Welcome!

County Road 31 and
County Road 74 Study

Open House

Please Signh In Here

az'): M . CITY OF
transportation FARMINGTON

we get you there
s 4

MINNESOTA



Project Overview PROJECT GOALS
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PROJECT TIMELINE

September 2025 to

October 2024 to December 2024 January 2025 to August 2025 October 2025
Data Collection and Analysis Alternatives Development Recommendations and
‘ ‘ Preliminary Design ‘
Public Information Public Information Meeting #2 Public Information
Meeting #1 WE ARE HERE Meeting #3
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Pedestrian and Bicycle Crossings

Please help us understand how you use County Road 31.

e Place a red sticker where you walk, bike, or roll across Denmark Avenue

e Place a vellow sticker where you would cross Denmark Avenue If crossing
iImprovements were made

What features would make
you feel safe at crossings?

Place a sticker
next to all that

apply.
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orridor Needs

Lack of a pedestrian/bicycle
crossing of Denmark Avenue at
the greenway

Optimize traffic operations to
accommodate growth

Gaps in pedestrian/bicycle
facilities including at the
raillroad crossing on 220th St.

Limited pedestrian/bicycle
Crossings

Model hom

Improve wildlife passages to

Geometric improvements reduce road mortality

are needed to accommodate
urbanizing area

Evaluate intersection control Excessive vehicle speeds
for future traffic volumes with current conditions

Aged infrastructure
requires replacement
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What is a Corridor Study?

A corridor study is a transportation planning project that analyzes a roadway and its
surrounding area to develop a long-term vision for the corridor.
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Involve the community in developing a
long-term vision for the corridor

Define policies and actions that will
guide how the corridor should be
maintained or changed in the future

Identify solutions that support
economic development

Recommend future infrastructure
iImprovements to serve vehicle and
non-motorized uses
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GOALS OF A CORRIDOR STUDY

This study will:
e Address aging e Determine a new bridge
iInfrastructure design for the Denmark

Avenue bridge over the

e Improve pedestrian and = _
Vermillion River

bicycle accommodations

: ® = -
e Evaluate reconstruction -valuate fgture Cr?ssmhg
options for the Denmark accommoaations tor the

Avenue (County Road 31) Lake Marion Greenway
segment e Determine a potential
school crossing location
along Denmark Avenue

e Evaluate reconstruction
options for the 220th
Street W. (County Road
/4) segment
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Street Section Concepts

: Urban Two-Lane with Continuous
Alternative 1
Utility Trall Blvd Thru Thru Thru Blvd Trail  Utility TWO'Way Left Turn Lane (CTWLTL)
Corridor Lane Lane Lane Corridor
10’ 14’ 13’ 14’ 10’ N E
4 v Pros: A cons:
* Allows for driveway location * Head to head crash potential
changes

* Pedestrian crossing distance

* Narrower roadway width e Center turn lane sometimes

* Easier for emergency used incorrectly as
vehicles to pass acceleration lane

Right-of-Way

NET G BN S Urban Two-Lane Divided with Turn Lanes

Shoulder Shoulder
Utility  Trail Blvd l Thru Median/Turn Thru l Blvd Trail  Utility
Corridor Lane Lane Lane Corridor A
ol Sl el - e v Pros: cons:
* Raised median promotes  Wider roadway
traffic calming * Doesn’t work as well with
 Allows for two stage closely spaced intersections
i g crossing (refuge island) e
/ = /i _' e, e * Channelized turn lanes are restriction
' o | Intuitive to drivers  Not as comfortable for
 Shoulders could be used for passing stalled vehicles or
Right-of-Way biking pulling over for emergency
vehicles
NOTES: e Evaluate curb extensions e Right turn lanes at select
e Evaluate trails on each at pedestrian crossing locations

side of roadway locations
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Proposed Pedestrian Improvements
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Advantages of Mid-Block Crossing
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e Better visibility for Minimizes pedestrian
pedestrians exposure to traffic conflicts
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crossing at rallroad tracks

Narrower crossing distance Provides direct route to
Median provides a 2-stage Boeckman Middle School

crossing for pedestrians, building entrance
which is easier and safer Increases driver awareness of , - :
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Proposed Traffic Improvements
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Depress median at Fire Station
entrance If lelded sectlon Is selected
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Evaluate restricted intersection
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Evaluate intersection
closure at cul-de-sac
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Future improvements to 220th Street | TR e b IR SEEE S Reconstruct
west of Denmark Avenue L B Railroad Crossing
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