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• Study Overview & Status

• Public Outreach

• Corridor Context – Overview

• Geographic/Topical Discussion

• Visioning Study Next Steps
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Study Overview

• 15.5 mile study corridor – principal arterial (PA) highway

• 29 signalized intersections (+1 in 2021 – CH 73/Akron Ave)

• Previously studied with Scott County in 1999
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Recent and Upcoming Projects
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What is the Visioning Study process & schedule? 

16-18 month schedule (to summer 2021)

Understand Community Priorities & Needs

Establish Visions & Performance Goals

Develop Updated Plan & Implementation Steps
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County Board

Stakeholders and Roles

General Public

Study Advisory Committee 
(SAC) & 

Co. Planning Commission

Decide

Evaluate and Recommend

Advise and Engage

Community Input

City Council Support

Project Management Team

(City, County)

Advise and Engage by: 

• Providing input on Study 
findings and 
recommendations

• Identifying stakeholders for 
the Visioning Study

• Helping with community 
outreach
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Ben Picone, MVTA Transit Planner

Scott Thompson, Metro Transit, Sr. Transit Planner

Paul Demuth, DCTC Director of Operations

Andrew Caddock, UMore, Sr. Planner, Space & Real Estate

Zach Johnson, City of Lakeville Engineer

Craig Jenson, Scott County Transportation Planner Manager

SAC and PMT Members

Regina Dean, Burnsville Assist Community                
Development Director

Kim Lindquist,  Rosemount Community 
Development Director

John Dillery, Metro Transit Sr. Transit Planner

Joe Barbeau, Met Council Manager, Technical Planning Support

Molly Kline, MnDOT South Area Engineer

Mohamoud Mire, MnDOT Metro South Area Support Engineer

Will Stein, FHWA Design & Safety Engineer

Jim McCarthy, FHWA Traffic Operations Engineer

Dakota County
Doug Abere, Project Manager (PM)

Nikki Farrington, Consultant Team PM

Erin Laberee, Assistant County Engineer

Gina Mitteco, Regional & Multi-Modal Manager

Apple Valley
Brandon Anderson, City Engineer

Kathy Bodmer, City Planner

Edward Kearney,  Apple Valley Chamber of 
Commerce President

Burnsville
Ryan Peterson, City Public Works Director

Sarah Madden, City Planner

Jennifer Harmening,  Burnsville Chamber of 
Commerce President

Rosemount

Kyle Klatt, City Senior Planner

Maureen Scallen Failor,  Dakota Co. Regional Chamber                      
of Commerce President

Local Partners

Regional Partners

SAC Alternates

Project Management Team (PMT)

John Sass, Dakota Co Project Management Group 
Lead

Tom Bowlin, Dakota Co Assistant Co Traffic Engineer

Aaron Sather, Dakota Co Management Fellow, 
Communications

Matt Saam, Apple Valley Public Works Director

Jen Desrude, Burnsville City Engineer

Brian Erickson, Rosemount Director of Public 
Works/City Engineer

Aaron Bartling, MVTA Planning Manager
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Study Process and Approach

Corridor Inventory, Context and 
Community Priorities

Project Identification & Concept 
Drawings

What does the 
community want?

How does/will the 
corridor operate?

What are solutions?

How should we prioritize 
and fund projects?

Project Technical Approach Public Involvement Approach

Key Project 
Questions/Decisions

Traffic Operations & Roadway 
Performance

Pedestrian, Bicycle and 
Transit Service

Project Implementation, 
Funding & Process Review

County & Local Input

Online Surveys

Wikimap Online Surveys

Open Houses

Pop-Up Meetings

Focus Group Meetings

Business Listening Sessions

8



Outreach To-Date Summary

Emails, Newsletter and Mailings

Social Media

Website
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Outreach To-Date Summary

61
Wikimap comments

103
Survey Participants

“Speed seems a little too 
fast on this section . . ”

“Popular bike crossing - keep safe 
for people crossing 42 . . .”

“This area is always 
congested . .” 

“Very hard to cross 
currently for events 
south of 42 . . .“

“unreliability in commute 
planning. . “
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Corridor Context – Dakota County
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Corridor Context – Jobs/Employers
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Corridor Context – Jobs, Housing, & Bus Transit
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• Questions or comments so far?

• Next, regional and local perspectives & issues – share your input or 

questions (next slides)

• Regional Perspective & Partners (Greater Dakota Co., Scott Co.)

• MVTA and Metro Transit

• Rosemount 

• Apple Valley

• Burnsville

Geographic/Topical Discussion
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Regional Perspective and Partners 
(Greater Dakota Co., Scott Co.)

(From Dakota Co. PA/Network Study)



MVTA
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Metro Transit
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Rosemount
(Hwy 42 update, 2007)

18



Apple Valley

(from 1999 Study & 2015 review & outreach)

(Hayes Rd looking west)(looking NE - Redwood Dr to Elm Dr)
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CH 42 & CH 23 (Cedar Ave):

Regionally Significant At-Grade Int.
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Burnsville
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Burnsville Center Village 
Redevelopment Vision 

& Traffic Study



• Expanded Outreach; More on Context, Issues

• Highway Traffic and Safety Tech Study 

• Pedestrian, Bicycle, and Transit Tech Study

• Need for Hwy 42 Improvement Projects 

• Infrastructure

• Technology

• Consider How Other Roadways May Support Hwy 42

Additional Questions, Discussion? 

21
Visioning Study Next Steps (to fall of 2020)


