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Meeting Agenda

• Welcome and introductions

• Meeting Purpose

• Draft Plan Presentation

• Discussion 

• Next steps
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Challenge to Communities

• Think beyond the present…

– What will the needs be in 20-40 years?
– What has history shown or taught us?
– What was the initial focus?

A transportation system plan that will 
support the future land uses of the area, 
but will also meet the FHWA’s
requirements for interstate access.
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Meeting Purpose

• Overview of the draft plan

• Opportunity for discussion of issues

• Review next steps 
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Study Partners

• The Beard Group• City of Maple Grove

• Met Council• City of Corcoran

• FHWA• Hassan Township

• Mn/DOT• City of Rogers

• Hennepin County• City of Dayton
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Planning Process

• Existing issues and conditions

• Future system plan development

• Evaluation and refinement

• Plan implementation
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Study Purpose

Develop a unified PLAN that defines the 
area's future transportation system, 
including the arterial network and new 
access location to I-94, to:

– support future land use and growth
– improve system mobility and safety

– preserve important transportation corridors
– guide future growth and development

– improve coordination between jurisdictions
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Key Issues

• Lack of arterial 
roadways

• Physical 
constraints 

• Congestion

• I-94 access

• River crossings
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Population Growth

3.2166,00078,484Total Area

1.584,00058,491Maple Grove

6.224,6005,800Corcoran

5.652,90014,193Study Area Total

5.624,2006,570Rogers

2.24,5002,661Hassan Township

7.628,7004,962Dayton

Growth 
Rate (%) 

20302006Area
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Future System Plan 
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System Plan Development

• We worked with local agencies and 
technical group (iterative process)

– future land uses and interstate access
– current system continuity, connectivity

– route function, spacing, access, & safety 
– used existing routes where possible

– impacts to environmental resources
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Existing System Plan
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Future System Plan
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Evaluation and Refinement 
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• No Build

• Expanded local system

• Expanded local system + TH 101 and I 94

• Previous + Brockton Interchange

• More detailed analysis

– CR 117, Fletcher, Mississippi River crossing, 
Crow River crossings

Evaluation Process
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Recommendations

1.Adoption

The study should be formally adopted 
and integrated into community 
comprehensive plans. 

Note: exceptions or reservations may be 
appropriate; further study and/or analysis of some 
issues is recognized.
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Future System Plan
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Recommendations

2. Interstate access request

The Partners should pursue FHWA 
interstate access modification request. 
This is needed to solidify planning and 
development of the area.
Acceptance is not guaranteed, but stage has been 
set for successful application pending design and 
operations analysis.
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Interstate Access Concepts

Note: These access concepts are not inclusive of al l potential interchange alternatives .
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I-94 Access Evaluation

� Consistency with transportation plans 

� Maintains overall system efficiency

� Maintains or improves system safety

� Reduces system overloads

• Maintains operations on I-94

� Minimizes local trips on I-94
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Recommendations

3. Corridor Preservation

One of the most important 
implementation elements of the plan is 
for communities to preserve right-of-
way for transportation corridors (minor 
arterials 150 feet)
This can be done a number of ways, but is most cost 
effective as part of the planning process.
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2030 Future System (# of Lanes)
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Cross-section Examples
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Cross-section Examples
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Recommendations

4. Access Management

Partners should adopt access 
management guidelines and work 
cooperatively with other agencies and 
the private sector to achieve them.
Access changes are sometimes difficult; creative 
approaches are often required – need to set the right 
expectations.
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Recommended Access Spacing
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Recommendations

5. Jurisdictional Realignments

Partners should pursue jurisdictional 
realignments and any state aid system 
changes.
These need to be worked on over time. This comes 
down to negotiating changes that are fair and good 
for the region as a whole. 
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Potential Jurisdictional Changes
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Recommendations

5. Financial Approach

Partners should pursue all potential 
revenue sources (federal, state, county, 
local and private).
Consider infrastructure fee to raise local dollars for 
leveraging other funding sources and to do up-front 
environmental documentation. 
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Staging of Improvements



31

Cost Summary

Short-term (2008 to 2020)…….. $164 million

Mid-term (2020 to 2030) ……… $180 million

Long-term (2030+)…………….. $148 million

Total……………$492 million
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Funding Sources

• Local levy

• Local bonding

• State bonding

• State Aid (MSA, CSAH)

• Federal (STP, earmarks)

• Private sources

• Other
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Recommendations

6. Ongoing Issues

Partners should continue to discuss 
and work to resolve issues with study 
Partners. These issues include:

• Mississippi River Crossing 

• Fletcher Lane alignment

• CR 117 

• Historic Village (Crow River)
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Next Steps

• Public Open House

• Final TAC meeting

• Revisions to final report

• Distribution of final report


