trail within the
right of way, due to the high speed and heavy traffic volumes forecast to
use the facility. This was confirmed based on discussions with corridor
cities, which are planning east-west trail connections in the general cor-
ridor, but not directly along TH 55. Because trails are the jurisdiction
of local communities, these comments will be forwarded to the cities of
Plymouth and Medina.

B

The noise modeling done for the EA gives only representative traffic noise
levels, given the assumptions and traffic levels used in the model. A more
detailed noise analysis will be completed with the next level of environ-
mental analysis, closer to construction of the project. At that time, noise
barriers will be evaluated where predicted noise levels exceed state noise
standards or where predicted noise levels result in a substantial increase
compared to existing conditions (increase of 5 dBa or greater). Noise
barrier construction decisions are based on a study of feasibility (could
a noise barrier be feasibly constructed on the site) and reasonableness
(acoustic-effectiveness, cost-effectiveness, aesthetics, and desires of af-
fected parties). These factors will all be part of the noise mitigation deci-
sions for the future project.
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Highway 55 from Plymouth to Rockford
Environmental Assessment/Environmental Assessment Worksheet

— PuBLIC HEARING/ OPEN HOUSE —

April 29, 2008
5:30 pm — 7:30 pm
Training Room
Hennepin County Public Works Facility
1600 Prairie Drive, Medina, Minnesota

Comment Sheet
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NOTE: Comments must be received by Friday, Ma)f 9 2008

Highway 55 from Plymouth to Rockford Envir Envir Worksheet
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Marcia Kaliher

A

The proposed project does not include any provision for a trail within the
right of way, due to the high speed and heavy traffic volumes forecast to
use the facility. This was confirmed based on discussions with corridor
cities, which are planning east-west trail connections in the general cor-
ridor, but not directly along TH 55. Because trails are the jurisdiction of
local communities, this comment will be forwarded to the cities of Plym-
outh and Medina.

B

The noise modeling done for the EA gives only representative traffic noise
levels, given the assumptions and traffic levels used in the model. A more
detailed noise analysis will be completed with the next level of environ-
mental analysis, closer to construction of the project. At that time, noise
barriers will be evaluated where predicted noise levels exceed state noise
standards or where predicted noise levels result in a substantial increase
compared to existing conditions (increase of 5 dBa or greater). Noise
barrier construction decisions are based on a study of feasibility (could
a noise barrier be feasibly constructed on the site) and reasonableness
(acoustic-effectiveness, cost-effectiveness, aesthetics, and desires of af-
fected parties). These factors will all be part of the noise mitigation deci-
sions for the future project.
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Carol Beasecker

Highway 55 from Plymouth to Rockford A

Environmental Assessment/Environmental Assessment Worksheet .. . .
This intersection was moved to provide a better approach angle to the

— PUBLIC HEARING/ OPEN HOUSE — main line roadway, as well as increased distance for cars waiting at the
April 29, 2008 intersection. While the proposed intersection would be placed at a slightly
e lower elevation than the existing intersection, sight lines are still adequate
e iy in both directions.
Comment Sheet B
% _ While both extend westward from Minneapolis, TH 55 and US 12 actu-
rOE 005000 Q : ally serve different travel sheds, with traffic using these roadways coming
paaress: No387 N Syre N\ —%\re—m\m\l\. from different geographic areas. In addition, the greater west metro area
Phone: 713- %17-5Y9%0 | | is_ expected to continue to develo_p, further supporting Fhe need_ for both
. @ C o5 nq_Qroguse L \eKe %m\\ \(\% highways to have adequate capacity to handle the resulting traffic.
\s QU :D\“m& 50T \G_QUL O voss :‘mi & s
@JDV\Q&\\‘mﬁJ D55 BV 1A - -QAL&VP 2l One
\J\)Cw Wt ante \ N mk\\‘ U .
do B Coun w Ase  aWaen rea k1o
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NOTE: Comments must be received by Friday, May 9, 2008
Highway 55 from Plymouth to Rockford Envii i t Worksheet
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John Lund

Highway 55 from Plymouth to Rockford A
Environmental Assessment/Environmental Assessment Worksheet

See response under Public Transcript, John Lund comments.

— PuBLIC HEARING/ OPEN HOUSE —

April 29, 2008 B
5:30 pm —7:30 pm

Training Room See response under Public Transcript, John Lund comments.

Hennepin County Public Works Facility
1600 Prairie Drive, Medina, Minnesota

Comment Sheet
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Appendix A A-17
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Highway 55 from Plymouth to Rockford
Environmental Assessment/Environmental Assessment Worksheet

— PuBLIC HEARING/ OPEN HOUSE —

April 29, 2008
5:30 pm — 7:30 pm
Training Room
Hennepin County Public Works Facility
1600 Prairie Drive, Medina, Minnesota

Comment Sheet
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NOTE: Comments must be received by Friday, Ma}r 9, 2008
Highway 55 from Plymouth to Rockford Envil L/ Envil Worksheet
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Daniel Martin

A
See response under Public Transcript, Daniel Martin comments.
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LuAnn Eisinger

Highway 55 from Plymouth to Rockford A
Environmental Assessment/Environmental Assessment Worksheet , . . . . .
The commenter’s support for the signalized intersection is noted.

PuBLIC HEARING/ OPEN HOUSE —

April 29, 2008
5:30 pm —7:30 pm
Training Room
Hennepin County Public Works Facility
1600 Prairie Drive, Medina, Minnesota

Comment Sheet
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Highway 55 from Plymouth to Rockford Envi tal
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Highway 55 from Plymouth to Rockford
Environmental Assessment/Environmental Assessment Worksheet

— PuBLIC HEARING/OPEN HOUSE —

April 29, 2008
5:30 pm — 7:30 pm
Training Room
Hennepin County Public Works Facility
1600 Prairie Drive, Medina, Minnesota

Comment Sheet
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Annette Shiremah

A

The commenter’s support for the signalized intersection is noted.

A-20
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Highway 55 from Plymouth to Rockford
Environmental Assessment/Environmental Assessment Worksheet

— PuBLIC HEARING/OPEN HOUSE —

April 29, 2008
5:30 pm —7:30 pm
Training Room
Hennepin County Public Works Facility
1600 Prairie Drive, Medina, Minnesota

Comment Sheet
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Fold Here

Daniel Rowe, P.E.

Minnesota Department of Transportation
1500 West County Road B-2

MailStop 050

Roseville, MN 55113

Fold Here

Eyanple

A-21

RESPONSES
Mel Knapton
See response under Public Transcript, Mel Knapton comments.
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Highway 55 from Plymouth to Rockford
Environmental Assessment/Environmental Assessment Worksheet

— PuBLIC HEARING/OPEN HOUSE —

April 29, 2008
$:30 pm —7:30 pm CONCERNS REGARDING HIIGHWAY 55 EXPANSION.
Training Room
Hennepin County Public Works Facility
1600 Prairie Drive, Medina, Minnesota
It's our understandingti'lat there is a time pcr'l'cd cndinsMAY 9,2008 for

Comment Sheet questions & comments concerning the recent Public Hearing Open House .

Since we have a considerable amount of Frontage between Vernon St & C.ty 92

Name: &,ﬂ M we have c'ucstions and concerns about drain-tile and surface water ﬂowasc,
- Q E i e ¢ because of increased Rigbt of Way & other encroachment to our farm Properly,
Address: 73 7L 70 / /80 W We have roc.cnt{_zj roc.luc.stcd that MN DOT officials visit the Prcpcrty in person.
Ph 762-477- 5389
A Wehad 5 pages of comments (enclosed) as well as maps that we Pre.scnted at
C t (ZQMWUJ J.«.b oA _ngﬂ }“UZCMWj the Open House Jan. 30, 2007 that we would like discussed to our satisfaction.

We have not received a sufficient response to many of our qucstions/conccms.

Dan Rowe and Brian Kc||5 agrtccl to visit our property Maj 5, 2008 as well as
discuss a few of the issues mentioned rcsarding the Highway 55 ExPansion Plans.
We're ]ookingf‘orward to meeting with Dan & Brian and disa.tssingthcsc issues.

5|nccr'c15, Alfred Bleck LaDess Bleck

Apsd Blech.  Fa b Bleck
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NOTE: Comments must be received by Frrd'a] May9 2008 w‘

Highway 55 from Plymouth to Rockford warksheet
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COMMENTS

Bleck’s Comments on the Jan 30, 2007 Open House
charc]ing Future Expansion of State Higl'!wag 55.

In{:ring'ngg_q our %ricultural Preserve Farmland.

The Proposcc! future State Higl'lwag 55 Expansion Plan which we received from
Mr. John Griffith in Feb 2005 was the fairest to all & made the most sense to us.
That p‘an called for taking 5°-10" of land for additional ROW from our property.
Aswell as tal:ing 5210 from the South landowners ProPcrt‘Lj. Between Cty Rd 9z
& Vernon 5t. [35 acfoptingthc 2005 Plarl the 100’ ROW from the existing center
line that MN DOT a|rcady has which could be 'fullg utilized on the South side.

Previous Acguisition History

We have noted in our records that MN DOT had arread‘g acc'uirccl approx.
7 acres of land from the South side of the Prcpca‘t5 Para”cling the North
side of State Hi5|'ma5 55 from Vernon to Ctg rd 92 c}un'ng construction in
the c.ar|5 1940's. Most of the acreage for State Hi‘ﬁ_ﬂ'lwaa 55 construction
came from the North side. The area on the South side was not utilized.

MN DOT also at the same time took anothcr'j.+ acres from our Propcrty
located South East of Vernon 5t. for Hiélwag ROW..

MN DOT also acquired the old Cartway Road that was used on the South
side of State Hé‘gﬂway 55 between Vernon St & Cty Rd 92 and not utilized.

The State/MN DOT et al.... still has an additional 25 (100’ ROW)

from the South Center of the Hig}'lwal.j on the South side of the Highwaﬁ!
From what | understand it looks like very little if any land was acqu]rcd from
the property to the South when State H@'ma_q 55 was or‘fgjna”y constructed.

Why does the State/MN DOT et al still have the additional 25’ or 100’ ROW
from the South Center of Highway on the South side of State Highway 557p
From what | understand it looks like very little if any land was ever acquircd from
the property to the South when State Hig'lway 55 was orig'naﬁy constructed.

Center Tapered Open Land Island: Vernon to Cty E_ci 92

The ProPoscc{ 2005 Plan did NOT show an “open land center island” tapcrcd
between Ciy Rd 92-Vernon St. We feel that the Jan 30 2007 Proposcd P]an for
the ROW taken between Cty Rd 92-Vernon St. on the North side is unjustified.
Our reasoning is that the Cty Rd 92 Intersection cun'cnl:lH (and in the future)
will have much heavier traffic use than the Froposcd Vernon St. intersection.
Why have a wider intersection at Vernon St? When the Proposcd Highway
tapers to a no center open land area at the much busier C.tH rd 92 intersection?

The 2005 Proposa[ shows that @ Vernon St. to Cty Rd 92 the Highway would
be narr_ou_rcd similar to just West of Cty Rd 92 in front of Greenfield Homes.
We also feel that the Holidag/Subwag dcvclopmcnts received Prchrcntia1
treatment by MN DOT as well as the City of Greenfield in Feb 2005.

They were Pcrmittcci to infringe on State Highway 55 ROW and/or the latest
proposcd Expansion Plans. Now it’s noted that MN DOT desires to take
more ROW from our Propcrty Bct tapcr around the Ho|iciay/5ul:vway Parocl.
Since 2002 The City of Greenfieldis a paying, member of the Hisl-lway 55
Coalition Fund. One of the goals s to preserve ROW expansion although it
appears it's not abiding by the Coalitions own goals by allowing Holiday/
Subway to construct a ponc] in/near State Hig}way 55 ROW or future
proposed State Highway 55 Expansion Plans.

Prior to 2005 Greenfield and it's Engineers & C.it{.j Planners Pcrmi{:tcd some
canstruction in State Highway 55 ROW. BH Pro-wall & a Storagc comPany.l
As a NEW access road to the North of State Highway 55 was built these 2
companies were forced to tear down buildings & reconstruct drainage ponds.
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chonal Pond System fg_r-Holidag{Subwag.

Please find copies of enclosed letters dated May 1, 2005 as well as April 26, 2005
Corrc.spondcncc. between Technical Advi;,or James Kujawa of the Pioneer Sarah
Creek Watershed Management Commission and Cit‘g Greenfield Administrator.
Corrcspondcncc permitting an illegal & non conFormingtrcatrncnt Pond under
the guise of afuture "Rzg'onaﬂ Pond System”. If and when this so-called
Regjonal Pond Systemis constructed it should be Paid for by: Holida‘g/f:ubway.
Under ro circumstances should City oFGmanidd, MN DOT, State, or Henn Cty
taxpayers have to Pay for any ch’onai Pond System. Specfa'l Privﬂegcs were
g’antcd to Holidag/Subwaﬂ applicants b5 the City of Greenfield as well as the
Pioneer Sarah Creek Watershed Management Commission is allowing a high

level of Pl‘iosphatc to drain into the Watershed above current allowable levels.
The City of Greenfield, Cit3 Planner as well as the F’|anninsC.omm|'ssion rcje.c‘l:t:dI
the plat. it was approved by the City Council with several unheard of variances
granl:ccl. This overbuilt Parcc'| with ZERO setbacks (the lawis 75" in Ag Preserve)
has iran‘ngcd on our property rf_gﬁts by overbuilding on such a small Parccl.

Our concerns are how and when will the water g:t to the ‘Reg,ima[ Pond System”
How will it affect our existing drainage systems? which have a|rcad5 been
affected 135 MN DOT's inal:-ilit5 to rcP|ac.c: an old rusted out steel pipe under
State Highway 55 that was broken in several places by inserting sections of a
much smaller in diameter Fﬂastic Pipc restricting the drainagc Hlow accorclingly.

MN DOT chional Pond Ag_:iuisition

Please find cop:cs of 2 letters enclosed rc‘@rdinga:quirfng property from

us for “Regjonal Pond Systems”. Per MN DOT’s Mr. Sweeny & Mr. Thill

We currently do not have property allocated for any: “Regjonal Pond Systems”.
We require that the cxish'ngdrainagc areas both surface water as well as drain-
tile be oPcrating correctl}j to maintain proper drainagc for our farm fields!

Blecks Drainage from Area C

Area C consists oF_aPProx. 59 acres of Watershed area 15 acres or so come

from the East side of Vernon St. onto our land and into our field draintile.
APProx, 5,000 ft of draintile in our farm fields. The combined Storm,

Surface Water & draintile Flowag,c all flow South under State Hfghwag 5.
Sections are in dire need of rcPair as thc5 have separatccl. Currcnt'g there are
several very large holes on the North Slope of State Highway 55. The smaller
draintile Pipc that carries the draintile ﬂowag,c South under State Higl'bwag 55
has been blocked since approx 1964 in Watershed Area C. Because of this
blockage the tile upstream had blown out causingus to install a new draintile line!
As well as a new outlet. That draintile line outlets a few feet North of the Surface
Water Culvert on the North Side of State Hishwag 55. The Surface Water Culvert
as well as the smaller draintile PEPc were installed under State Highwag 55in the
ear|!:| 1940’s,

MN DOT 55 Curve Reduction

Between Sioux Trail to West of .thc Vernon St. intersection, the degrcc. of the
curve could be reduced. This could be done by staying further South off the
Riverwood Covenant Church, Bleck property, and Vernon St. intersection.
This would make a much safer stretch of Hfgiwway if some of the curve was
straightened. Greenfield’s future concept plan has a green dashed line for
Fronf:asc roads as well as State Hishwaﬂ 55 access in the future Business Park
Road South of 55 a[igncd with the South end of Vernon. This would be an open
intersection c.ross]nsStatc Higl'nwag 55. The P|ans also show the future City
Access Road goins throug}1 the Farmstead South of State Highway 55.
indicating some kind of “land acquisition” to faclitate this construction.

Atfrc% lec!
7?7% &mg%rai|,

Grcen{:icld, MN. 55575
Phone: 763 477 5289
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Holiday Station 2005-01
April 27, 2005

Findings;
1) Site plans were received on January 17, 2005. Revised plans were received on

February 14, 2005 and February 17, 2005. The review period expires on March
18, 2005.

The current site drains generally south and east. After construction the site will
drain south into a pond which discharges into the Hwy. 56 ROW. This ROW
drains east and eventually south into Lake Sarah.

Pre and post development peak discharges are provided below. On-site ponding
and infiltration will control the outflow rates after construction. These will meet
the Commissions requirements.

2

_—

3

Storm Event | Existing Runoff (cfs) ' Proposed Runoff (cfs)
2-Year 1.3
10-Year 4.1
100-Year 7.7

From the applicants comments at the April 2005 Commission meeting, due to
MPCA restrictions, the applicant is proposing a NURP basin to control nutrients
from the site. From staff's analysis the pre-development phosphorus, export
equals 1.3 Ibs/year. The post-development export will be 3.8 Ibs/year.

. 5) Future Highway 55/County Road 92 right-of-way is projected to encroach into this
lot. The Commission recommends the City, MN Dot, or Hennepin Co. purchase
this portion of ROW and the applicant designs the site accordingly without
creating the need to reconstruct the lot when Hwy. 55 is upgraded.

§) Mo wetlands exist on this site.

7) No floodplains exist on the site.

8) Some grading and the placement of the pond outlet occur within the state and
county right of ways. Although not a PSCWMC requirement, this work will
require the permission from the appropriate authorities.

If the permanent pond will be used as a temporary sediment pond, this must be

noted on the plans. A modified outlet control device detail must be provided and

drainage plans showing how the water will be diverted to the pond during
construction, prior to storm sewer instillation must be shown.

10)Erosion control blankets must be provided for slopes steeper than 4:1.

11}Modifications to the inlet pipe must provide a greater angle toward the west

instead of the east.

12)A small forebay and level spreader at the pipe inlet is recommended for easy

cleanout of coarse sediments.

4

£

Discussion At the February meeting of the Commission, an infiltration basin was
approved for the treatment of stormwater from the site. At the April 21, 2005 meeting,
the applicant requested the Commission reconsider their approval of the infiltration basin
and approve a NURP pond in its place. From previous analysis, a NURP pond as
proposed would not meet the Commission's nutrient non-degradation requirements.
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Holiday Station 2005-01
April 27, 2005

Commission Action at their April 21, 2005 meeting: The Commission approves
the plan changes pending the following items. )
= [tems 9, 10, 11 and 12 must be addressed and approved by staff.
= The NURP basin must comply with all government agencies that regulate gas
stations.

= The City of Greenfield must agree to the inspection and maintenance plans and
responsible parties for said work.

¥ = The Commission recommends City drainage and utility easements on the pond.

= The Commissibn recommends the applicant provide parking lot and access road
containment sweeping as needed and at least a minimum of 4 times a year.

= The Commission recommends the City of Greenfield accomplish compliance with
these requirements by utilizing a properly executed developer’s agreement.

» = Greenfield Council provides assurance that a regional pond system will be
pursued when an opportunity avails itself.

* The applicant must provide plans for staff approval on the changes required
above.

Hennepin County Dept. of Env. Services
Advisor to the Commission

(4 ﬂ April 27, 2005

Date
James C. Kujawa, Water Quality Specialist
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( 2 Minnesota Department of Transportation

W¥ Metropolitan Division
Waters Edge
1500 West County Road B2
Roseville, MN 55113

July 25, 2002

053-28119244 10001

ALFRED EBLECK ETAL
ALFRED E BLECK

7375 REBECCA PARK TRAIL
ROCKFORD MIN 55373

RE:  Wetland Acquisitions for Future Mn/DOT Wetland Mitigation
Dear Property Owner:

The Mimnesotu Deparument of Transportation (Mn/DOT) is seeking property in Hennepin
County for the jiurpose of restoring prior converted wetlands. The process by which
Mn/DOT is re 1 to replace impacted wetlands (or lost wetlands functions and values)
is mandated b+ ::¢ ‘Wetland Conservation Act (WCA) at the State level and Section 404
et at the Federal Level, both as part of the concept of “no net loss of
This concept generally requires Mn/DOT to mitigate wetland
impacts ata 2:} ratio by developing replacement wetlands. Because Mn/DOT has a
number of projccts in Hennepin County with the potential to generate new wetland
impacts, we arc actively seeking wetland replacement sites as part of this process.

How does Mu/D O T restore wetlands?

For each site, ¥n/DOT will develop a comprehensive site plan together with a cash offer
to purchase a conscrvation easement only or direct purchase of all or some part of the
property. Once salisfactory agreements are made, the first step towards restoration would
be to reestablish the water supply generally done by breaking or blocking a tile line
and/or blockinyg Jitches. Normally, it is also necessary to control the water level with
earth berms ard.'or an outlet control structure. Occasionally, some projects also require
grading and/or cxcevation. The new wetland basin as well as the surrounding buffer strip
is then planted witi an appropriate native plant mix designed to provide wildlife habitat
as well as a dis v1 -0 vegelative community.

An equal opportunity employer
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Why did I get this letter?

Mn/DOT is working together with the Hennepin Conservation District (HCD) toward the

process of obtaining suitable sites for wetland mitigation in Hennepin County. The HCD

has developed a geographical database showing areas within the county that they believe

contain drained wetlands. This letter is only going out to property owners that were

identified in this database as having drained wetlands that could be restored. S
What do I get out of this?

Mn/DOT will pay a generous, fair-market value price for the purchase of a conservation
easement or to buy a portion of the property. Accepting the conservation easement
means that you would stil] own the property but you would not be allowed to drain or
place fill in the new wetland. Also, depending upon your future plans for the property,
restoring the natural wetland area may enhance the overall value and desirability of the
property. Another benefit could be reduced taxes by conversion of portions of the
property from residential or commercial to “green acres™.

If I am interested, what should I do?

The next step is to contact me in writing at the address below or, if you prefer, call Dave
Thill at the Hennepin Conservation District (763) 420-2157. Either way, we can discuss
your property, the process, the timetable, and any other questions you may have. We will
then set up a meeting to look at the property with you and discuss how to best restore the
site. We would also discuss future monitoring of the site, which is required under the
WCA law and includes a time period after the construction whereby Mn/DOT would be
responsible to ensure successful completion of the wetland project.

For your information, [ am enclosing a pamphlet on wetland regulations. Thank you for
your consideration—I look forward to working with you.

Sincerely,

Qe S

Dean Sweeney, Wetlands Project Manager
Mn/DOT Metro Division

Waters Edge Building

1500 W. County Road B2

Roseville, MN 55112

Attach: Wetland Regulation in Minnesota
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July 29,2002 = -
July 29,2002

Mr. Dean Sweeney
Wetlands Project Manager;

. Mn/Dot Metro Division . Mr. Dave Thill
Waters Edge Building Henn. Conservation District
1500 W. County Rd. B2 6900 Wedgewood Road
Roseville, Minn. 55112 Suite 140

g Maple Grove,Minnesota 55311
Re: Wetland Acquisitions For Future Mn/Dot Wetland Mitigation. .
Dear Dave;
Dear Mr. Sweeney; ’ ' - Recently we received a solicitation reguest from Dean Sweeney,

In regard to the above subject, we received your letter Dated Wetlands Project Manager for Mn/Dot regarding Wetland restoration on
July 25,02, we want to clarify to you that we do not have any Farmland our Farm in Greenfield. It appears HCD has developed a Database showing
available for Wetland restoration.We are dependant on our Agriculturpl areas having drained Wetlands that could be restored by breaking &
property for our live-li-hood.Breaking or blocking tile lines, blocking blocking Draintile & Drainage ditches. We please request you, or HCD
ditches etc, would have a severe Impact on our drainage systems that make a note in your Database files that we do not have any property
are now in use to grow our Farm Crops. In our situation we see nothing available for this purpose, as we need all our Drainage Systems to be
that would enhance the value of our property by destroying tile lines, working. We please request this be done by you, or HCD in order that -
& blocking ditches. we do not receive anymore Wetland Restoration solicitation requests
In regard to reduced taxes, we do have our Farm in the Metropolitan for our Farmland from any other sources.Thank you very much.

Ag. Preserve Covenant.We have not filed for - -a Expiration date for our
Farm. When, & if this does happen, the time frame is still 8 years before
any development could take place on our Farm.Because of the development

frenzy, that we have experienced with adjcining properties to our Farms, . Sincerely,

as well as the interference of the Hennepin Conservation District, we

are finding it extremely difficultTc even maintain some of our drainage ' 522' ﬁ?}&c}&_
systems.

At this time I also want to bring to your attention that the
adjoining property on the Southeast corner of our Farm, described as the
Joe Francis Site N.E. Quadrant, CSAH92,5& State Hwy.55, the (2.46 Acres)
is having a feasibility study prepared. This is being done because a
Convience Store, with a Gas Station is being proposed for that Site. The
concerns we have for this proposal is, what impact & effect the Storm-
water, & Internal Drainage will have on our adjoining property. We also
would like to krnow what type of building setbacks the State requires, &
how much land the State would need, if any for future State Hwy. 55 for
a 4 Lane Hwy. to the North. If you cannot provide us with this information,
"then we please request that you would refer this to the proper person
who would be involved in this matter for our location, East of Rockford.

Since our Farm borders State Hwy. 55, we want to thank Mn/Dot for
the cooperation over the years in assisting in the maintenance of our
Drainage Systems on Mn/Dot's Right Of Way area. They also have been
responsive to Weed Control on the Right Of Way.

We hope to hear from Mn/Dot on this soon. Thanks again.

Alfred Bleck
7375 Rebececa Park Trail
Rockford,Minnesota 55373

Sincerely,
AL Bloh

Alfred Bleck
7375 Rebecca Park Trail
Rockford,Minnesota 55373
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Al Bleck

A

Dan Rowe and Brian Kelly visited the property on May 5, 2008, to dis-
cuss the commenter’s concerns. Drain tile location information, furnished
by the property owner, will be added to the project files to be used when
future information is needed.

B

The proposed improvements expand the existing alignment on both sides
of the roadway, impacting property owners both north and south of the
roadway. Due to the presence of wetlands on the south side of the existing
roadway; additional expansion to the south would increase the amount
of wetland impacts. The proposed concept design indicates an alignment
that balances property impacts and wetland impacts.
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Highway 55 from Plymouth to Rockford

Environmental Assessment/Environmental Assessment Worksheet

— PUBLIC HEARING/ OPEN HOUSE —

April 29, 2008
5:30 pm — 7:30 pm
Training Room
Hennepin County Public Works Facility
1600 Prairie Drive, Medina, Minnesota

Comment Sheet

N Wihe {Hsehstra

Address: —70@0 S/r—;(j_,(, W 515"

Phone:

c *=-%M@J@WWWW

ol ks Sreluat - (o - U4 nmmhc‘i&

C};ﬁa»m,mm ﬁw

Phow: 763-477~-9256

r_i-M‘t-.k : hoc.|¢.\m1@ }\wq-j’\?—.‘;.n&—']—

Qcpusocin (4 1ol phe) —

NOTE: Comments must be received by Friday, Ma)' 9, 2008
Highway 55 from Plymouth to Rockford Envii Envir A Worksheet
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A-30

Mike Hoekstra

A

These properties have been reviewed and will be necessary for total ac-
quisition. See Section I1l of the Findings document for updated right of
way and relocation impacts. The acquisition and relocation of property
will be conducted in accordance with the Uniform Relocation and Real
Property Acquisition Act of 1970, as amended by the Surface Transpor-
tation and Uniform Relocation Assistance Act of 1987 and 49 Code of
Federal Regulations, Part 24, effective April 1989 (revised January 2005).
(The commenter was referred to Mn/DOT staff for information about ear-
ly acquisition.)
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Ryan Gregory

Danmw?—_ - o - - - Page
A

From: "Ryan Gregory' <RGregory@rdell.com> The clearance provided at this intersection would be 16 feet 4 inches. To
Date: 3012008 108807 AN achieve this, Peony Lane would be raised approximately 10 feet, and TH
Dan, 55 would be lowered approximately 12 feet.

A | otho open house, 1 was wonderng what th height of e averpase gaing
over Peony and 55 is going to be? Thanks for all your help.
Sincerely,
Ryan Gregory
Reliance Development
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Randall Mayer

x

Highway 55 from Plymouth to Rockford A
Environmental Assessment/Environmental Assessment Worksheet See response under Public Transcript, Randy Mayer comments.
— PUBLIC HEARING/ OPEN HOUSE —
B
April 29, 2008 . .
5:30 pm — 7:30 pm See response under Public Transcript, Randy Mayer comments.
Training Room
Hennepin County l’ﬁblic Works Facility
1600 Prairie Drive, Medina, Minnesota C
Comment Sheet See response under Public Transcript, Randy Mayer comments.
Name: ﬁ#’ﬁdf’/«é— Sy EZ —
Address: Tz Mﬁ/k//’-‘y X J0 Bex 298  MEDA S5
oh 210 2428 oo "
C ts: /7S5 LseA 7 /';/gpz//@ a.a/ 75'// Yot colys” e
N vt Tierzr A5 7r ans _/'cm W
w SLE At g ol IS e
M CMC;"%ME&;,_M//:‘/M ¥ /@tzr-:«a_.«z, _y%
@MM@ZJ— Zz &Jaézm ZZe &M@ o
NOTE: Comments must be received by Friday, May? 2008
Highway 55 from Plymouth to Rockford Envir tal Assessi _‘: _ onme tal Assessment Worksheet I
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1.

2.

Highway 55 Corridor Comments

From ADAM’S Pest Control, Inc./Jan-Har, LLP
(owners of 872 Hwy 55 and 922 Hwy 55 in Medina)

Re: MnDOT proposed improvements:

Plan does not provide access to 872 Hwy 55 (old Adam'’s, current Chamber of
Commerce and Farmer’s Insurance).

It looks like Countryside Café will lose parking spaces for this entrance and the
proposed changes will cause them to lose parking spaces across the highway
side of the building, and probably shut down their business.

To provide access to 822 (Countryside Café) and/or 872 (old Adam'’s office),
you'll need to take a Right of Way (ROW) path through the McDonald’s “L”
shaped property, leaving a chunk of land that is probably too small to develop. If
this land could be sold, Jan-Har, LLP would be interested in order to combine
with 872 Hwy 55 as it would be the only logical buyer. With a little more land, 872
could be redeveloped similar to the new ADAM'S building.

The Clydesdale extension to the West will be very, very expensive. Most of the
ROW will need to be acquired, and lots of trees removed (behind Countryside
and Adam’s) and much of the property, starting behind Westside Equipment, is
wetlands, which will need to be mitigated 2 for 1. In addition, poor soils will
require a “floating bridge” like the one used on Hwy 55 or comparable soil
correction at great expense. Adam’s new building was built on about 100 piles,
pounded 60’ into the ground. Our new lot on the West side of our building sunk 4”
(so far). The sewer extension that was added in the 1990’s (?) to the West of 922
Hwy 55 sunk and needed correction two times before it was finally stabilized.
Much of the proposed road, especially if it extends further like in the MNDOT
plan, is within a 100-year flood plane and will need to be offset. Although early in
the process, we don't see this identified..

. In the MnDOT plan, the proposed storm water pond South of Hwy 55, West of

116, appears to be in a wetland/flood plane already. I'm not sure how this works,
and given our building at 872 flooded partially due to an 8” rainfall and partly due
to MnDOT not keeping their ditches and culverts clear has us concerned that
adding more hardcover and removing ditches in front of the various businesses
have us concerned where the water will go. We've been trying for a year to get
debris on the South side of 55 cleared from a culvert and piles of rock, dirt, etc.
removed so water flows better.

. The MnDOT plan will require a bridge (or at least a large culvert) on Clydesdale

to the West of 922 Hwy 55 to allow the water to flow from the North to the South.

Kevin Hoglund stated at the City of Medina meeting there were 46 accidents over
a period of years relating to this intersection and entrances/exits. We've been in
our property for 24 years and we are not aware of any of accidents being caused
by vehicles entering or exiting the businesses to the West of Cty Rd 116 (none
witnessed in 24 years), whereas there have been multiple accidents at the
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“controlled” intersection of Cty Rd 116 and Hwy 55. I'd like to see a map of where
these accidents are occurring.

We do recognize it can be safer in general to close access points to a highway
with a speed limit of 55 mph, however, the fact is it has not been an issue here,
likely due to the closeness to the stoplight, where the light stops traffic or slows it
down enabling safe access and turn lanes allow safe exiting.

Q: Can you break down the history of accidents?
At Intersection?

East of 116, North of 55, West of 116, South of 55?
Due to vehicles heading East on 55 turning left?

8. If you close the access points to 55, West of Cty Rd 116, you will be putting more
traffic through the Clydesdale/Cty Rd 116 intersection and through the 55/Cty Rd
116 intersection. You've already stated these are the worst spots in the area and
is the impetus for the study and the change, yet the proposed solution seems to
be to put more traffic through these areas, which we think, and the numbers bear
it out (I bet), is historically more dangerous.

G 9. The businesses along Highway 55 West of Cty Rd 116 are not requesting to lose
their access to the highway. Safety is a concern to them and how they operate,
but they do not feel their access is unsafe.

10.The county is not funding a stop light at Clydesdale/Cty Rd 116. This strikes me
as a dangerous intersection — with 5-6 lanes of traffic heading North-South.
There are always people turning right from Westbound 55 onto 116, making that
intersection difficult, and having to cross cars coming in trying to catch a green
light will make it challenging. | challenge you to find another intersection that is
D uncontrolled in Hennepin County where traffic is expected to cross that many
lanes of traffic, traveling both directions. | can’t think of one example. While Jim
Grube said he was open to the idea of a stop light, he’s not going to fund it at this
point. I'm telling you the West bound turning right heading North will be a steady
stream of accelerating cars, and the South bound traffic will be doing 55 MPH
trying to catch the light at 55, or stacked up at the light making it difficult to see
the North bound cars from 55. It will be more dangerous than a right in right out
access to Highway 55.

11.Clydesdale needs to be wide enough to support semi-trailer traffic, as well as the
D intersection at Clydesdale and 116. Also, our property at 922 (and others) has no

room for a semi-trailer to turn around, so the Clydesdale extension to the West
should be wide enough to allow a semi to back in to a property, or to back up
onto the backage road in order to make a delivery.

H | 12.1s it wise to proceed with a bigger intersection at 116 if you think 20 years or less
you'll redo the whole intersection into an interchange?

| We agree something needs to be done with the traffic from 116 to Eastbound 55 and
the intersection to support this.

In summary...
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At this point, we at ADAM’S and Jan-Har do not favor the city’s project of
extending Clydesdale to the West, but we do not oppose the project. If that does
happen, we feel a stop light should be required at Clydesdale and 116. We favor
MnDOT's plan as part of the larger plan, because while aramp won’t be good for
our visibility, it really is the best long term solution that will last more than 10-20
years like the city plan.

Thanks for your efforts to making things better for us and the communities we serve and
operate in.

Sincerely

Todd Leyse

Appendix A
TH 55 Findings of Fact
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Todd Leyse

A

Many of the properties affected by changes in access will be provided al-
ternate access. Those that are not provided alternate access, or which are
taken by highway right of way, will go through a formal process to acquire
the property. The acquisition and relocation of property will be conducted
in accordance with the Uniform Relocation and Real Property Acquisition
Act of 1970, as amended by the Surface Transportation and Uniform Re-
location Assistance Act of 1987 and 49 Code of Federal Regulations, Part
24, effective April 1989 (revised January 2005). Mn/DOT will work with
affected businesses to determine and develop solutions for their specific
relocation needs. The EA identified several areas along TH 55 that may
provide opportunities for relocation of commercial properties if needed.

B

Mn/DOT acknowledges that each affected business provides benefit to its
customers. Businesses affected by the proposed project would go through
a formal process to determine the extent of the impacts and whether a
property would need to be acquired. As noted above, the acquisition and
relocation of property will be conducted in accordance with the Uniform
Relocation and Real Property Acquisition Act of 1970, as amended by the
Surface Transportation and Uniform Relocation Assistance Act of 1987
and 49 Code of Federal Regulations, Part 24, effective April 1989 (revised
January 2005). Mn/DOT will work with affected businesses to determine
and develop solutions for their specific relocation needs. The EA identi-
fied several areas along TH 55 that may provide opportunities for reloca-
tion of commercial properties if needed.

C

This comment has been forwarded to appropriate right of way staff at Mn/
DOT. At the time of final design, more information will be known about
the acquisition of properties. If there is remaining property to convey, the
reconveyance statute in effect at that time would be followed.
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D

Local roadways are under the jurisdiction of local communities and are
not proposed as part of this project. This comment will be forwarded to
the city of Medina.

E

The proposed culvert crossing will be designed such that the original con-
veyance capacity is maintained. All debris and other obstructions would
be removed such that the culvert can operate freely and perform as origi-
nally designed. Flooding may have occurred in this area because flow
was restricted through this culvert causing water to back up on the north
side of TH 55. Given that the roadway profile elevation is greater than the
graded elevation around the affected structure, flooding is a potential if
the culvert becomes incapacitated.

The EA figures show potential locations for stormwater basins. If these
locations are not available at the time of actual design, other options
will need to be identified. The project will be guided by watershed man-
agement organizations and municipal standards and rules for managing
stormwater.

Replacement and/or extension of the culvert while maintaining the origi-
nal design capacities will improve the conveyance of stormwater in the
area. The proposed roadway and corresponding best management prac-
tices will improve water quality and attenuate stormwater discharge to
Elm Creek. However, runoff volume will not be reduced; as a result, no or
limited improvements will be gained from a flood control standpoint.

F
Hennepin County staff has provided requested accident data to the com-
menter.
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G

A 2005 traffic study completed for the corridor determined that transpor-
tation needs for the area will increase as the population grows. Forecasted
volumes for 2030 show thousands of additional vehicles on the roadway.
This traffic growth leads to increased safety concerns. Though crash rates
in the corridor are currently near average, it is expected that increased
traffic volumes over the next several years will also increase the number
of crashes. In particular, right-angle crashes are likely to increase as it
becomes more difficult for drivers on side streets and access drives to
find gaps in traffic on TH 55. For this reason, it will become increasingly
important to manage access to TH 55. This type of access management
Is consistent with guidelines for a Principal Arterial, which state that ac-
cess to abutting land should be secondary to mobility. TH 55 currently
functions as a Minor Arterial, but a reclassification to Principal Arterial is
currently under review.

H

The city of Medina is considering making improvements to the intersec-
tion in order to address some existing traffic conditions. The TH 55 proj-
ect, however, addresses long-term traffic needs at the intersection. The
existing at-grade signalized intersection of CR 116/TH 55 will not be able
to accommodate the traffic forecasts under the year 2030 no-build condi-
tions. The traffic analysis shows that the existing at-grade signalized inter-
section of CR 116/TH 55 will operate at an unacceptable level of service
(LOS) F during the a.m. and p.m. peak hour under the year 2030 no-build
conditions. By converting the existing at-grade signalized intersection to a
grade-separated tight-diamond interchange, the CR 116 intersection with
TH 55 will be able to accommodate the traffic forecasts at an acceptable
LOS B or better under the year 2030 build conditions.

|
Commenter’s support for the project is noted.
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From: "Daniel Rowe" <Daniel. Rowe@dot.state.mn.us>

To: <jmoses@srfconsulting.com>

CC: <James.Grube@co.hennepin.mn.us>, <nfrick@srfconsulting.com>, <rbrown@srf...
Date: 5/16/2008 3:34 PM

Subject: Fwd: Property in Greenfield, MN

Here is a comment from the property owner south of Al Bleck's property. Can we add this to the rest of the

comments on the EA? Thank you.

Daniel J. Rowe

Project Manager

Mn/DOT / Metro Design
Tel: 651-234-7659

Fax: 651-234-7610
daniel.rowe@dot.state.mn.us

>>> "Mike Seeland" <mike.seeland@prc.bz> 5/16/2008 1:43 PM >>>
Daniel,

Property Resources Corporation ("PRC") is the owner of an approximate
112.41 acre parcel of undeveloped land located in the southeast corner
of the intersection of Highway 55 and County Road 92 in Greenfield,
Minnesota.

| am writing to you for two reasons. First, PRC does not object to
Mn/DOT denoting the location of the drain-tile inlet on the south side

of Highway 55 on the maps being developed for the Highway 55 corridor.

In the event any improvements are made to Highway 55 that impact the
drain-tile, it is my understanding that proper care will be taken by
Mn/DOT and its contractor to assure the drain-tile is not adversely
impacted in any way. If my understanding is incorrect, please advise
me.

Second, PRC does object to the illustration of a "dead pool” on its
property and does not consent to the proposed taking of any of its
property for the purpose of creating a stormwater retainage pond or any
other type of ponding facility.

If you have any questions or comments, please contact me directly at the
street address, phone number or email address shown below.

Michael Seeland

Appendix A
TH 55 Findings of Fact
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6851 Flying Cloud Drive, Suite A

Eden Prairie, MN 55344
Telephone: 952-946-8692

Fax: 952-946-1885

Email: mike.seeland@prc.bz

RESPONSES

Mike Seeland

A

The location of the drain-tile inlet would not be shown on the layouts as
published in the EA, but will be kept on file. Mn/DOT will take proper
care in working with any drain tile in the area.

B

Comment noted. The proposed project will involve an increase in imper-
vious surface resulting in increased stormwater runoff volume and pol-
lutant loading. The project will be guided by watershed management or-
ganizations and municipal standards and rules for managing stormwater.
Stormwater ponds are among the measures proposed to provide water
quality treatment and discharge attenuation. The EA figures show poten-
tial locations for stormwater basins. If these locations are not available at
the time of actual design, other options will need to be identified.
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n"w. UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
% REGION 5
§ 77 WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD
CHICAGO, IL 60804-3590

MAY 23 2008

REPLY TO THE ATTENTION OF:
97

Mr. Timothy Anderson, P.E.
Federal Highway Administration
380 Jackson St., Suite 500

St. Paul, MN 55101-2904

 Mr. Daniel Rowe, Project Manager
Minnesota Department of Transportation
1500 West County Road B-2
Roseville, MN 55113

Re:  EPA Comments on the Environmental Assessment, Environmental Assessment
Worksheet, Trunk Highway 55 From Crow River to Interstate 494. Cities of Rockford,
Greenfield, Corcoran, Medina, Plymouth in Hennepin County, Minnesota. [SP 2722-68
and SP 27-596-03]

Dear Mr. Anderson and Mr. Rowe:

The United States Environmental Protection Agency, Region 5 (EPA) has reviewed the above-
referenced Environmental Assessment/Environmental Assessment Worksheet (EA/EAW).

The EA/EAW identifies that the Minnesota Department of Transportation (Mn/DOT) and the
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) propose to protect approximately 16 miles of right of
way (ROW) for possible future expansion of existing Trunk Highway 55 (TH 55). Right of way
acquisition would occur as soon as funding is available. However, project construction is not
programmed and may not occur for 20 or more years. The EA/EAW identifies a preferred
alternative as a four-lane expressway between the Crow River and County Road (CR 116) and a
four-lane freeway between CR 116 and 1-494 along existing TH 55 alignment. We offer the
following comments on the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) document for your
consideration.

Based on our review of the information presented, the EA/EAW is not clear whether other
transportation alternatives were identified and evaluated beside the no build and build
Alternatives. Given the current high cost and continuing increases in the price of transportation
fuels, we question whether the assumptions made for projecting future traffic demand are
applicable now or in the future. We recommend that the future NEPA document better identify
and substantiate the basic underlying problems that need to be solved. We recommend that once a
substantiated purpose and need has been identified, then a range of alternatives to solve the
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problem/need be identified. This approach would allow for a broader range of action alternatives
than the current build alternatives in the NEPA document. For example, Transportation Demand
Management (TDM) alternatives such as bus transit, increased car pooling, telecommuting and
staggering work hours may allow for a low-cost, low-impact strategy to solve any future
transportation problems. A broader range of alternatives to choose from may also offer a
preferred alternative that would have less adverse impact on the environment and inform local
planning. However, if the project moves forward as currently proposed, we offer the following

~ comments.

We appreciate the current EA/EAW preferred alternative would follow existing TH 55 alignment;
however, if implemented, it would directly impact numerous streams, floodplains and over 25
acres of wetlands. We reserve our right to provide additional comments during the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers’ Clean Water Act, Section 404 permitting process if this proposal moves
forward in the future. Until then, we recommend the NEPA document include a wetland
functions and values assessment for all potentially affected wetlands. This information would
provide wetland baseline conditions and should be used to help identify suitable potential future
wetland compensation mitigation sites to be considered for early compensation preservation for
this “planning study.” We recommend potential compensation mitigation areas for wetland loss
and upland forest loss be identified in the future NEPA document. The NEPA document should
also discuss how, when, and where potential wetland compensation mitigation areas would be
preserved.

A
The EA/EAW includes information concerning water quality and stormwater runoff and identifies
potential locations for stormwater treatment areas. We strongly recommend that the potential
stormwater runoff treatment locations be preserved at the same time as the preferred alternative
alignment. The NEPA document states that vegetated ditches allow for infiltration, filtering, and
vegetative uptake of nutrients and pollutants before entering the downstream receiving waters
during the long winter in Minnesota (see EA/EAW page 18). We recommend the future NEPA
document discuss how well vegetated ditches allow for infiltration, filtering and vegetative uptake
of nutrients and pollutants during the non-growing season in Minnesota.

The NEPA document would better inform the reader by providing the names of all the streams
discussed in the NEPA document on the document Figures. We also recommend the future
NEPA document identify how many travel lanes currently exist on the TH 55 Crow River bridge.
The Table of Contents would better direct the reader if subcategories with page numbers were
provided under the Environmental Assessment Worksheet category.

Numerous floodplai encroachments result because of the addition of interchanges within
Plymouth ar-i1+:+ stern portion of Medina, and the roadway expansion west of Arrowhead
Drive. An interchange is proposed at TH 55 and CSAH 101/Sioux Drive. This interchange would
require a 730-foot long section of Elm Creek that runs parallel to TH 55 be filled as a result of the
construction of the east bound exit ramp. We recommend the future NEPA document justify why
impacts to Elm Creek can not be avoided.

Appendix A
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3

We appreciate the opportunity to provide our comments on the EA/EAW. If you would like to
discuss this letter in more detail, please contact Virginia Laszewski of my staff at 312-886-7501
or email her at laszewski.virginia@epa.gov.

f(ennelh A. Westlake, Supervisor
NEPA Implementation
Office of Enforcement and Cormpliance Assurance

Appendix A
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Environmental Protection Agency

A

Travel demand factors were incorporated into the traffic forecasts used to
demonstrate project need. The traffic forecasts were prepared using the
Metropolitan Council regional forecast model which, among its inputs,
includes an assumed vehicle operating cost. The Twin Cities regional
travel demand model accounts for the cost of travel in its trip distribution
(trip length) and mode choice models. The relationship of travel relative
to cost is a function of the travel behavior surveys conducted in the region
upon which the models were calibrated. Because these relationships af-
fect travel in terms of both trip length and occupancy/transit use, they
affect the vehicle miles of travel. It is standard practice in travel demand
modeling to assume that, over the long term, the cost of travel will remain
constant in real dollars. This assumption is made because no substantive
evidence currently exists to suggest otherwise.

The regional travel forecast model also includes assumptions for tran-
sit use/TDM based on current regional transit plans and expected rider-
ship. Any new transit plans or ridership assumptions would be accounted
in future forecasting. It should be noted, however, that traffic levels on
the existing two-lane segment of the corridor already exceed the recom-
mended two-lane threshold and that several intersections along the cor-
ridor already operate at LOS F; rather drastic increases in transit/ TDM
participation would need to occur to eliminate the need for the proposed
capacity improvements.

The corridor concept evaluated in the EA considered potential future
transportation modal shifts that that would result in the need for increased
transit accommodation. For example, the concept design provided ade-
quate clearance under bridges and adequate shoulder spacing for transit
use. Further details would be coordinated with Metro Transit at the time
of final design. While the proposed project does not include provisions for
trails within the right of way, communities along the corridor are planning
east-west trail connections in the area.
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B

Mn/DOT will provide a functions and values assessment requested by the
Environmental Protection Agency. Mn/DOT would likely select represen-
tative wetlands and complete the assessment using MnRAM.

C
Parcels identified for right of way acquisition include ponding locations.
Right of way protection would occur when funding becomes available.

D

Mn/DOT will work with the Regulatory Agencies and comply with the
Environmental Rules that are in place at the time of design and construc-
tion.

E
Comment noted.

F
Comment noted.

G
Comment noted.

H
Comment noted.

Appendix A
TH 55 Findings of Fact
Responses to Comments

A-39

>

(o8]

Minnesota Pollution Control Agency

520 Lafayerte Road North | 5t.Paul MN 55155-4194 | 651-296-6300 | BOO-657-3864 | 651-282-5332 TTY | www.pCastate.mnus

¢

&2
Ma;lf 6, 2008

Mr. Daniel Rowe

Minnesota Department of Transportation
1500 West County Road B-2
Roseville, MN 55113

Re: TH 55 from Plymouth to Rockford
Environmental Assessment/Environmental Assessment Worksheet

Dear Mr. Rowe:

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Environmental Assessment/

Enviror 1 A t Worksheet (EA/EAW) for the proposed reconstruction of TH 55 between
Plymouth and Rockford, Hennepin County, Minnesota. Regarding matters for which the Minnesota
Pollution Control Agency (MPCA) has regulatory respoensibility and other interests, the MPCA staff
has the following comments for your consideration.

Item 9. Land Use

Item 9 mentions that a Phase [ Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) was conducted for the project
area in 2004, The ESA identified 171 sites of documented or potential contamination, and the sites
were rated as having high, medium, or low risk potential for contamination. This item further
discusses additional work that will be conducted to evaluate the potential for contamination and, if
necessary, develop a plan for properly handling contaminated soil and/or ground water during
construction.

The evaluation of this issue thus far appears fairly comprehensive. We would like to add the
following: 1) If cont: tion is enco d during construction (or if an accidental spill should
occur), this should be reported immediately to the Minnesota Duty Office at 800-422-0798 or
651-649-5451; 2) Depending upon the type of contamination suspected or identified (i.e., either
petroleum and/or non-petroleum), you are advised 1 work in advance with either the Petroleum
Brownfields Program (hitp://www.pca.state. mn.us/programs/vpic_p.html) and/or the Voluntary
Investigation and Cleanup Program (http://www.pca.state.mn.us/cleanup/vic.html) in formulating
plans for addressing contamination at the project site.

Item 11. Fish, Wildlife and Ecologically Sensitive Resources
Item 11 discusses only Lake Sarah as being an impaired water (on the 303d list of impaired waters
compiled by the MPCA), while Item 17 and Table 14 of the EAW identify the impairment status of

| all water bodies that are in the area and being crossed by the project. Table 14 appears to misidentify
the Crow River as having no impairments. The Crow River is impaired for Fish IBI, Fecal Coliform
and Turbidity. We recommend that you check our current listing of the impaired waters at our MPCA
Web site at http://www pca.state. mn.us/water/tmdl/tmdl-303dlist html to update Table 14 regarding
the impairment status of the Crow River. If Lake Rebecca and Lake Independence are within the

water shed of the project, please add a discussion of their impairment status, as well.

150 YEARS
#STATEHODD

St.Paul | Brainerd | Detralt Lakes | Duluth | Mankato | Marshall | Rochester | Willmar
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Minnesota Pollution Control Agency

Mr. Daniel Rowe - A

May 6, 2008 Comment noted.

Page 2

We look forward to receiving your responses to our comments and notice of decision on the need for Comment noted.

an Environmental Impact Statement. Please be aware that this letter does not constitute approval by

the MPCA of any or all elements of the project for the purpose of pending or future permit action(s)

by the MPCA. Ultimately, it-is the responsibility of the project proposer to secure any required

permits and to comply with any requisite permit conditions. If you have any questions regarding C

stormwater or surface water quality issues, please contact Larry Zdon at 651-297-8219, If you have H H

any ofher questions, foel free to call me at 6512965011, The confluence of the South Fork of the Crow River was inaccurately

identified as being downstream of Rockford; therefore, as identified by
the MPCA and Metropolitan Council, the pollutants/stressors affecting

TN =
' m /[‘f the Crow River at Rockford are fecal coliform, fish bioassessments and

Planner Principal tu rb | d Ity
Environmental Review and Operations Section
Regional Division

JEmbo No stormwater runoff from the proposed TH 55 project corridor will af-
fect Lake Rebecca. Lake Independence is located downstream of Peter
Lake which will receive stormwater runoff from the proposed TH 55 proj-
ect corridor. The pollutants/stressors affecting Lake Independence are
nutrient/eutrophication, biological indicators, and mercury in fish tissue.

Sincerely,

ce: Larry Zdon, MPCA

Appendix A A-40 November 2008
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444 Metropolitan Council

May 2, 2008

Daniel Rowe

Project Manager

Minnesota Department of Transportation (MNDOT)
1500 West County Road B-2

Roseville, MN 55113

RE:  EA/EAW for SP 2722-68 and SP 27-596-02 (TH 55 from Crow River to 1-494)
Metropolitan Council District 1: Roger Scherer
Review File No. 20226-1

Dear Mr, Rowe:

Metropolitan Council staff has reviewed the envir 1 envir 1 worksheet (EAW)
for this project to determine its adequacy and accuracy in addressing regional concems, potential impacts that warrant
further invesligalion and the need for an environmental impact statement (EIS). The proposed construction is for right
of way pr on for a four-1 P y between the Crow River and CR 116 and a four-lane freeway between CR
116 and 1-494, approximately 16 miles total, in Hennepin County. Right of way acquisition will occur as funding is
available. Construction is not programmed.

Coungcil staff finds that an EIS is not necessary for regional purposes. However, Council staff offers the following
technical comments:

~
Environmental Services (Roger Janzig, 651-602-1119)

A Metropolitan Council Interceptor (9004-2) is located at the intersection of CR 101 and TH 55, within the CR 101 and
TH 55 right of ways. It was built in 2002 and is a 48-inch PVC+Steel Casting at a depth of 25 feet. To assess the

A potential impacts to the interceptor system, as right of way acquisition plans are developed they should be sent for
review and comment to Scott Dent, L ptor Engineering M (651-602-4503) at the Metropolitan Council’s
Environmental Services Division.

Item 11—Fish, Wildlife, artd Ecologically Sensitive Resources (Jim Larsen, 651-602-1159)

The document indicates that the project corridor passes immediately adjacent to 73 wetland areas, 69 roadside ditch
segments exhibiting wetland characteristics, Lakes Sarah and Peter, the Crow River, and Elm Creek. The prevalence of
these water features along the roadway widening corridor raises the concem for wildlife impacts during construction,
but even more importantly, following completion of the project. A “known concentration” of Blanding’s Turtles (a

state threatened species) is located within the project area, whose population could be impacted by the proposed project.

Council staff recommends revision of project specifications to require utilization of sloping, surmountable curbs in the
specified urban and suburban road segments. The use of standard, near-vertical curbing for the new roadway in this
B ocation can be expected to result in nearly full mortality of the area’s turtle population by entrapping them within the

dway. The simple change to a more gently sloping curb could reduce the mortality risk without impacts to storm
water flow, driver safety, or maintenance activities. We suggest use of Minnesota Department of Tmnsp(mancn Curb
and Gutter Design No. S524 or a similar design profile.

Item 17 — Water Quality: Surface Water Runoff

Table 14 on page 41 of the document indicates that the Crow River is not considered a Total Maximum Daily Load
(TMDL) impaired water, per the 2006 Clean Water Act Section 303(d) list of impaired waters, maintained by the

www. metrocouncil.org

390 Rebert Street North » St. Paul, MN S5101-1805 » (651) 602- 1000 » Fax (6511 602-1550 « TTY (651 291-0904
A Equal Gpporturity Employer
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Minnesota Pollution Control Agency (MPCA). Council staff recommends, however, that the table and text be revised
for the final document to indicate that the Crow River has been incorporated into the MPCA s 2008 Final Draft TMDL
listing as impaired for fish bio-assessments, fecal coliform, and turbidity.

ftem 21— Traffic

The ion of TH 55 b 11-494 and TH 169 is not currently funded or included in the 2030 Transportation
Policy Plan. TH 55 west of [-494 is currently designated as an A Minor Arterial. The Council is currently updating its
Transportation Policy Plan and it is likely that the functional classification of this stretch of TH 55 will be changed to
principal arterial when the updated plan is adopted. The proposed grade separations and other design improvements
outlined in this EA support this function. Although much of the area covered by this EA is outside of the MUS and the
Transit Taxing district, shoulders should be di d and paved to accommodate transit service that may use the road in
the future.

It appears from Figure 4H that the proposed mterchangcs at Rockford Road and Vicksburg Lane are less than one mile
apart, which is not consistent with the i p jards contained in Appendix I of the Transportation
Policy Plan. It is not clear how the design bhown in this ducumm:t provides a safe weaving distance between the two
interchanges on TH 55, and this should be clarified in the final EA.

It is also unclear how many additional lanes are assumed to be needed on 1-494 to carry the ultimate demand from
expansion of TH 55,

dtem 22— Vehicle related Air Emissions

The quantitative analysis of MSAT emissions referred to on Page 63, paragraph 2 is missing.

Permits and Approval Requirements

MN Statute 473,166 requires the Metropolitan Council to approve controlled access highways before right of way
acquisition or construction begins. This is to ensure that proposed highway projects are consistent with regional
policies and plans. Typically, the request is submitted with the Final EIS or the Finding of No Significant Impact
(FONSI). Table 30 on page 107 of the EA lists the permits and approvals required. Since a portion of the road is
proposed to e constructed as a controlled access freeway, Council approval of the project under MN. Statute 473.166
should be included in this list, and the project should be submitted for approval.

If you have questions about these comments, please contact Ann Braden, Principal Reviewer, at 651-602-1705.

Sincerely,

Assistance
ce: Erin Schwarzbauer, MultiFamily Market Analyst, MHFATod Sherman, Development Reviews Coordinator

Freya Thamman, Sector Representative
Cheryl Olson, Reviews Coordinator
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Metropolitan Council

A
Right of way acquisition plans will be sent when available.

B
If curb is proposed in areas where Blanding’s turtles impacts are of con-
cern, Mn/DOT would support use of curb design D424.

C

The confluence of the South Fork of the Crow River was inaccurately
identified as being downstream of Rockford; therefore, as identified by
the MPCA and Metropolitan Council, the pollutants/stressors affecting
the Crow River at Rockford are fecal coliform, fish bioassessments, and
turbidity. See Section I11.A of the Findings and Conclusions for updated
information on impaired waters.

D
It is noted that TH 55 will likely be changed to a principal arterial.

E

For the concept design, adequate clearance was provided under bridges
and adequate shoulder spacing was provided for transit use. Further de-
tails would be coordinated with Metro Transit at the time of final design.

F

The guidelines for interchange spacing on an urban freeway recommend
one mile. This one-mile spacing guideline has been established based on
several factors including cost and mainline operation. Densely packed
interchanges cost more to construct and are often only requested to pro-
vide additional convenient access rather than to provide needed capacity.
In addition, funding too many “unjustified” interchanges would strain an

Appendix A
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agency’s finances and could lead to inequality in allocating an agency’s
resources among the various communities it serves. However, in the case
of this corridor, the access points to TH 55 and the local roadway cross-
ings already exist and are roughly at % mile intervals. Four grade separa-
tions or four intersections would be needed with any concept that attempts
to address the capacity issues of this corridor. Therefore the added cost of
an interchange is a result of the ramps and frontage roads to connect those
grade separations and to provide access to TH 55. However, these addi-
tional roadway connections avoid the need for an additional driving lane
in each direction on TH 55 and the proposed interchanges will require
only minimal additional right of way.

Another issue affecting interchange spacing is mainline operation. Closely
spaced interchanges create a potential for weaving congestion to develop.
To address this issue, several design elements were considered and used in
the development of this concept. The first design element is ramp length.
Due to the proposed design speed on TH 55, shorter ramp lengths may be
used than would be typically provided on a rural high speed freeway de-
sign. The use of shorter ramps will allow for longer weaving distances to
be provided. Other design elements considered include the use of parallel
acceleration, deceleration, and auxiliary lanes. Parallel acceleration and
deceleration lanes would be provided where needed and auxiliary lanes
would be provided between each segment that connects an entrance ramp
to an exit ramp. Providing auxiliary lanes will also mean that each ramp-
to-ramp weave will have more than adequate capacity.

While a planning-level review of the weaving areas along the TH 55 cor-
ridor was completed and the results showed that adequate capacity is
provided with the proposed concept design, additional analysis is needed
once construction funds are identified and more detailed geometric lay-
outs are developed. This additional analysis will need to account for the
existing and planned development along the corridor at that time.
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Metropolitan Council continued

G

The 2030 travel demand forecast assumes the completion of the 2030

Metropolitan Transportation System as approved by the Metropolitan

Council in December 2004, as well as the following:

* 1-494: Expansion from 1-94 to TH 77, including work already under-
way. It is assumed that 1-494 from 1-394 to 1-94 will include four lanes
in each direction and a redesign of the 1-94 interchange, consistent
with current Mn/DOT design plans, pending further technical analy-
sis. (The Transportation Policy Plan includes one additional lane in
each direction from TH 55 to 1-94.)

* 1-94: Additional lane from CSAH 30 to 1-494. This improvement is
included in the above 1-494 design plans.

e TH 610: Completion between 1-94 and TH 169.

H

The EA includes a basic qualitative assessment of the likely MSAT emis-
sion impacts of this project. The document should have omitted the word
“quantitative” to avoid any confusion.

I
The project will be submitted to the Metropolitan Council for review and
approval.
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May 9, 2008

Three Rivers

Pk Dt Mr. Daniel Rowe, Project Manager
Commissioners MN/DOT
Waters Edge

1500 West County Road B-2
Rosevillie, MN 55113

Dear Mr. Rowe:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Environmental Assessment
(EA)/Environmental Assessment Worksheet (EAW) for Trunk Highway 55 (TH 55)
from Plymouth, MN to Rockford, MN. The purpose of the current TH 55 project is to
define the TH 55 right of way corridor, and secondly, to protect the corridor by
inclusion on the official map. The concerns outlined below, although applicable to
the TH 55 project in general, are more appropriate to subsequent phases of the
project.

+ Water Quality

The expansion of TH 55 and subseguent additional impervious surfaces will
result in an increase of storm water runoff and pollutant loading. Although
the project proposes using several different techniques to address storm
water runoff and associated pollutant loading, the potential to impact water
bodies within and contiguous to Three Rivers Park District holdings exists.
Specific water bodies of concern include, but are not limited to, the Crow
River, Elm Creek, and Lake Sarah.

In accordance with Three Rivers Park District policy, Three Rivers Park District
A will oppose any proposed land use that will result in the degradation of water

quality in water bodies within or continuous to its holdings below the 1989
|levels.

arry dlackstad, i Three Rivers Park District requests the right to review design

recommendations and construction documents in regards to storm water
B runoff, erosion, and water quality concerns as Three Rivers Park District has a
direct interest in several of the water bodies affected by this project.

Elm Creek
Elm Creek is a natural resource and should be maintained as such throughout
the design, construction, and maintenance of the TH 55 project.

C In addition, Elm Creek is on the Minnesota Pollution Control Agency's
impaired waters list for biotic life, Placing a portion of the Creek in a pipe will
result in additional habitat removal and further degradation of the creek’s
biotic life. Maintaining an open channel is the preferred method to improve
and protect the Creek's habitat integrity.

Administrative Center, 3000 Xenium Lane North, Plymouth, MM 55441-1298

Information 763.559.9000 « TTY 753.559.6712 « Fox 763.559.3287 « www.TineeRivesBarkDistrictorg
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F

Blandings Turtle
Three Rivers Park District recognizes the importance of Blanding's turtles and
recommends that the design, construction, and maintenance of TH 55 follow the
recommendations outlined on the Environmental Review Fact Sheet Series for
Blanding's turtles.

Pedestrian and Trail Networks

The expansion of TH 55 will impact at least two Three Rivers Park District regional
trals. The Lake Independence Regional Trail is currently under construction and
crosses TH 55 at County State Aid Highway 19. The Crow River Regional Trail is in
the preliminary planning stages and will likely cross TH 55 near the Crow River. A
third trail along Eim Creek is being considered with a proposed crossing location of
TH 55 in the immediate vicinity of Elm Creek.

Expanding TH 55 will undoubtedly make trail crossing of TH 55 more difficult and
dangerous to trail users without additional design considerations such as grade
separated crossing and signalized crossings. The Minnesota Department of
Transportation (MNDOT) Bicycle Facility Design Manual recommends grade separated
crossings for roads such as TH 55. Three Rivers Park District requests that MNDOT
incorporate grade separated crossings of TH 55 for each of the above noted trails.

Three Rivers Park District requests the right to review design recommendations and
construction documents In regards to trail work on trails owned or operated by Three
Rivers Park District.

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the project in its current stage.
Please continue to include Three Rivers Park District in future project meetings and
correspondences as they relate to the items outlined above.

Sincerely,

S
Y oA B aran—

Kelly Grissman, Planner

Department of Planning and Development

JADEVELOPMENT STAFF\Kelly\05-09-08--Daniel Rowe-Mndot-TH 55 EA-EAW Response.doc
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Three Rivers Park District

A

Mn/DOT will work with the Regulatory Agencies and comply with the
Environmental Rules that are in place at the time of design and construc-
tion.

B

Mn/DOT will work with the Regulatory Agencies and comply with the
Environmental Rules that are in place at the time of design and construc-
tion.

C

Mn/DOT will work with the Regulatory Agencies and comply with the
Environmental Rules that are in place at the time of design and construc-
tion.

D

The Environmental Review Fact Sheet for Blanding’s turtles was includ-
ed in the EA, and the project design would follow recommendations to
protect Blanding’s turtles.

E

Mn/DOT is willing to work with Three Rivers Park District in planning
grade separated crossings for the three trails noted in the comment. Cost
participation would need to be discussed.

F
The requested documents will be provided for review when available.
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City of Rockford

MISSION STATEMENT: To recognize and fulfill our citizens' neads
for all services in a raspectiul, efficient. and economical manner.

Daniel Rowe, Project Manager
MN/DOT

1500 West County Road B-2
Roseville, MN 55113

SUBJECT: TH 55 From I-494 to the Crow River
Environmental Assessment/EAW

Dear Mr. Rowe:

The City of Rockford has the following comments on the proposed EA/EAW regarding the TH 55 project
in Hennepin County from Interstated 494 to the Crow River in Rockford:

| 1. That no medians be installed within Highway 55 without adequate backage roads which

A provide suitable and convenient access to both east and west bound Highway 55 traffic for
the commercial properties abutting Highway 55 in Rockford.

2. That any medians installed in Highway 55 are installed in a manner that provides for
adequate ingress and egress, including adequate emergency response access, to densely
populated areas such as the mobile home park and apartment complexes located adjacent to
Highway 55 in Rockford,

3. That adequate funding is provided in a timely manner to acquire the necessary right of way

C | in the Highway 55 carridor and the necessary right of way for the backage roads described
above,

D | 4. That a policy and plan is developed which will govern when and how right of way is acquired

as properties abutting Highway 55 seek to develop or redevelop,

B

We thank you for the cpportunity to comment on this project and your consideration of our concerns is
greatly appreciated.

Sincerely,

Administrator

Appendix A
TH 55 Findings of Fact
Responses to Comments

6031 Main Street * Rockford, MN 55373 « (763) 477-6565 * Fax (763) 477-4393

City of Rockford

A

Access management measures are proposed as part of this project for
safety and mobility, consistent with TH 55°s role as a principal arterial.
Local roadways, including frontage and backage roads, are under the ju-
risdiction of local communities and are not proposed as part of this proj-
ect. Mn/DOT encourages the cities within the corridor to plan their local
road networks to support future improvements to TH 55.

B

Most of the existing access points in Rockford will remain until a future
land use change occurs. For accesses that are removed, Mn/DOT would
provide alternate access or acquire the property.

C

Expansion of TH 55 is not currently programmed in the Mn/DOT 20-year
plan and there is currently no funding for construction. Mn/DOT will con-
tinue to work with the Highway 55 Coalition regarding Coalition goals

D

The purpose of the EAis to help plan for right of way protection. This will
allow for communities to plan for right of way and will allow for acquisi-
tion when funding is available.
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elm creek & pioneer-sarah creek

TH 55 Environmental Assessment/Environment Assessment Worksheet

Watershed Management Commissions el
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE TECHNICAL OFFICE
3235 Fernbrook Lane Hennepin County DES R .
Plymouth, M 55447 _ 417 North 5th Street In the Commissions response (enclosed) they stated that none of the options were favored, and
kool e o found Options 1 and 2 to be the least desirable.
Email: judie@jass.biz FAX: 612.348.8532
Email; james. mn.us

In the EAW, Option 1 was listed as the main alternative being considered at this time. In
keeping with their Watershed Management Plan policies, we believe the natural resources value

April 25, 2008 ) B of the open creek channel must be maintained to the fullest extent possible. We strongly believe

’ the Option | impacts to Elm Creek will have negative consequences for wildlife habitat, travel
Daniel Rowe, Project Manager corridors, aesthetics and the general health of the creeks ecological system and are not in favor of
M;—m.fl[)o"ro ! g this option being considered during this planning of the project.
1500 West County Road B-2
Roseville, MN . . . )

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this project. Should you have any questions please

SUBJECT: TH 55 Environmental Assessment/Environmental Assessment Worksheet contact Ali Durgunoglu or me at your convenience.
.Dcar Mr. Rowe: Sincerely

This is a joint response by the Elm Creek Watershed Management Commission (ECWMC) and ﬁL_’ (\%

the Pioneer-Sarah Creek Watershed Management Commission (PSCWMC) to your request for
comments on the TH 55 Assessment/Environmental Assessment Worksheet. The following

. . . James C. Kujawa
comments may be important for this project.

Technical Advisor to the Commission’s

Storm Water Management, Floodplain/Floodway, Grading and Erosion Control, SWPPP:

Both Watersheds have standards and requirements dealing with these issues and impacts. As ce Ali Durgunoglu, ECWMC

addressed in the EA/EAW, impacts, mitigation and site plans from the project must meet the Judie Anderson, Executive Secretary
A rules of the respective Watershed Commission prior to approval when the project application is

received.

Elm Creek Watershed Management Commission-Impacts on Elm Creek (Area 2, paragraph D. of
EAW question 14

In November 2007, the Elm Creek Watershed Management Commission received information

(enclosed) and a request for comment on the potential impacts to Elm Creek due to the right of

way constraints on the alignment of TH 55 at CSAHI01 and Sioux Drive. In that

correspondence three options were provided for the Commissions consideration. The option
details were as follows:

« Option 1: A 900-foot long, a minimum six-foot diameter reinforced concrete pipe in
combinations with minor stream realignments to perpetuate the conveyance of Elm Creek
through the affected project area.

« Option 2: Realignment of a portion of Elm Creek west of CSAH 101, utilizing retaining
walls to support the ramp and frontage road, between which the creek would be routed.

= Option 3: Realignment of a longer stretch of Elm Creek through the affected project area that
would eliminate the need for long culverts: the stream realignment would occur along the
north side of the railroad tracks from the current crossing locations eastward through Sioux
Drive.

CHAMPLIN - CORCORAN - DAYTON - HASSAN - MAPLE GROVE - MEDINA - PLYMOUTH - ROGERS
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pioneer-sarah creek
Watershed Management Commission

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE TECHNICAL ADVISOR

3235 Fermbrook Lane Hennepin County

Plymouth, MN 55447-3111 Depnmmofﬁnvmunmmm

PH:  763-553-1144 417 North Fifth Street, Suite 200 MC - 609

FAX: 763-553-9326 Minneapolis, MN 55401-1397

Email: judie@jass biz PHONE: 612-348-7338 FAX:  612-348-8532
Email: james kujawa@co hennepin.mn.us

April 26, 2005

Ms Susan Hoffman

City of Greenfield Administrator

7738 Commerce Circle

Greenfield, MN 55373

Re; Holiday Station Revisions (2005-01)

Dear Ms Hoffman;

At the Pioneer-Sarah Creek W hed Manag: C ion meeting on April 21, 2005, the
applicant on this project d the C issi der changes to their plans. Specifically the
change was to comply with MN PCA requirement that does not allow an infiltration basin adjacent to a
gas station,

At our meeting, the applicant wished to propose a NURP pond with a permanent pool that would comply

with the MN PCA requirements. As you may know, the reason the appli posed, and the
Commission approved, an infiltration pond was to comply with the PSCWMC nutrient non-dcgmdsnon
requirement. The PSCWMC approved plan met these requirements where a normal NURP pond did not.

With the rew NURP poad proposal, the phosphorus export from the site will exceed the Commission’s

standards by 2.5 Ibs/year. To achieve our non-degradation smnda:d, the Comnusswn a.ppmwd the cllangc

to a NURP pond provided the City of Greenfield g the excess phosphorus in a regi
pond when the opportunity lends itself to build such a pond in the future. Werequestmchmagrmeut
in writing from the City. Attached are the C ission’s findings from their meeting.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Fi7

James C. Kujawa

Technical Advisor to the Commission

cc Judie Anderson, E ve § ¥
Tim Hanson, City Engineer
Vicki VanDell, Landform

Ebert Const/Holirock, LLC

GEREEMEIRI M« INNEREMNERCE « | ARETTMA . AR B S5 o MEFIR S o MINMETRISTL
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elm creek
Watershed Management Commission

ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE TECHNICAL OFFICE
3235 Fernbrook Lane Hennepin Com:‘t; DES
Plymaouth, MN 55447 PH: 417 North ™" Street
763.553.1144 Minneapolis, MN 55401-1397
FJ\.'!(; 763.55_3.9325 E- PH: 612.586.1171
mall: pdie@iass biz FAX: B12.348.85632

E-mail: Ali Durqunoglufco. hennepin mn.us

December 20, 2007

James N. Grube, PE

Director of Transportation and County Engineer
Hennepin County Transportation Department
1600 Prairie Drive

Medina, MN 55340-5421

Re:  CSAH 101/Sioux Drive at TH 55
Elm Creek project 2007-058

Dear Mr. Grube:

The Elm Creek W hed Manag t C ion has received your letter of November 28, 2007
requesting c« on three conceptual options regarding realignment of the Elm Creek channel as part
of future improvements to TH 55 between Plymouth and Rockford.

Your letter was reviewed at the Commission’s D ber 12, 2007 ing and the following comments
were received:

1. While none of the options are favored, the Commissioners find Option 1 and Option 2 to be least
desirable.

2. The natural resources value of the open creek channel must be maintained to the fullest extent
possible. Any design should recognize that Elm Creek is, first, a natural resource, not only a stormwater
conveyance channel, and must be preserved as an open channel for wildlife habitat and travel corridor.
These values need to be restored in the design by lcaving as much open channel as is feasibly possible.

This comment is in line with Policy C.3 of the Commission’s second generation Warershed
Management Plan that states: “The Commission will work with and support to the maximum extent
practical the efforts of the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources, the US Corps of Enginecrs, the
US Environmental Protection Agency, the US Fish and Wildlife Service, the Hennepin Conservation
District, and Three Rivers Park District and other appropriate agencies in promoting public enjoyment
and protecting fish, wildlife, and recreational resource values in the watershed.”

3. Flood elevations should not be increased by the relocation of the creek and any lost flood storage
must be replaced. Any proposed changes to the creek will be subjeet to the active rules and policies of the

Commission at the time the application is received. Any floodway encroachment would require DNR
approval and a FEMA map revision.

CHAMPLIN » CORCORAN = DAYTON » HASSAN » MAPLE GROVE » MEDINA = PLYMOUTH » ROGERS
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elm creek watershed Management Commission - _
James N. Grube, PE ) . Hennepin County Transportation qefrt_rzeﬁ_ o B
December 20, 2007 . . ) 1600 Prairie Drive 612-596-0300, Phone
Page 2 Medina, MN 55340-5421 763-478-4000, FAX

763-478-4030,TDD

www.hennepin.us q o1
Thank you for the opportunity to provide preliminary comments on this project. We request that ' Received | -2
Hennepin County DOT continue to keep the Commission “in the loop™ as they move forward. November 28, 2007 Project No '

ec'd_
Sincerely, sC Wi PSC
J o M“A-am-.__ Mr. Ali Durgunoglu Mr. Jim Kujawa
) Technical Advisor Technical Advisor
Judie A. Anderson Elm Creek Watershed Management Elm Creek Watershed Management
Administrator Commission Commission
. 3235 Fernbrook Lane 3235 Fernbrook Lane
JAAtim Plymouth MN 55447 Plymouth MN 55447
Ce: Troy Erickson, SRF Consulting Group . 5 5
John Griffith, MaDOT . RE: CSAH 101/Sioux Drive at TH 53
Rick Brown, SRF Consulting Group Dear Gentlemen:

Ali Durgunoglu, HCDES

As part of the conceptual design for future TH 55 improvements between Plymouth and Rockford, a
compressed diamond interchange has been studied for the intersection of CSAH 101 and TH 55 near the.
municipal boundary of Plymouth and Medina. At this location, Elm Creek runs parallel to the south side
of TH 55 for approximately 2,400 feet before crossing the roadway. Due to right of way constraints on
the north side of the roadway that preclude the realignment of TH 55, the eastbound exit ramp would be
placed over a 730-foot segment of the Elm Creek stream channel located approximately between Sioux
Drive and the first driveway immediately west of the interchange on the south side of TH 55. The
attached water resources issues map developed for the corresponding environmental assessment
illustrates the potentially affected project area.

While the TH 55 improvements are not in Mn/DOT’s current 20-year plan, and final design of this area
will not begin until several years in the future, concepts for some potential solutions have been developed
for Elm Creek Watershed Management Commission comment. All of the conceptual options would
include realignment of the stream channel immediately downstream of Sioux Drive as necessary to
mitigate fill impacts east of the interchange. In addition, extension of the conveyance structure crossing
TH 55 will be required. The option details are as follows:

« Option 1; A 900-foot long, a minimum six-foot diameter reinforced concrete pipe in combination
with minor stream realignments to perpetuate the conveyance of Elm Creek through the affected
project area.

« Option2: Realignment of a portion of Elm Creek west of CSAH 101, utilizing retaining walls to
support the ramp and frontage road, between which the creek would be routed.

* Option 3: Realignment of a longer stretch of Elm Creek through the affected project area that would
eliminate the need for long culverts; the stream realignment would occur along the north side of the
railroad tracks from the current crossing location eastward through Sioux Drive.

CHAMPLIN # CORCORAN » DAYTON » HASSAN » MAPLE GROVE » MEDINA « PLYMOUTH « ROGERS

- AnEquol Opportunity Employer Recycled Poper
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Elm Creek Watershed Commission
CSAH 101/Sioux Drive at TH 55
November 28, 2007

Page 2

————— figere 86

At this point, the Elm Creek Watershed Management Commission comments are desired for potential
inclusion in the environmental documentation. Please feel free to contact Troy Erickson at SRF
Consulting Group, Inc. at 763 475-0010 with any questions.

Sincerely,

E— ) :
“. --/—?L wra S/ ,Jé;f’-:b-..-l’u‘_.-

James N. Grube, P.E.
Director of Transportation and County Engineer

]

ING/en

CPAL BOLS

Attachment

I PRcFORED ROACHAY

c¢:  John Griffith, Mo/DOT
Rick Brown, SEF Consulting, Inc.

MNARY DESIGN - ROCKFORD TO PUNMOUTH

NTY, Wl

ENVIRONMENTRL ASSESSMENT & PR

S E

WRE ISSUES MAF

HENHEPH COX
.
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Elm Creek and Pioneer-Sarah Creek Watershed Management Commis-
sion

A

Mn/DOT will work with the Regulatory Agencies and comply with the
Environmental Rules that are in place at the time of design and construc-
tion.

B

Mn/DOT recognizes that the EIm Creek and Pioneer-Sarah Creek Water-
shed Management Commissions do not support Option 1. Mn/DOT will
continue to work with watershed management organizations and Three
Rivers Park District in designing options for EIm Creek

Appendix A
TH 55 Findings of Fact
Responses to Comments
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From: "Daniel Rowe" <Daniel. Rowe@dot.state. mn.us>
To: <jmoses@sriconsulting.com>
Date: S/92008 12:44 PM
Subject: Fwd: TH55 EA Comments
Hello Jenn.
Here are more comments.
Daniel . Rowe
Project Manager
Mn/DOT / Metro Design
Tel: 651-234-7659
Fax: 651-234-7610
daniel.rowe@dot.state.mn.us
=== James Wisker <jwisker@minnehahacreek.org> 5/9/2008 12:38:15 PM >>>
Daniel,
Thanks for affording MCWD the opportunity to comment,
The Minnehaha Creek Watershed District regulates construction activity
under the following rules:
1. Rule B: Erosion Control
Permanent and temporary erosion control will be required to be shown on
a site plan in order to obtain a permit
2. Rule C: Floodplain Alteration
MICWD requires no net loss of 100 year floodplain storage for all
waterbodies. All impacts must be quantified and mitigated for,
3. Rule D: Wetland Protection
Wetlands that encroach into the ROW will require permanent wetland
buffers to be established and maintained. Wetland buffer widths are
based on the acreage of the wetland in question.
4. Rule G: Waterbody Crossings
All crossings of waterbodies are regulated by MCWD. Criteria by which
these crossings are regulated can be found online within Rule G.
5. Rule N: Stormwater Management
Linear projects that result in more than | acre in impervious surface
are regulated based on the size of the project. Please review Rule N as
the project may be subject to Water Quality, Rate Control and BMP
requirements.
The portion of the project located within MCWD boundaries is between
Rockford Road and Vicksburg Lane.
Please feel free to call if you have questions or would like to setup a
time to meet to discuss our requirements.
Thank you.
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Minnehaha Creek Watershed District

A
Comment noted. Note that this EA allows for right of way protection only;
additional environmental documentation would need to be done to allow

James Wisker

Permiting Deparmet for construction of the project. Mn/DOT will comply with watershed dis-
Ph. 9524710590 (206) trict rules at the time of construction.

fx. 952-471-0682

Minnehaha Creek Watershed District
18202 Minnetonka Blvd.
Deephaven, MN 55391

www.minnehahacreek.org
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Bassett Creek Watershed Management Commission
www.bassettereekwmo.org

* Crystal » Golden Valley * Medi Lake = Mi polis + Mi ka +New Hope * Plymouth + Robbinsdale « St. Louis Park
May 8, 2008

Mr. Daniel Rowe

MN Department of Transportation

1500 West County Road B-2
Roseville, MN 55113

Re:  Trunk Highway 55 from Interstate 494 to the Crow River

Environmental A Envir tal A t Worksheet
SP 2722-68 and SP 27-596-02
Dear Mr. Rowe:

Thank you for providing the Bassett Creek Watershed Management Commission (BCWMC) with the opportunity to
t on the Envi tal A /Envir 1A it Worksheet (EA/EAW) for the possible future
expansion of Trunk Highway (TH) 55.

Hennepin County previously requested input from the BCWMC regarding the proposed EA/EAW study. The
BCWMC reviewed the study scope at its November 16, 2006 meeting and prepared the attached November 22, 2006
letter. Upon review of the completed EA/EAW and the comments provided in our November 22, 2006 letter, the
BCWMOC believes some items were not adequately addressed in the EA/EAW. The BCWMC reviewed the EA/EAW
at its April 17, 2008 ‘meeting and offers the following comments:

Water quality

The BCWMC and its memiber cities have incurred and will continue to incur significant ongoing
expenditures to improve water quality throughout the Bassett Creek watershed, and in the Medicine Lake
watershed in particular. Medicine Lake is on the MPCA’s impaired waters (303d) list and a total maximum
daily load (TMDL) study will be underway soon. Because it is impaired, every effort must be made to
improve, not just maintain, the water quality of Medicine Lake. The BCWMC strongly encourages MN/DOT
and Hennepin County to actively participate in the Medicine Lake TMDL study and the resultant

A implementation tasks. As MS4s, MN/DOT and Hennepin County will be assigned wasteload allocations as
part of the TMDL study. The BCWMC expects that efforts and expenditures will be required of all MS4s in
the watershed to reach the Medicine Lake water quality goals contained in the TMDL study.

B The BCWMC expects the TH 55 project design to include stormwater treatment and erosion control
measures that will reduce the amount of phosphorus and sediment carried by stormwater runoff to Medicine

Michael Welch, BCWMC Chair Charlie LeFevere, Attorney Leonard Kremer, Engineer

ot

Mr. Daniel Rowe
>  May 8, 2008
Page2
C | Lake. The BCWMC also expects MN/DOT and Hennepin County to
amount of increased impervious surfaces resulting from the TH 55.project.

to minimize the

One of the most effective ways to reduce pollutant loadings is to reduce the volume of stormwater runoff
D _ through infilration. The BCWMC urges MN/DOT and Hennepin County to impl infiltration
i

wherever possible.
Maintenance of stormwater management features

As stated in our November 2006 letter, maintenance of stormwater management (water quality and flood
control) features is critical to ensure proper operation. The maintenance measures that MN/DOT and
Hennepin County propose to undertake should be described in the EA/EAW to ensure the efficacy of
stormwater management features. The EA/EAW should identify the parties responsible for inspections, the

E parties responsible for , and the parties responsible for scheduling inspection and maintenance
activities. The BCWMC is concerned that if these operation and maintenance responsibilities are not clearly
laid out, the responsibility will fall on the member cities or BCWMC to perform the duties.

Runoff and Rate Control

The EA/EAW states that stormwater detention ponds will “provide discharge attenuation such that existing
discharges are maintained.” Although it appears that runoff rates will be controlled, the BCWMC is
concerned about the impact of increased stormwater runoff volumes that would be generated by this project.
In addition to the water quality impacts identified earlier, increased stormwater runoff volumes can cause the
downstream creeks to flow full for longer periods of time, which increases the potential for erosion. In
particular, the BCWMC is concerned about the impact on Plymouth Creek, since the majority of the TH 55

F expansion project within the Bassett Creek watershed is tributary to Plymouth Creek. The creek has
experienced significant erosion and sedimentation and the BCWMC is funding a large city project to address
these issues. Increased stormwater runoff volumes from the TH 55 project, could undermine the effectiveness
of the BCWMC’s project, which is slated for implementation in 2009.

and Devel

The BCWMC’s submittal and design requirements for projects (Requirements for Imp,
Proposals) and the Watershed Management Plan can be downloaded from the BCWMC website
www bassettcreekwmo.org.

The BCWMC looks forward to working with MN/DOT and Hennepin County as this project and the Medicine Lake
TMDL study move forward. The BCWMC appreciates the opportunity to provide these comments, If you have
questions, please contact Jim Herbert or Len Kremer, engineers for the BCWMC at 952-832-2600, or me at 612-385-
6885,

%L

P

Michael Welch

Chair

Bassett Creek Watershed M, Commission
c James Grube, Hennepin County

Robert Moberg, City of Plymouth

/o Barr Engineering Company Kennedy & Graven Barr Engineering Company Jenn Reed Moses, SRF Consulting Group, Ine. o
4700 West 77" Street 470 US Bank Plaza, 200 South Sixth Street 4700 West 77" Street Doug Baines, Elm Creek Watershed Management Commission
Minneapolis, MN 55435 Minneapolis, MN 55402 Minneapolis, MN 55435 Jim Calkins, Minnehaha Creek Watershed District
612-385-6885 612-337-9215 952-832-2600 . . B
612-337-9310 (fax) 052-832-2601 (fux) Jim Herbert, Barr Engineering Co.
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Bassett Creek Watershed Management Commission

A

Mn/DOT will work with the Regulatory Agencies and comply with the
Environmental Rules that are in place at the time of design and construc-
tion.

B

Mn/DOT will work with the Regulatory Agencies and comply with the
Environmental Rules that are in place at the time of design and construc-
tion.

C

Mn/DOT will work with the Regulatory Agencies and comply with the
Environmental Rules that are in place at the time of design and construc-
tion.

D

Mn/DOT will work with the Regulatory Agencies and comply with the
Environmental Rules that are in place at the time of design and construc-
tion.

E

Mn/DOT will work with the Regulatory Agencies and comply with the
Environmental Rules that are in place at the time of design and construc-
tion.

F

Mn/DOT will work with the Regulatory Agencies and comply with the
Environmental Rules that are in place at the time of design and construc-
tion.
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