1040 County Road 4, Saint Cloud, MN 56303-0643

SAINT CLOUD | AREA PLANNING ORGANIZATION

T. 320.252.7568 F. 320.252.6557

AGENDA

APO ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION ADVISORY COMMITTEE AND AGE-
FLOURISHING SAINT CLOUD - TRANSPORTATION AND MOBILITY
WORKGROUP

FRIDAY, JAN. 26, 2024 - 9:00 A.M.
SAINT CLOUD AREA CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OR
ONLINE - ZOOM

1. Introductions
2. Minutes from Jan. 24, 2023, ATAC Meeting (Attachment 2A).

3. Minutes from Dec. 15, 2023, Transportation and Mobility Workgroup Meeting
(Attachment 3A).

4. Transportation Alternatives (TA) Project Rankings (Attachments 4A-4G).
a. Suggested Action: Recommend Ranking to TAC.
5. ATAC Representative for TAC. (Attachment 5A)
a. Suggested Action: Recommend an ATAC Representative to the TAC.

o

Other Business & Announcements.

N

. Adjournment.

E. admin@stcloudapo.org  W. stcloudapo.org
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English

The Saint Cloud Area Planning Organization (APO) fully complies with the Title VI of the Civil Rights
Act of 1964, Title II of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990, Executive Order 12898,
Executive Order 13116 and related statutes and regulations. The APO is accessible to all persons of
all abilities. A person who requires a modification or accommodation, auxiliary aids, translation
services, interpreter services, etc., in order to participate in a public meeting, including receiving
this agenda and/or attachments in an alternative format, or language please contact the APO at
320-252-7568 or at at least seven (7) days in advance of the meeting.

Somali

Ururka Qorsheynta Deegaanka ee Cloud Cloud (APO) wuxuu si buuxda u waafagsanahay Cinwaanka
VI ee Xuquuqgda Xuquuqgda Rayidka ee 1964, Cinwaanka II ee Sharciga Naafada Mareykanka ee
1990, Amarka Fulinta 12898, Amarka Fulinta 13116 iyo gawaaniinta iyo gawaaniinta la xiriira. APO
waa u furan tahay dhammaan dadka awooda oo dhan. Qofka u baahan dib-u-habeyn ama dejin,
caawimaad gargaar ah, adeegyo turjumaad, adeegyo turjubaan, iwm, si uu uga geyb galo kulan
dadweyne, oo ay ku jiraan helitaanka ajendahaan iyo / ama ku lifaagan gaab kale, ama lugadda
fadlan la xiriir APO. 320-252- 7568 ama at admin@stcloudapo.org ugu yaraan toddobo (7)
maalmood kahor kulanka.

Spanish

La Organizacién de Planificacion del Area de Saint Cloud (APO en inglés) cumple plenamente con el
Titulo VI de la Ley de Derechos Civiles de 1964, con el Titulo II de la Ley sobre los Estadounidenses
con Discapacidad de 1990), de la Orden Ejecutiva 12898, de la Orden Ejecutiva 13116 y los
estatutos y reglamentos relacionados. La APO es accesible para todas las personas de todas las
capacidades. Una persona que requiere una modificacion o acomodacion, ayudas auxiliares,
servicios de traduccidn, servicios de interpretacion, etc., para poder participar en una reunién
publica, incluyendo recibir esta agenda y/o archivos adjuntos en un formato o idioma alternativo,
por favor, contacta a la APO al nimero de teléfono 320-252-7568 o al al
menos siete (7) dias antes de la reunion.

E. admin@stcloudapo.org W. stcloudapo.org
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Active Transportation Advisory Committee (ATAC) Meeting
Virtual Meeting via Zoom
Jan. 24, 2023

Attendees
e Alex McKenzie (Chairperson) e Jenny Lezer
e Vicki Johnson e Larry Hosch
e Dave Broxmeyer e Sarah Weed

The meeting was called to order at 10:30 am. Chairperson Alex McKenzie presided.
Introductions were made.

FY 2027 Transportation Alternatives (TA) Prioritization

Mr. McKenzie began by discussing an overview of how the Metropolitan Transportation Plan
(MTP) vision guides selecting MTP projects that can then be funded through the
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP).

Mr. McKenzie explained that TA funding is used for projects such as creating facilities for
pedestrians and bicycles, environmental mitigation or habitat protection related to highway
construction or operations, and infrastructure and non-infrastructure related to Safe Routes
to School (SRTS) activities.

Mr. McKenzie described how TA federal targets for Minnesota are split between the Twin
Cities and Greater Minnesota and how the funding is competitive across the district. Mrs.
Johnson clarified that because of the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (IIJA), there is
an increase in funding, so the ATP’s $2.5 million target is higher. Mr. McKenzie explained
how TA projects are scored and ranked and what role the APO plays in the process. He
stated that 10 regional priority points are given to the number one project and five points
for the number two project, which will be added to the technical scores.

Mr. McKenzie began to describe the two TA projects within the APO area. The first project
was the City of Waite Park’s 15th Avenue N Trail. He explained the nature of the project and
why it is important in a regional context. Mrs. Johnson said that the TA application scoring is
different this year compared to years prior.

Mr. McKenzie described the City of Sartell Trail and sidewalk improvements projects. He
explained the Heritage Drive connection and the Riverview Intermediate School sidewalk
project and why they are essential. Ms. Weed asked if residential neighborhoods are near
the Heritage Drive project, and Mr. McKenzie confirmed that. She also wondered if this
project was a sidewalk or shared use path, and Mr. McKenzie commented that it is a shared
use path being proposed. Ms. Weed also asked if the Intermediate School project was a
sidewalk or shared use path, and Mr. McKenzie commented that it is a sidewalk that
connects to a shared use path on 5% Street N.

Mr. McKenzie opened up the group to discuss which project should get the regional priority
points. Ms. Weed suggested that the Waite Park project receive the 10 regional priority
points and the five points to Sartell. Mr. Hosch agreed with that statement and added that
Waite Park’s River’'s Edge Park is a regional hub for activity. Mr. Broxmeyer agreed that
Waite Park should receive the 10 points since it's a regional trail that aims to close gaps.
Ms. Lezer thought Sartell should receive the 10 points since Waite Park’s project is
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recreational, while Sartell’s project provides student access, but she was OK with what the
group decided.

Mr. McKenzie explained that he would relay the comments to the TAC.

Surface Transportation Block Grant Program (STBGP) Active Transportation
Review

Mr. McKenzie explained that the STBGP funding could be used to preserve and improve the
conditions and performance of any Federal-aid highway, bridge, and tunnel projects on any
public road, pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure, etc. He then clarified that applications are
submitted from member jurisdictions and evaluated based on technical criteria. Mrs.
Johnson explained that because of the IIJA, the funding amount for STBGP has gone up.

Mr. McKenzie described how active transportation/multimodal connections are scored in the
applications. He explained that the ATAC will review only the multimodal section of six
STBGP applications staff reviewed during the FY 2027 solicitation. He asked the ATAC to
address how to improve active transportation in the applications.

The first project Mr. McKenzie explained was Benton Counties CSAH 3 full-depth reclamation
and bituminous surfacing project. He said the project would pave the gravel shoulder for
active transportation users. Ms. Lezer stated she drives this route almost daily and has
biked/walked this route before. She expressed that it is not a fun place to walk or bike and
that paved shoulders would significantly improve and suffice because of the low residential
density. Ms. Weed agreed that anything is better than a gravel shoulder, especially
regarding active transportation users and farm equipment. Mr. McKenzie said that a shared
use path would be best, but a paved shoulder would be sufficient due to the land use
context.

Mr. McKenzie explained the next project for the City of Saint Cloud, 22" Street S. The city,
plans to reconstruct 22" Street S from County Road 136/0ak Grove Rd to Cooper Avenue
S. This will include 6-foot bike lanes in each direction, new sidewalk, curb ramps,
intersection crossing infrastructure, signage, and street lighting. Ms. Weed commented that
this corridor is a direct route to Quarry Park, with a high residential density along the route.
Mr. Broxmeyer says he avoids this section of 22" Street S because it is narrow, has
aggressive drivers, and is unsafe. Ms. Weed agreed with Mr. Broxmeyer, added that people
are speeding, and suggested lowering the speed limit. Mr. McKenzie asked the group if
anyone had had a car come into the bike lane on a curve. Mr. Broxmeyer commented
almost every day by the University Drive bridge. Mr. McKenzie suggested bollards on curves
to keep cars out of the bike lanes.

The next project Mr. McKenzie explained was the City of Sartell’s 15% Street N corridor
expansion. The roadway will expand from Pinecone Road N to 19t Avenue N. The project
will include a shared use path connecting 19t Avenue N and Pinecone Road N shared use
paths. Ms. Weed commented that the City of Sartell’s population is growing. Ms. Lezer
asked if the residential developments must drive south to go north on Pinecone Road. Mr.
McKenzie confirmed. She then stated that an alternative corridor would help with congestion
on Pinecone Road, especially during school arrival and dismissal. Mrs. Johnson noted that
this shared use path would connect to the 12™ Street N sidewalk, which then connects to
the River Road, reconstructed last year with bicycle lanes and a shared use path. Mr.
Broxmeyer asked if the alignment in the map was the final alignment, and Mrs. Johnson
stated no. Mr. Hosch asked if 30"/Townline Road would be reconstructed before this
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expansion. Mrs. Johnson explained that it hadn't been clarified, but there are discussions on
funding the reconstruction of 30™"/Townline Road. She explained that only phase one of the
project is being proposed and phase two from 19% Avenue N to 30™/Townline Road would
come later.

Mr. McKenzie explained the City of Sauk Rapids 2™ Avenue S project. The city proposes
reconstruction from 10 Street S to the south city limits, including roadway, sidewalk,
lighting, stormwater, sanitary sewer, and water main improvements. Mrs. Johnson stated
that the city had concerns about speeding, so they recommended traffic calming strategies.
Ms. Weed expressed concern about narrowing the roadway since it would move cyclists
closer to drivers. Mrs. Johnson commented that they would not be physically altering the
width of the roadway, instead striping the driving lanes narrower.

The next project Mr. McKenzie explained is Stearns County CSAH 1 project from Rice Bridge
to Stearns/Morrison County line. They are proposing wider, signed paved shoulders for
bicyclists. Mr. Hosch stated he uses this corridor all the time, which would be very nice to
have, as he uses this route for trips up to Little Falls. He added that this route is part of the
Mississippi River Trail (MRT). Ms. Weed agreed with that statement. Mr. Broxmeyer asked
when a decision will be made about STBGP funding. Mrs. Johnson stated that STBGP funding
would be discussed at TAC on Feb 2 and at the Feb 9 Policy Board meeting.

Other Business and Announcements

Mr. McKenzie went on to the other business and announcements. He stated that the APO is
conducting Safety Town with Saint Boniface Catholic School, Saint Peter & Paul Catholic
School, and Richmond Elementary School. The setup will be Friday, May 12, and the event
will be on Monday, May 15, and the APO is looking for volunteers. He talked bout the Winter
Safety Fair at the Whitney Senior Center on Wednesday, February 8, from 10 am -12 pm.
He then gave updates about SRTS planning efforts. Mrs. Johnson went over the 2050 MTP
updates.

The meeting adjourned at 11:36 am.

Minutes respectfully submitted by Alex McKenzie.
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AGE-FLOURISHING SAINT CLOUD - TRANSPORTATION AND MOBILITY
WORK GROUP MEETING

Friday, December 15 @ 9:00 a.m.
A meeting of the Age Flourishing Saint Cloud - Transportation and Mobility
Work Group Meeting was held at 9:00 a.m. on Friday, December 15, 2023, at

Whitney Senior Center in Saint Cloud. Chairperson Alex McKenzie presided with
the following people in attendance:

Zoom Attendees

Todd Holman Citizen/Advocate

Jennifer Wucherer RSVP Program Director - City of Saint Cloud/Co-
Chair of Age-Flourishing

Debbie Anderson Community Outreach Mobility Manager — Metro Bus

In-Person Attendees

Andrea Nistler Citizen/Advocate
Joe Chovan Natural Trails and Parks Coalition

Introductions were made.

Sidewalk Clearance

Clearing snow and ice from sidewalks can be challenging for certain populations,
including older adults and people with disabilities. One of the goals of this group is
to maximize sidewalk clearance and explore options with City leaders for individual
residents who cannot clear their own sidewalks.

Goal 2B of the group is to maximize sidewalk clearance. Our first action was to
discuss the current process with the appropriate city representative. At last month's
meeting, we listened to a presentation by Dave Broxmeyer on the policy of sidewalk
clearance within the City of Saint Cloud. Our other action item is to explore options
with city leaders for individual residents who cannot clear their own sidewalk.

Existing volunteer programs in the area include: Assumption Community Faith in
Action and ConnectAbility of MN.

Examples of City snow removal programs include the City of Moorhead and the City
of Duluth. Mr. McKenzie asked the group if they knew of other organizations within
the community that have snow removal programs. Ms. Wucherer commented she
couldn’t think of any other organizations but would be curious to know the demand
and volume of the current programs and if they are keeping up with the demand.
She stated RSVP works with both programs, and Ms. Wucherer is willing to get
more information from them. Ms. Nistler asked if there was a way to set up a list of
volunteers within neighborhoods. Mr. Chovan agreed that a list of volunteers and
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organizations within neighborhoods would be helpful. Mr. Holman stated that there
is a system to report potholes; residents could call in and report a snow clearance
issue. Mr. Chovan added that salt should be used more frequently, and residents
who need it should be given a bucket of salt. Ms. Nistler added that there could be
a paid list of contractors as a resource. Ms. Wucherer added that managing a
volunteer program would be time and resource-intensive, and an alternative would
be to present to the city best practices from an age-friendly perspective. Mr.
McKenzie added the city could run a PR campaign around snow shoveling and have
other resources available for residents.

Safe Routes for Older Adults

A Safe Routes for Older Adults Plan would look very similar to a Safe Routes to
School (SRTS) Plan. There are examples of SRTS plans located on the APO’s
website. A Safe Routes for Older Adults Plan would aim to make it safer for older
adults to walk, bike, or roll to their destinations where safety is not a barrier. In
the spring of 2024, this group will start data collection for our first plan. Mr.
McKenzie asked What type of infrastructure is needed for older adults who drive,
walk, bike, roll, or want to use transit? Ms. Nistler commented on the location of
pick-up and drop-off for Dail-A-Ride users. Mr. Holman suggested in addition to
Metro Bus routes, and frequency, public water and bathrooms would be a good
layer to have. Ms. Nistler added bike maps and way-finding signage for community
members and tourists. Mr. Chovan included that closing gaps within the active
transportation network is important. Mr. Holman asked if the Beaver Island Trail
gap between Opportunity Drive will be constructed next year. Mr. McKenzie stated
it is not going to be down next year, but once Heatherwood Road is complete, the
trail will go in simultaneously. Mr. Holman stated the project should be moved up
the list since there’s a gap in the network and asked who determines what goes
into the CIP. Ms. Nistler added there should be an alternative map at the end of the
Beaver Island Trail to show people how to get around the gap. Mr. Holman
suggested taking the planning commission on a bike ride through the intersection of
CSAH 75 and I-94 to show how dangerous it is and how much the Beaver Island
Trail gap needs to be completed. Mr. Holman thinks the outreach for this project is
very important. First, knowing where the facilities are, second, the safety of those
who are walking and biking, such as safety vests and reflective clothing. Ms.
Anderson stated that Metro Bus has a free traveling training program to help teach
people to ride the bus.

Next Steps

Mr. McKenzie told the group the next meeting will be on Friday Jan. 26.

Other Business and Announcements
None

ADJOURNMENT
The meeting adjourned at 9:50 a.m.
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1040 County Road 4, Saint Cloud, MN 56303-0643
T. 320.252.7568 F. 320.252.6557

SAINT CLOUD | AREA PLANNING ORGANIZATION

TO: Saint Cloud Area Planning Organization Active Transportation Advisory
Committee (ATAC) and the Age-Flourishing Saint Cloud - Transportation and
Mobility Workgroup

FROM: Vicki Johnson, Senior Transportation Planner
RE: FY 2028 Transportation Alternatives Prioritization
DATE: Jan. 16, 2024

As a comprehensive, intergovernmental transportation planning agency for the Saint Cloud
Metropolitan Planning Area (MPA), the Saint Cloud Area Planning Organization (APO) works
with member agencies and jurisdictions to facilitate local, state, and Federal funds for
programs and surface transportation improvement programs. In order to accomplish this,
the APO is tasked with prioritizing projects that align with its long-range transportation
vision for the region.

The Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) is a long-range, multimodal, surface
transportation plan that identifies a regional vision for transportation and the steps
necessary to achieve that vision. Part of those steps includes the identification of various
transportation improvement projects within the Metropolitan Planning Area (MPA).

In order to carry out the vision of the MTP, the APO develops and maintains a
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). The TIP is a short-range (four-year)
programming document that reports on how the various agencies and jurisdictions within
the Saint Cloud MPA have prioritized their use of limited Federal highway and transit
funding. This document is updated on an annual basis.

Projects contained within the TIP must either be identified within the MTP or align closely
with the goals and objectives of the MTP. In addition, these projects are funded in part by
the Federal Government or are projects sponsored specifically by the Minnesota
Department of Transportation (MnDOT).

One of the sources of transportation funding the Federal Government uses is Transportation
Alternatives (TA). Projects eligible for TA include, but are not limited to, the creation of
facilities for pedestrians and bicycles, environmental mitigation or habitat protection as
related to highway construction or operations, as well as infrastructure and non-
infrastructure related to Safe Routes to Schools (SRTS) activities. States and localities are
responsible for a minimum 20% share of project costs funded through this program.

Every year, MnDOT receives a projected TA funding target which is for four fiscal years out
(example: this year we are looking at FY 2028). These funding targets are then divided
amongst the Twin Cities metro and the greater Minnesota Area Transportation Partnerships
(ATPs). The Central Minnesota ATP receives approximately $2.78 million.

To be considered for TA funding within the Central Minnesota ATP, applicants must
complete and submit a letter of intent to the MnDOT District 3. Once the letter of intent
period has passed, District 3 staff distribute those letters to their respective regional
planning body - Region 5 Development Commission, East Central Regional Development

E. admin@stcloudapo.org W. stcloudapo.org
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Commission (7E), Region 7W Transportation Policy Board, and the Saint Cloud APO.

The APO Senior Transportation Planner works with prospective applicants that have
projects identified in the planning area on their applications which are due to MnDOT
District 3 staff in mid-January. Attached are the applications from the City of Saint Cloud,
City of Sartell, City of Sauk Rapids, and City of Saint Joseph.

All applications across the Central Minnesota ATP are scored and ranked by a committee
comprised of regional planning representatives which includes one planner and one
engineer from the Saint Cloud APO. Once these scores are compiled, a prioritized list is
brought before the ATP board for approval and incorporation into the State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP) - a document like the TIP, but which encompasses the entire
state of Minnesota.

Aside from participation in the ranking and scoring of all Central Minnesota ATP regional
projects, the APO - along with the other regional planning bodies within the ATP - have a
very minor role in addressing their own regional priorities for TA funded projects.

To address this concern, MnDOT District 3 has allowed for regions like the APO to assign
regional priority points to projects being completed within their planning area. These
points, combined with the average scores from the TA scoring committee and regional
equity points, can influence the final score and ultimate ranking of a project. Regional
priority points are assigned to the top two projects - the number one project receives 10
points, the number two project receives five.

Each regional planning body is able to rank their projects and assign these regional priority
points accordingly.

At the APO, TA applicants within the MPA will have the opportunity to present on and
answer questions pertaining to their proposed projects at the APO’s January Active
Transportation Advisory Committee (ATAC) meeting. ATAC members will be given the
opportunity to discuss and ultimately recommend the assignment of regional priority points
for proposed TA projects to the APQO’s Technical Advisory Committee (TAC). These
recommendations will ultimately be presented to the APO Policy Board in February.

Policy Board approval of the regional priority points will be submitted by the APO Senior
Transportation Planner to MnDOT District 3 and will be factored into the scoring and
ranking of TA projects within the Central Minnesota ATP.

If a project within the MPA is selected to receive TA funding from the Central Minnesota
ATP, that project will be incorporated into the APO’s TIP.

Suggested Action: Recommend a final prioritization including the assignment of regional
priority points for TA projects for APO TAC consideration.

E. admin@stcloudapo.org W. stcloudapo.org
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Greater Minnesota
Transportation Alternatives Solicitation

2023/24 Full Application

Funding in year 2028

APPLICANT: City of St. Cloud

PROJECT: 22nd Street South from County Road 136 to Cooper Avenue South

Full Application 1
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Overview

For the 2023/24 application cycle, MnDOT is conducting a solicitation for Transportation Alternatives (TA)
projects. Important eligibility requirements to be aware of are noted below.

e The TA funding available through this solicitation is for project construction in fiscal year 2028. TA
funding requires a 20 percent local match. Only projects located outside of the seven-county
metropolitan area are eligible for TA funding. Maximum funding awards are set by each Area
Transportation Partnership.

See the TA Solicitation Guidebook for more information about the program and additional eligibility
requirements.

2023/24 Solicitation Timeline

e Monday October 2, 2023 — Announce TA solicitation. Open letter of intent period.

e Friday, November 3rd, 2023 — Deadline for applicants to submit letters of intent.

e Monday, November 20th, 2023 — Deadline for RDO/MPO/district review of letters of intent.
Recommendation to proceed forward with full application given to applicants.

e Friday, November 24th, 2023 — Official start of full application period.

e Friday, January 12th, 2024- Deadline for applicants to submit full applications.

e Friday, April 12th, 2024 — Deadline for ATPs to select TA projects.

Related Documents/Resources

o TA Solicitation Guidebook — includes information related to the overall solicitation process and
eligibility requirements for TA funding.

e Available Environmental Justice (EJ) Tools for answering Criterion #3.
Detail how this project may adversely impact traditionally underserved or marginally disadvantaged
populations including the following: People with Disabilities, Total Percent in Poverty, Percent of People
of Color, Youth Population, Elder Population; and Zero Vehicle Households and describe mitigation
strategies (if any) to prevent adverse impacts.

o MnDOT's Office of Transit and Active Transportation (OTAT) Suitability for Pedestrian & Cycling
Environment (SPACE) analysis tool - https://mndotspacedev.mn.gov/
DIRECTIONS:

= Click on the Layer’s graphic (on left side).
= Click on the “SPACE scored Hexagons.”

=  When the hexagons appear, zoom to any area where a proposed project would be, click
on it and get the hexagon information, which includes youth population, elderly
population, people with disabilities, poverty, etc.

Full Application 3
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o U.S. Environmental Protection Agency - EJScreen: Environmental Justice Screening and
Mapping Tool | US EPA.

DIRECTIONS:

=  Click on the “Launch the EJScreen Tool.” (on right-hand side)

= At the Mapping Tool, Click on the “Socioeconomic Indicators” tab to the left of the
screen.

= Navigate to the screen location on the map where the project is located.

Transportation Alternatives Full Application

General Information

Notes:

Applications are reviewed and scored by the Central MN Area Transportation Partnership (ATP-3)
Transportation Alternatives (TA) Committee. The 14 TA Committee Members are from a cross-section
of the 12 counties located in ATP-3, consisting of state, regional planning organizations, tribal nation,

local civil engineers, trails, parks, school districts representation and MnDOT. NOTE: TA Committee

members may not be familiar with project details and the local community. Applicants are encouraged

to be specific and descriptive in their answers to aid the TA Committee in scoring your application.

If the overall project contains ineligible elements, please mention the entire project in the brief project
description but concentrate the application and budget on the elements that are eligible for the funding
you are seeking.

Sponsoring Agencies, if sponsoring for another project applicant, are advised to have dialog with the
project applicant to ascertain the level of commitment by the applicant to follow through on delivery of
the project, including the potential use of eminent domain.

Project Information

Name of project: 22nd Street South Reconstruction from County Road 136 to Cooper Avenue South

Project is located in which county(ies): Stearns County

Brief project description (100 words or less): Reconstructing 0.75 miles of multi-modal roadway (22nd Street
South) including 6’ wide sidewalk and 6’ wide bike lanes, curb and gutter and public utilities from County Road
136 to Cooper Avenue South. This project seeks funding to enhance connectivity and urbanize a rural area by

adding a pedestrian and bicycle connectivity and constructing an urban section that addresses active
transportation and safe route to school objectives in the City’s primary residential growth area.

Project applicant: City of St. Cloud

Full Application


https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.epa.gov%2Fejscreen&data=05%7C01%7Cmary.nieken%40state.mn.us%7C64e375e6d364445ac53208daffe1ac6f%7Ceb14b04624c445198f26b89c2159828c%7C0%7C0%7C638103641967336884%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=3mk138v5nbdarMXmAUn%2B8XdldcCIsJ5Wbvx0ZW71ors%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.epa.gov%2Fejscreen&data=05%7C01%7Cmary.nieken%40state.mn.us%7C64e375e6d364445ac53208daffe1ac6f%7Ceb14b04624c445198f26b89c2159828c%7C0%7C0%7C638103641967336884%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=3mk138v5nbdarMXmAUn%2B8XdldcCIsJ5Wbvx0ZW71ors%3D&reserved=0

Attachment 4B.

Previous Application:

e Has this project been previously submitted to the ATP-3 for TA funds and not awarded? X No [] Yes
If so, what year(s)? Click here to enter text.

e Explain if the comments provided to you from ATP-3 have been addressed and describe any other
activities that have taken place to advance the project: Project was awarded $1.8 Million in federal aid
funding via a STBGP grant in 2026 & 2027.

Contact Information

Contact person (from applicant agency/organization): Zachary Borgerding

Mailing address: 1201 — 7th Street South

City: St Cloud State: MN Zip: 56301

Phone: 320-255-7243 Fax: Click here to enter text. Email: zachary.borgerding@ci.stcloud.mn.us
Sponsoring agency (if different than applicant): Click here to enter text.

Contact person (from sponsoring agency, if different than applicant): Click here to enter text.
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Project Budget

Attachment 4B.

Notes:

e Identify estimated project costs, using the following budget categories as a guideline. Where
appropriate, break down your costs by units purchased. For example: number of acres, cubic yards of
fill, etc. Attach additional sheets if necessary.

e Cost estimates are to be submitted in funding year dollars.

Table A - Eligible Items?

Eligible work/construction item

Aggregate/Base/Wear (Bike Lane)

Concrete Sidewalk

Table B — Ineligible Items?

Ineligible work/construction item

Mobilization/Clearing/Grubbing/Removals
Excavation/Subgrade
Agg Base/Bituminous Surface/Tack/Wear
Concrete Curb & Gutter
Adjusting Public Utilities
Drainage/Erosion Control/Retaining Wall
Public Utilities (water, san, storm)
Traffic Control/Lighing/Signing/Striping
Ineligible Construction Costs

Design, Engineering, Construction Mgt.

Estimated quantity

Estimated quantity

L S L = N =

Estimated Unit
cost

155,000
175,000
TOTAL TABLE A:

Estimated
Unit cost

425,000
630,000
360,000
150,000
40,000
190,000
3,200,000
275,000

1,400,000
TOTAL TABLE B:

Total cost

155,000
175,000
330,000

Total cost

425,000
630,000
360,000
150,000
40,000
190,000
3,200,000
275,000
5,270,000
1,400,000
6,670,000

1 See the ATP Project Evaluation section of this document for any additional requirements related to project

costs.

2 Includes Right of Way or Land Acquisition (e.g., appraisal fees, legal fees), Administrative Costs (e.g.,

preliminary and construction engineering and contingencies).

Full Application



Attachment 4B.

Total Project Budget

Total cost (Total Table A + Total Table B): $7,000,000

Total eligible costs — recommended range $100,000 to $800,000 (Total Table A): $330,000
Applicant’s contribution toward eligible TA costs — minimum 20% match required: $66,000
Total amount requested in TA funds (#2 minus #3): $264,000

P wNeE
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ATP Project Evaluation

Eligibility

Federal legislation requires that the project be an “eligible activity.” The project must fall within one of the
eligible activities listed below. (Check all appropriate categories.)

On-road and off-road trail facilities for pedestrians, bicyclists, and other non-motorized forms of
transportation.

Transportation projects to achieve Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 compliance.

[] Safe routes for non-drivers, including children, older adults, and individuals with disabilities to access daily
needs.

[] Conversion and use of abandoned railroad corridors.

] Construction of turnouts, overlooks and viewing areas.

L] Inventory, control, or removal of outdoor advertising.

] Historic preservation and rehabilitation of historic transportation facilities.

[J Vegetation management to improve roadway safety, prevent against invasive species and to provide erosion
control.

[ Archaeological activities.
O Environmental mitigation related to storm water management and habitat connectivity.
[J Reduce vehicle-caused wildlife mortality or restore/maintain habitat connectivity.

[] Safe Routes to School (SRTS) project.
Project Information Overview

e Describe why this project is important to your community and quality of life (elaborate in Criteria #1)
and how it will improve existing conditions (elaborate in Criteria #2) and in safety (elaborate in Criteria
#4) (Limit to 300 words): The City of St. Cloud has made it a priority to include multi-modal aspects to
reconstruction projects via their Complete Streets Policy. Currently, there are multi-modal features on
County Road 136/0ak Grove Road that make connections to the 33rd Street South corridor and CSAH 75
and TH 23 corridors, along with Oak Hill Elementary on County Road 136. There are also multi-modal
features on 22nd Street South from County Road 136 to County Road 74, where the multi-modal
features once again connect to the TH 23 corridor. Cooper Avenue has multi-modal features that
connect to the 33rd Street South corridor, and the CSAH 75/University Drive multi-modal infrastructure.
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The stretch of roadway is the missing piece that can connect all in place multi-modal infrastructure and
allow pedestrian and bicyclists to safely navigate these areas.

The existing corridor is currently a rural section with steep ditches, and no shoulder for eastbound users.
This makes walking and biking difficult in ideal conditions, but dangerous and near impossible in winter
conditions. Transit users taking the Metro Bus do not have safe conditions to wait at their stops due to
the vicinity of traffic and rural nature of the roadway.

e Describe the main users by type or classification and the approximate number of users to be served by
the proposed project (elaborate in Criteria #3) (Limit to 200 words): Students to the east of County Road
136 would benefit from having a pedestrian or bicycle option to get to and from Oak Hill Elementary
School. Recreational walkers and bicyclists would also benefit from the improvements that would
connect two existing pedestrian and bicycle facilities, creating a larger connected multi-modal network,
and therefore providing pedestrians and bicyclists access to many more destinations throughout St.
Cloud. Transit users would be another group that would benefit from the proposed improvements. The
conversion from a rural section to an urban section would provide traffic calming features, as well as
infrastructure to allow for buffers (bike lane) and barriers (curb and gutter) from traffic while they wait.

e Explain current and future ownership of the property (elaborate in Criteria #6) (Limit to 100 words):
Currently, much of the property is platted as metes and bounds. The City is in the process of platting
the corridor. An 80’ right-of-way is anticipated based on the roadway classification and multi-modal
needs. The City will purchase and own all right-of-way necessary for the improvements.

Evaluation Criteria

Criteria #1 Plan Identification: 20 possible points

Describe the level of identification of your project in one or more regional, tribal, or local plan, which has been
adopted by federal, state, regional or local agencies.

e Describe why this project is important to the community through the following means:

o Explain how the project is either specifically identified in the plan(s) or consistent with these
plans and objectives, providing direct reference to specific sections of the plan.

o Detail the level of public involvement in which the project was developed, adopted and/or
approved. Provide a link to the plan or cite plan document reference.

The proposed reconstruction of 22nd Street South from County Road 136/0ak Grove Road to Cooper Avenue is
identified as a high priority within the 2022 Oak Hill Elementary School Safe Routes to School (SRTS) Plan.
Through the process of putting together the SRTS, public input was received from local partners including Better
Living: Exercise and Nutrition Daily (BLEND) Initiative, the St. Cloud Area Planning Organization (APQ), Stearns
County, City of St. Cloud Public Works Department, St. Cloud ISD 752 Transportation Services Department,
Statewide Health Improvement Plan (SHIP), as well as significant support from staff and parents, including the
Watch DOG Dads volunteer safety group. The plan calls for the incorporation of bike lanes and sidewalks on the
corridor, which currently lacks active transportation facilities connecting to the school. The St. Cloud APO’s 2022
Regional Active Transportation Plan identifies the 22nd Street South corridor as a remaining gap to complete the
regional network and recommends its construction in the timeframe of this funding request. The City of St.
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Cloud’s 2015 Comprehensive Plan identifies the corridor as having Bicycle Level of Service C compromising its
safety and utilization to significant trip generators in close proximity (parks, schools, apartments, places of

worship, commercial). This project is currently programmed for construction in 2026 in the City of St. Cloud’s
Capital Improvement Plan, which gets input from the public and different City departments prior to adoption.

Criteria #2 Connectivity: 20 possible points

Explain the connectivity deficiency of the current facility and how the project will improve (i.e., project removes
a barrier and/or provides an important connection near a community center, school, transit facility, etc.).

e Describe how the proposed project will be integrated into the existing local or regional network.

e Document the project area’s existing conditions and detail how the project will improve existing
conditions for active transportation users.

e If part of a large/regional network, detail how the proposed project will complete or further the
completion of the network. For projects furthering the completion of a network, details must be
provided related to the status of the other components including anticipated completion of the full
scope of the larger project.

There are existing bicycle and pedestrian facilities at both ends of the proposed improvements. The existing
roadway is a rural section with 12’ thru lane with a 6’ shoulder on the north, and no paved shoulder on the
south. The edge of the roadway then transitions to a ditch section that is not encouraging for bicycle or
pedestrian traffic, especially in the winter. Bicyclists and pedestrians that choose to use this corridor are
traversing shoulders that are either non-existent or do not meet minimum standards. Transit users, especially
those waiting on the south side of the road, do not have any safe options to wait for the bus, and comfort and
safety issues are only made worse in the winter. Students who live on the east end of the project area do not
have a safe way to navigate 22nd Street South to access school even though they are less than a mile away.

The existing condition is a 4,000’ barrier that keeps two extensive pedestrian and bicycle networks separated.
This project will connect the two existing networks providing a larger connected transportation system and
multi-modal network. The proposed bike lanes and sidewalk will provide the necessary multi-modal features to
a corridor that is currently lacking these features, compromising the safety and utilization to significant trip
generators in the close proximity including parks, schools, apartments, and places of worship.

The APQ’s Regional Active Transportation Plan has identified this corridor as part of the Regional Bike Network.
This project is filling a gap in the existing network.

Criteria #3 Bike/Pedestrian Facilities: 15 possible points

Explain the degree to which the proposed project would encourage/facilitate pedestrian and/or bicycle
transportation.

o Describe the main users of the proposed project by type (i.e., pedestrians vs. bicyclists) and approximate
the anticipated number of users of the facility.

e Using either the SPACE or Justice 40 tool from page 3 and 4, describe how the proposed project will

benefit traditionally underserved populations or marginally disadvantaged (people with disabilities, low-
income, limited English-speaking capabilities, Black, Indigenous, People of Color (BIPOC), persons under
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the age of 18 or over the age of 65, households without access to a motor vehicle [zero vehicle
households], etc.). Indicate in your response which tool you are using. Detail how this project may

adversely impact the traditionally underserved or marginally disadvantaged population and describe
mitigation strategies (if any) to prevent adverse impacts.

e Describe the relation to which the project provides access to likely generators of pedestrians and/or
bicycle activity. Include distances between likely generators. Provide maps as needed.

According to the Justice 40 tool, the census blocks located to the northwest of the County Road 136/22nd Street
South intersection exceed the 65th percentile threshold of Black, Indigenous, and People-of-Color residents, low
income, as well as the 95th percentile of limited English-speaking persons. These same census blocks are at the

94th percentile for unemployment rate and the 92nd percentile for having less than a high school education.

There are numerous neighborhoods to the north of 22nd Street South, specifically a large number of multi-
family buildings to the northwest. These buildings and neighborhoods currently have bike/pedestrian facilities
to the intersection of 22nd Street South/Oak Grove Road and to the south; but this project will finally allow
them facilities to travel east to the existing facilities along CSAH 75/Roosevelt Road and University Drive. The
neighborhoods along 22nd Street South, east of County Road 136 will for the first time have multi-modal
facilities to be able to travel south to the 33rd Street South corridor, as well as east to Cooper Avenue where
newly constructed bike lanes and sidewalk will allow them to access CSAH 75/Roosevelt Road and University
Drive.

The improvements allow bicyclist and pedestrian access to a number of trip generators that were previously not
a safe option including Oak Hill Elementary and Calvary Hill Park (< % mile), St. Cloud Tech High School, (~ 2 %
miles), Coborns (< 2 miles), the numerous multi-family units at County Road 74/22nd Street South (< % mile),
and the Stearns County Trail that runs south along CSAH 75/Roosevelt Road (~ 1 mile).

Criteria #4 Safety: 15 possible points
Explain the safety impacts of your project for potential users.

e Describe the existing conditions of the corridor for the proposed facility in terms of active transportation
user safety.

o Provide documentation of crash history (fatal/serious injury) if available or potential for
fatal/serious injuries.

e Detail the safety components of this proposed project (i.e., grade separated facility, protected bike
lanes, rectangular rapid flash beacons (RRFB), leading pedestrian intervals (LPI), marked crosswalks,
traffic calming features, lighting, and other safety related infrastructure or providing for the collection of
data).

e Explain how this project safely integrates with other modes of transportation.
The existing roadway section is a rural roadway with 12’ thru lanes, a 6’ shoulder on the north, no paved
shoulder on the south, and a 1:4 in slope for a ditch section that carries 3,550 cars per day. The one 6’ shoulder

is not wide enough to safely allow two pedestrians or bicyclists to traverse should they meet. The roadway is
posted at 30 miles per hour, but with the rural nature of the roadway, motorists often travel in excess of the
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posted speed limit discouraging any use of the shoulder for bicycling or walking. This is the case for ~4,000’ of
roadway, between two transportation systems that include bike lanes and sidewalk.

The proposed improvements include 6’ bike lanes, a grade separated sidewalk, street lighting and crosswalk
pavement markings that closely mirrors the transportation systems that the project will connect. The
conversion to curb and gutter should have a traffic calming effect as motorists travel the urbanized section that
will be consistent from County Road 74 to Cooper Avenue South.

Criteria #5 Feasibility: 20 possible points
Explain the feasibility of the project

e Explain your 20-year maintenance plan and any maintenance agreements that will be required with
other agencies in your proposed project. Include how many months per year this project will be
available for use in your response.

e Describe the extent of project development completed to date.

e Address any issues, environmental concerns, property ownership issues or design challenges. Include
any pertinent excerpts from completed feasibility documentation (e.g., scoping study, preliminary
engineering, etc.) for the project.

e Describe the environmental path you intend to follow. Identify and explain if you are aware of any
needed permits.

e Explain how your agency will provide the necessary local match to leverage the federal TA program
funds requested and cover any additional (or ineligible) costs required for the completion of your
project.

e Applicants may be asked to provide additional documentation following application submittal.

The roadway improvements will be part of a 300+ mile network that the City operates and maintains. The
sidewalk improvements will be constructed within the City right-of-way; but per City policy, snow removal will
be the responsibility of the abutting property owners.

The City will follow the DCP checklist, which requires a project memorandum be completed.

To date, the project has been developed at the preliminary stages. The estimate uses the scope and project
limits called out in the City’s Capital Improvement Plan where the project is currently slated to be constructed in
2026. The city has received $1.8 million in federal funding for the roadway improvements. The City of St. Cloud
will be seeking to advance construction and understands that we will be responsible for fully funding this project
up front and would be reimbursed in 2028. With the conversion from the rural section to an urban section, it
was important to include all necessary utility work necessary to serve this area for immediate and future needs.
The utility work includes upsizing of a distribution water main and the installation of a new transmission main.
This additional funding would help fill some of the funding gaps created by the inclusion of the utility work.
Design challenges will include water quality and volume reduction requirements for the reconstructed roadway.
Survey work is scheduled to begin in spring of 2024, where the platting, design, right-of-way acquisition, and
project memorandum will begin.

The 20% local match will come from a combination of general obligation bonds and MSA funding.
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Criteria #6 Right of Way: 10 possible points
Describe the status of right-of-way acquisition

e If right of way is needed, describe the process you plan to follow for acquisition.

e [f applicable, be sure to include in your response the status of interagency agreements or permits, status
of funds for purchasing right-of-way, and any work that requires collaboration with rail.

e If working with rail, provide details of negotiations, estimated completion date and any supporting
documentation.

Survey work is scheduled to begin in spring of 2024, where the platting, design, right-of-way acquisition, and
project memorandum will begin.

It is anticipated that right-of-way acquisition will be necessary from at least half of the parcels that abut the
project area. The City will follow the Delegated Contral Process for Local Agency Federal Aid Projects when
acquiring right-of-way for projects.
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Sponsoring Agency Resolution

Notes:

e Aresolution of sponsorship from the sponsoring agency is required for each project. The resolution
must be approved by an eligible sponsoring agency. Please attach an original signed copy of the
resolution. An example of sample language which can be used by a sponsoring agency is listed below.

Sample Resolution Language

Be it resolved that [city, county, or agency name] agrees to act as sponsoring agency for the project identified as
[project name] seeking [type of funding seeking] and has reviewed and approved the project as proposed.
Sponsorship includes a willingness to secure and guarantee the local share of costs associated with this project
and responsibility for seeing this project through to its completion, with compliance of all applicable laws, rules,
and regulations.

Be it further resolved that [sponsoring agency contact person name] is hereby authorized to act as agent on
behalf of this sponsoring agency.

Certification

| hereby certify that the foregoing resolution is a true and correct copy of a resolution adopted by [city, county,
or agency name] on this [date] day of [month], [year].

SIGNED: WITNESSED:
(Signature) (Signature)
(Title) (Title)
(Date) (Date)
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Resolution Agreeing to Maintain Facility

Notes:

e A Resolution agreeing to maintain the facility for its useful life is also required for each project. The
resolution must be approved by an eligible sponsoring agency. Please attach an original sighed copy of
the resolution. An example of sample language which can be used by a sponsoring agency is listed
below.

Sample Resolution Language

WHEREAS: The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) requires that states agree to operate and maintain
facilities constructed with federal transportation funds for the useful life of the improvement and not change
the use of right of way or property ownership acquired without prior approval from the FHWA; and

WHEREAS: Transportation Alternatives projects receive federal funding; and

WHEREAS: the Minnesota Department of Transportation (MnDOT) has determined that for projects
implemented with alternative funds, this requirement should be applied to the project proposer; and

WHEREAS: [city county or agency name] is the sponsoring agency for the transportation alternatives project
identified as [project name].

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: the sponsoring agency hereby agrees to assume full responsibility for the
operation and maintenance of property and facilities related to the aforementioned transportation alternatives
project.

Certification

| hereby certify that the foregoing resolution is a true and correct copy of a resolution adopted by [city, county,
or agency name] on this [date] day of [month], [year].

SIGNED: WITNESSED:
(Signature) (Signature)
(Title) (Title)
(Date) (Date)
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Application Checklist

L] Letter of intent was reviewed, and Regional Planner approved the applicant complete the full application.

[ Applicant and sponsoring agency have read and are fully aware of the requirements described in the TA
Solicitation Guidebook.

[ General Information section completed.

L] Project Budget section completed. TA Program applicants in ATP-3 have a minimum eligible project cost of
$100,000 and a maximum request of $800,000.

L1 ATP Project Evaluation section completed.

[] Sponsoring Agency Resolution completed.

[] Resolution Agreeing to Maintain Facility completed.

[1 Required Signatures have been obtained.

Required attachments for Applicants requesting TA Program funds

[ Legible project location map showing project termini and featured locations described in the narrative
portion of the application.

Other enclosures for Applicants requesting TA Program funds

[] Documentation of financial support (letters, agreements, etc.).
[J] Documentation of plans and public participation.

O Project schedule.

] Maps, graphics, photos, typical sections.

Application Submittal

L] Applicant is seeking TA Program funds and submitted, by January 12, 2024, 15 hard copies and 1 electronic
version of the application to:

Jeff Lenz

MN Department of Transportation

District 3 — Baxter

7694 Industrial Park Road, Baxter, MN 56425
218/828-5808

Email: Jeff.Lenz@state.mn.us
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Signatures

Notes: Signatures are required from the following — project applicant; sponsoring agency engineer, if different
than the project applicant; a representative of the local unit of government in which the project is located; and
the MPO Executive Director, if the project is located in a MPO area.

e 8@4/2 1/3/24

(Applictnt Signature) (Date)

%M 1/28/7/24

{Spo?:soring Agency L-‘fnﬁreer Signature) (Date)

/ ~ |
2 i, o JEIED
(Lacal Unit of Government Signature) {Date,l'

[ 1/25/
WO area, signature of MPO Executive Director) (Date)
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SCHEDULE OF PRICES

Unknown Project Number
22nd $t S - CR136 to Cooper

ITEM | MnDOT EST. UNIT
NO. NO. ITEM UNIT QrY. PRICE AMOUNT
Surface
1 2021.501 |MOBILIZATION LUMP SUM 1.00| $ 297,000.00 | $ 297,000.00
2 2101.524 |CLEARING TREE 12.00| $ 600.00 | $ 7,200.00
3 2101.524 |GRUBBING TREE 12.00| $ 300.00 | $ 3,600.00
4 2104.502 |SALVAGE SIGN TYPE C EACH 71.00] $ 50.00 | $ 3,550.00
5 2104.502 |REMOVE SIGN POST EACH 38.00| $ 50.00 | $ 1,900.00
6 2104.502 |SALVAGE MAILBOX SUPPORT EACH 9.00| $ 360.00 | $ 3,240.00
7 2104.503 |SAWING CONCRETE PAVEMENT (FULL DEPTH) LIN. FT. 40.00| $ 6.00 | $ 240.00
8 2104.503 |SAWING BITUMINOUS PAVEMENT (FULL DEPTH) LIN. FT. 745.00| $ 400 | $ 2,980.00
9 2104.503 |REMOVE CURB AND GUTTER LIN. FT. 245.00| $ 550 | $ 1,347.50
10 2104.503 |REMOVE RETAINING WALL (VARIOUS MATERIALS) LIN. FT. 65.00| $ 2500 | $ 1,625.00
1 2104.504 |REMOVE BITUMINOUS PAVEMENT SQ. YD. 15,110.00] $ 550 | $ 83,105.00
12 2104.518 |REMOVE CONCRETE PAVEMENT-APRONS, DRIVEWAYS, SDWKS SQ. FT. 100.00| $ 7.00 | $ 700.00
13 2104.518 |REMOVE CONCRETE STEPS SQ. FT. 0.00] $ 17.00 | $ -
14 2104.603 |MILL BIT SURFACE - LONGITUDINAL JOINT (1.5' WIDE, 1.5" DEPTH) LIN. FT. 255.00| $ 7.50 | $ 1,912.50
15 2104.618 |SALVAGE GRANITE SQ. FT. 0.00f $ 30.00 | $ -
16 2104.618 |SALVAGE PAVER STONE SQ. FT. 0.00f $ 15.00 | $ -
17 2105.507 |COMMON EXCAVATION (EV) (P) CU. YD. 15,040.00] $ 2400 | $ 360,960.00
18 2105.507 |ROCK EXCAVATION CU.YD. 50.00| $ 100.00 | $ 5,000.00
19 2105.507 |SUBGRADE EXCAVATION (EV) CU.YD. 10.00| $ 20.00 | $ 200.00
20 2105.507 |SELECT GRANULAR BORROW (CV) CU.YD. 8,290.00| $ 20.00 | $ 165,800.00
21 2105.507 |SELECT GRANULAR BORROW (CV) CU.YD. 3,470.00] $ 20.00 | $ 69,400.00
22 2112.519 |SUBGRADE PREPARATION ROAD STA. 40.00] $ 300.00 | $ 12,000.00
23 2123.610 |STREET SWEEPER (WET PICKUP TYPE BROOM) HOUR 80.00f $ 200.00 | $ 16,000.00
24 2130.523 |WATER MGAL 300.00] $ 50.00 | $ 15,000.00
25 | 2211.507 |AGGREGATE BASE (CV), CLASS 5 (P) CuU. YD. 0.00| $ 3500 | $ -
26 2211.507 |AGGREGATE BASE (CV), CLASS 6 (P) Cu. YD. 2,760.00] $ 3500 | $ 96,600.00
27 2211.507 |AGGREGATE BASE (CV), CLASS 6 (P) (BIKE LANE) CU. YD. 1,155.00| $ 35.00 | $ 40,425.00
28 2215.504 |FULL DEPTH RECLAMATION BITUMINOUS PAVEMENT (P) SQ. YD. 0.00| $ 400 | $ -
29 2301.504 |CONCRETE PAVEMENT 4" SQ. YD. 2,500.00] $ 63.00 | $ 157,500.00
30 2301.504 |CONCRETE PAVEMENT 6" SQ. YD. 210.00] $ 63.00 | $ 13,230.00
31 2301.504 |CONCRETE PAVEMENT 8" SQ. YD. 0.00| $ 72.00 | $ -
32 2232.504 |MILL BITUMINOUS SURFACE (FULL DEPTH) SQ. YD. 0.00| $ 400 | $ -
33 2357.506 |BITUMINOUS MATERIAL FOR TACK COAT GAL 1,110.00| $ 250 | $ 2,775.00
34 2357.506 |BITUMINOUS MATERIAL FOR TACK COAT (BIKE LANE) GAL 520.00| $ 250 | $ 1,300.00
35 2360.509 |TYPE SP 9.5 WEARING COURSE MIXTURE - SPWEA330C (STREETS) TON 940.00] $ 105.00 | $ 98,700.00
36 2360.509 |TYPE SP 9.5 WEARING COURSE MIXTURE - SPWEA330C (BIKE LANE) TON 440.00| $ 105.00 | $ 46,200.00
37 2360.509 |TYPE SP 12.5 NON-WEARING COURSE MIXTURE - SPNWB330C TON 1,565.00| $ 95.00 | $ 148,675.00
38 2360.509 |TYPE SP 12.5 NON-WEARING COURSE MIXTURE - SPNWB330C (BIKE LANE) TON 735.00] $ 95.00 | $ 69.825.00
39 2402.602 |SIGN POST ANCHORAGE ASSEMBLY EACH 32.00] $ 75.00 | $ 2,400.00
40 2402.603 |SALVAGE & INSTALL METAL RAILING EACH 0.00| $ 1,000.00 | $ -
41 2411.618 |CONCRETE STEPS SQ. FT. 0.00| $ 75.00 | $ -
42 2411.618 |MODULAR BLOCK RETAINING WALL SQ. FT. 175.00| $ 60.00 | $ 10,500.00
43 2504.602 |ADJUST VALVE BOX EACH 27.00] $ 450.00 | $ 12,150.00
44 2506.502 |ADJUST FRAME AND RING CASTING (SANITARY SEWER) EACH 12.00| $ 600.00 | $ 7,200.00
45 2506.502 |ADJUST FRAME AND RING CASTING (STORM SEWER) EACH 23.00] $ 600.00 | $ 13.800.00
46 2531.503 |CONCRETE CURB AND GUTTER, DESIGN B618 LIN. FT. 7,775.00] $ 18.00 | $ 139,950.00
47 2531.503 |CONCRETE CURB DESIGN V6 LIN. FT. 0.00| $ 35.00 | $ -
48 2531.618 |TRUNCATED DOMES SQ. FT. 72.00] $ 75.00 | $ 5,400.00
49 2540.602 |INSTALL MAILBOX SUPPORT EACH 9.00| $ 250.00 | $ 2,250.00
50 2540.618 |INSTALL PAVER STONE SQ. FT. 0.00| $ 2500 | $ -
51 2545.501 |LIGHTING SYSTEM LUMP SUM 1.00] $ 150,000.00 | $ 150,000.00
52 2563.601 |TRAFFIC CONTROL LUMP SUM 1.00f $ 50,000.00 | $ 50,000.00
53 2563.613 |PORTABLE CHANGEABLE MESSAGE SIGN UDAY 90.00] $ 150.00 | $ 13.500.00
54 2564.502 |INSTALL SIGN PANELS TYPE C (SALVAGED) EACH 71.00| $ 400.00 | $ 28,400.00
55 2571.524 |FURNISH AND PLANT TREE-IMPERIAL HONEY LOCUST-2.5" CAL B&B TREE 2.00| $ 900.00 | $ 1,800.00
56 2571.524 |FURNISH AND PLANT TREE-CELEBRATION MAPLE-2.5" CAL B&B TREE 2.00| $ 900.00 | $ 1,800.00
57 2571.524 |FURNISH AND PLANT TREE-MARMO MAPLE-2.5" CAL B&B TREE 1.00] $ 900.00 | $ 900.00
58 2571.524 |FURNISH AND PLANT TREE-GREENSPIRE LINDEN-2.5" CAL B&B TREE 1.00f $ 600.00 | $ 600.00
59 2571.524 |FURNISH AND PLANT TREE-SWAMP WHITE OAK-2.5" CAL B&B TREE 1.00f $ 900.00 | $ 900.00
60 2571.524 |FURNISH AND PLANT TREE-DONALD WYMAN CRAB-1.5" CAL B&B TREE 1.00] $ 900.00 | $ 900.00
61 2571.524 |FURNISH AND PLANT TREE-AUTUMN BRILLIANCE SERVICEBERRY-1.5" CAL B&B TREE 1.00f $ 900.00 | $ 900.00
62 2571.524 |FURNISH AND PLANT TREE-AMUR MAPLE-1.5" CAL B&B TREE 1.00] $ 900.00 | $ 900.00
63 2571.524 |FURNISH AND PLANT TREE-AMUR CHOKECHERRY-1.5" CAL B&B TREE 1.00f $ 900.00 | $ 900.00
64 2571.524 |FURNISH AND PLANT TREE-IVORY SILK LILAC-TREE FORM-1.5" CAL B&B TREE 1.00] $ 900.00 | $ 900.00
65 2573.501 |STABILIZED CONSTRUCTION EXIT EACH 2.00| $ 2,000.00 | $ 4,000.00
66 2573.502 |STORM DRAIN INLET PROTECTION EACH 28.00| $ 200.00 | $ 5,600.00
67 2573.503 |[SILT FENCE TYPE MS LIN. FT. 3,810.00| $ 8.00 | $ 30,480.00
68 2574.505 |SOIL BED PREPARATION ACRE 1.62] $ 5,500.00 | $ 8,910.00
69 2574.505 |SEEDING (PERMANENT) ACRE 1.62] $ 5,500.00 | $ 8,910.00
70 2574.507 |COMMON TOPSOIL BORROW (CV)(SCREENED) CU. YD. 1,090.00| $ 50.00 | $ 54,500.00
71 2575.508 |HYDAULIC STABILIZED FIBER MATRIX LB 7.550.00| $ 250 | $ 18,875.00
72 2575.508 |FERTILIZER, TYPE 4 LB 405.00| $ 250 | $ 1,012.50
73 2575.508 |SEED MIXTURE 25-151 LB 486.00| $ 700 | $ 3,402.00
74 2575.508 |SEED MIXTURE 21-112 (TEMPORARY) LB 325.00| $ 500 | $ 1,625.00
75 2575.509 |MULCH MATERIAL TYPE 5 TON 324 % 600.00 | $ 1,944.00
76 2582.503 |4" SOLID LINE MULTI COMP (WHITE) LIN. FT. 50.00| $ 1.00 | $ 50.00
77 2582.503 |4" SOLID LINE MULTI COMP (WHITE) (BIKE LANE) LIN. FT. 7.800.00| $ 1.00 | $ 7,800.00
78 2582.503 |8" SOLID LINE MULTI COMP (WHITE) LIN. FT. 0.00] $ 250 | $ -
79 2582.503 |4" BROKEN LINE MULTI COMP (YELLOW) LIN. FT. 0.00] $ 1.00 | $ -
80 2582.503 |4" DOTTED LINE MULTI COMP (WHITE) LIN. FT. 0.00] $ 1.00 | $ -
81 2582.503 |8" DOTTED LINE MULTI COMP (WHITE) LIN. FT. 0.00] $ 200 | $ -
82 2582.503 |12" DOTTED LINE MULTI COMP (WHITE) LIN. FT. 0.00] $ 700 | $ -
83 2582.503 |4" DOUBLE SOLID LINE MULTI COMP (YELLOW) LIN. FT. 3,900.00| $ 200 | $ 7,800.00
84 2582.503 |8" DOUBLE SOLID LINE MULTI COMP (YELLOW) LIN. FT. 0.00] $ 400 | $ -
85 2582.518 |PAVEMENT MESSAGE MULTI COMP (WHITE) SQ. FT. 0.00] $ 700 | $ -
86 2582.518 |PAVEMENT MESSAGE MULTI COMP (WHITE) (BIKE LANE) SQ. FT. 170.00| $ 7.00 | $ 1,190.00
87 2582.518 |CROSSWALK MULTI COMP (WHITE) SQ. FT. 610.00] $ 700 | $ 4,270.00
Subtotal Surface| $ 2,334,408.50
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SCHEDULE OF PRICES

Unknown Project Number
22nd $t S - CR136 to Cooper

ITEM | MnDOT EST. UNIT
NO. NO. ITEM UNIT QrY. PRICE AMOUNT
Sanitary Sewer
88 2104.502 |REMOVE MANHOLE (SANITARY) EACH 11.00| $ 500.00 $ 5,500.00
89 2104.502 |ABANDON MANHOLE (SANITARY) EACH 0.00f $ 300.00 $ =
90 2104.503 |REMOVE SEWER PIPE (SANITARY) LIN. FT. 2,710.00| $ 10.00 $ 27,100.00
91 2104.603 |ABANDON SANITARY SEWER PIPE LIN. FT. 0.00f $ 50.00 $ =
92 2105.601 |DEWATERING LUMP SUM 1.00] $ 33,000.00 $ 33,000.00
93 2451.507 |GRANULAR BEDDING MATERIAL (CV) CU. YD. 20.00| $ 30.00 $ 600.00
94 2451.507 |GRANULAR FOUNDATION MATERIAL (CV) CU. YD. 55.00| $ 60.00 $ 3,300.00
95 2501.602 |EXTERNAL JOINT SEALING EACH 12.00| $ 500.00 $ 6,000.00
96 2502.503 |6" PVC SANITARY SERVICE PIPE (SDR 26) LIN. FT. 486.00] $ 50.00 $ 24,300.00
97 2503.503 |8" PVC SANITARY SEWER PIPE (SDR 35) LIN. FT. 3,665.00 $ 60.00 $ 219,900.00
98 2503.503 |12" PVC SANITARY SEWER PIPE (SDR 35) LIN. FT. 0.00f $ 70.00 $ =
99 2503.503 |15" PVC SANITARY SEWER PIPE (SDR 35) LIN. FT. 0.00| $ 70.00 $ =
100 2503.503 |8" DIPSS SANITARY SEWER PIPE LIN. FT. 0.00f $ 80.00 $ =
101 2503.601 |SANITARY SEWER SYSTEM (TEMPORARY BYPASS SYSTEM) LUMP SUM 1.00f $ 20,000.00 $ 20,000.00
102 2503.602 |CONSTRUCT BULKHEAD (MASONRY) EACH 0.00f $ 500.00 $ =
103 2503.602 |CONNECT TO EXISTING MANHOLE (SAN) EACH 0.00f $ 5,000.00 $ =
104 2503.602 |CONNECT TO EXISTING SEWER PIPE (SAN) EACH 11.00| $ 1,000.00 $ 11,000.00
104 | 2503.602 |8"X 6" PVC WYE EACH 17.00| $ 1,000.00 $ 17,000.00
105 | 2503.602 |15"X 6" PVC WYE EACH 0.00] $ 1,000.00 $ -
106 2503.603 |CLEAN AND VIDEO TAPE PIPE SEWER LIN. FT. 3,665.00 $ 400 $ 14,660.00
107 2506.502 |CONSTRUCT SANITARY MANHOLE, DESIGN 4007 (0-8') EACH 12.00| $ 6,000.00 $ 72,000.00
108 2506.502 |CASTING ASSEMBLY EACH 12.00| $ 1,200.00 $ 14,400.00
109 2506.503 |CONSTRUCT SANITARY MANHOLE, DESIGN 4007 (>8') LIN. FT. 10.00| $ 500.00 $ 5,000.00
110 2503.603 |LINING SEWER PIPE 8" (SANITARY) CIPP LIN. FT. 0.00f $ 58.00 $ =
111 2503.603 |GROUT SEWER PIPE 8" (SANITARY) LIN. FT. 0.00] $ 2500 $ -
Subtotal Sanitary Sewer| $ 473,760.00
Water Main
112 2104.502 |REMOVE HYDRANT EACH 11.00| $ 750.00 | $ 8,250.00
13 2104.503 |REMOVE WATER MAIN LIN. FT. 5,240.00] $ 6.00 | $ 31,440.00
114 2104.523 |SALVAGE HYDRANT EACH 0.00| $ 650.00 | $ -
115 | 2105.601 |DEWATERING LUMP SUM 1.00] $ 33,000.00 | $ 33,000.00
116 2451.507 |GRANULAR BEDDING MATERIAL (CV) CU. YD. 120.00| $ 30.00 | $ 3,600.00
17 2451.507 |GRANULAR FOUNDATION MATERIAL (CV) CU.YD. 170.00| $ 60.00 | $ 10,200.00
118 | ######4# |4" DUCTILE IRON PIPE CL. 52 (WATER MAIN) LIN. FT. 0.00| $ 60.00 | $ -
19 2503.603 |6" DUCTILE IRON PIPE CL. 52 (WATER MAIN) LIN. FT. 115.00| $ 80.00 | $ 9,200.00
120 2503.603 |8" DUCTILE IRON PIPE CL. 52 (WATER MAIN) LIN. FT. 360.00] $ 80.00 | $ 28,800.00
121 2503.603 |10" DUCTILE IRON PIPE CL. 52 (WATER MAIN) LIN. FT. 0.00| $ 130.00 | $ -
122 2503.603 |12" DUCTILE IRON PIPE CL. 52 (WATER MAIN) LIN. FT. 0.00| $ 130.00 | $ -
123 2503.603 |16" DUCTILE IRON PIPE CL. 52 (WATER MAIN) LIN. FT. 3,935.00] $ 150.00 | $ 590,250.00
124 2503.603 |24" DUCTILE IRON PIPE CL. 52 (WATER MAIN) LIN. FT. 3,980.00] $ 245.00 | $ 975,100.00
125 2504.603 |16" BUTTERFLY VALVE EACH 6.00| $ 9.435.00 | $ 56,610.00
126 2504.603 |24" BUTTERFLY VALVE EACH 6.00| $ 18,450.00 | $ 110,700.00
127 2503.604 |4" POLYSTYRENE INSULATION SQ. YD. 10.00| $ 80.00 | $ 800.00
128 2504.602 |CONNECT TO EXISTING WATER MAIN EACH 13.00| $ 3,000.00 | $ 39,000.00
129 | 2504.602 |HYDRANT EACH 7.00| $ 7,000.00 | $ 49,000.00
130 | 2504.60201 6" GATE VALVE AND BOX EACH 8.00| $ 2,750.00 | $ 22,000.00
131 | 2504.60201|8" GATE VALVE AND BOX EACH 9.00| $ 3,500.00 | $ 31,500.00
132 | 2504.60203|1" CURB STOP AND BOX EACH 18.00| $ 700.00 | $ 12,600.00
133 2504.602 |2" CURB STOP AND BOX EACH 0.00f $ 1,500.00 | $ -
134 2504.602 |1" CORPORATION STOP EACH 18.00| $ 700.00 | $ 12,600.00
135 |2504.60301 1" TYPE K COPPER PIPE LIN. FT. 645.00] $ 40.00 | $ 25,800.00
136 |2504.60301 2" TYPE K COPPER PIPE LIN. FT. 0.00f $ 100.00 | $ -
137 2504.608 |WATER MAIN FITTINGS LB. 11,305.00| $ 1500 | $ 169,575.00
Subtotal Water Main| $ 2,220,025.00
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SCHEDULE OF PRICES

Unknown Project Number
22nd $t S - CR136 to Cooper

ITEM | MnDOT EST. UNIT
NO. NO. ITEM UNIT Qry. PRICE AMOUNT
Storm Drain
138 2104.502 |REMOVE MANHOLE OR CATCH BASIN EACH 15.00| $ 250.00 | $ 3,750.00
139 2104.503 |REMOVE SEWER PIPE (STORM) LIN. FT. 1,100.00| $ 15.00 | $ 16,500.00
140 2105.601 |DEWATERING LUMP SUM 1.00f $ 33,000.00 | $ 33,000.00
141 2503.503 |8" DUCTILE IRON PIPE SEWER CL 52 LIN. FT. 40.00| $ 85.00 | $ 3,400.00
142 2503.503 |12" RC PIPE SEWER DESIGN 3006 CL V LIN. FT. 300.00| $ 65.00 | $ 19.500.00
143 2503.503 |15" RC PIPE SEWER DESIGN 3006 CL V LIN. FT. 580.00] $ 75.00 | $ 43,500.00
144 |1 2502.50302|18" RC PIPE SEWER DESIGN 3006 CL V LIN. FT. 520.00] $ 75.00 | $ 39,000.00
145 2503.503 |21" RC PIPE SEWER DESIGN 3006 CL IV LIN. FT. 0.00f $ 90.00 | $ =
146 2503.503 |24" RC PIPE SEWER DESIGN 3006 CL IV LIN. FT. 0.00f $ 125.00 | $ =
147 2503.503 |27" RC PIPE SEWER DESIGN 3006 CL IV LIN. FT. 0.00f $ 125.00 | $ =
148 2503.503 |30" RC PIPE SEWER DESIGN 3006 CL IV LIN. FT. 660.00] $ 160.00 | $ 105,600.00
149 2503.503 |36" RC PIPE SEWER DESIGN 3006 CL IV LIN. FT. 0.00f $ 180.00 | $ =
150 2503.602 |CONSTRUCT MASONRY BULKHEAD EACH 0.00f $ 500.00 | $ =
151 2503.602 |CONNECT TO EXISTING STORM SEWER EACH 4.00| $ 500.00 | $ 2,000.00
152 2506.502 |CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE, DESIGN H EACH 10.00| $ 3,000.00 | $ 30,000.00
153 2506.502 |CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE, DESIGN 48-4020 EACH 12.00| $ 5,000.00 | $ 60,000.00
154 2506.502 |CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE, DESIGN 60-4020 EACH 2.00| $ 9,000.00 | $ 18,000.00
155 2506.502 |CONSTRUCT DRAINAGE STRUCTURE, DESIGN 72-4020 EACH 2.00| $ 10,000.00 | $ 20,000.00
156 2506.502 |CASTING ASSEMBLY EACH 26.00| $ 800.00 | $ 20,800.00
157 2506.601 |INFILTRATION SYSTEM A LUMP SUM 1.00] $ 22,500.00 | $ 22,500.00
158 2506.601 |INFILTRATION SYSTEM B LUMP SUM 1.00] $ 22,500.00 | $ 22,500.00
159 2506.601 |INFILTRATION SYSTEM C LUMP SUM 1.00] $ 22,500.00 | $ 22,500.00
160 2506.601 |INFILTRATION SYSTEM D LUMP SUM 1.00] $ 22,500.00 | $ 22,500.00
161 2506.602 |CONNECT TO EXISTING STRUCTURE (STORM DRAIN) EACH 1.00f $ 1,000.00 | $ 1,000.00
Subtotal Storm Drain| $ 506,050.00
SUBTOTAL $ 5,534,243.50
Design Contingency / Soft Costs (5%)| $ 276,712.18
Inflation Contingency (2%)| $ 116,219.11
ESTIMATED TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST  $ 5,927,174.79
Estimated Surface Assessment| $ 938,520.00
Estimated Sidewalk Assessment| $ -
Estimated Alley Assessment| $ -
Estimated Sanitary Sewer Assessment| $ 175,538.00
Estimated Watermain Assessment| $ 134,300.00
Estimated Storm Sewer Assessment| $ 146,466.00
ESTIMATED TOTAL ASSESSMENTS  $ 1,394,824.00
Estimated Capitalized Interest (6% of Assessments)| $ 83,689.44
Engineering Cost (17% of Total Construction Cost)| $ 1,007,619.71
ESTIMATED TOTAL COST $ 7,018,483.94
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ESTIMATED TIME LINE FOR

RECONSTRUCTION OF 22ND ST S FROM CR 136 TO COOPER AVENUE

SOUTH IMPROVEMENTS

Survey and Preliminary Design
Project Memorandum

Plans Finalized and Submitted
Advertise Plans

Open and Award Low Bid
Construction Begins

Project Substantially Complete

May 2024
December 2025
February 2026
March 2026
April 2026

June 2026

November 2026
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Submitted to Council for Consideration
December 18, 2023

Resolution No. 2023 - 12 - 145

RESOLUTION OF SUPPORT FOR MNDOT TRANSPORTATION ALTERNATIVES (TA) PROGRAM
FUNDING FOR THE

22ND STREET SOUTH FROM COUNTY ROAD 134 TO COOPER AVENUE SOUTH IMPROVEMENTS

WHEREAS, the City of St. Cloud is a political subdivisionfiocal government
unit of Minnesota organized/operating under the laws of the State of Minnesota; and

WHEREAS, the Minnesota Department of Transportation is soliciting the Minnesotg
Transportation Alternatives {TA} Program for funding of eligible bicycle and pedestrian
infrastructure projects; and

WHEREAS, the City of St. Cloud supports the grant application for the Minnesota
Transportation Alternatives (TA) Program for the 22nd Street South from County Road 136
to Cooper Avenue South project; and

WHEREAS, if the City of St. Cloud is awarded a grant by MnDOT, the City hereby
agrees to accept the grant award and may enter into an agreement with the Minnesota
Bepartment of Transportation for the above referenced project; and

WHEREAS, the City of S$t. Cloud will comply with cll applicakle laws and
requirements as stated in the grant agreement;

WHEREAS, the Mayor or their desighee are hereby cuthorized to execute the grant
cgreement and related project agreements on behdalf of the City of St. Cloud; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ST. CLOUD,
MINNESOTA, supports the submission of application te receive Transportation Alternatives
(TA} Program for the 22nd Street South from County Read 136 to Cooper Avenue South
Improvements project. The City agrees to comply with all terms, conditions and provisions
of the grant and authorizes and directs its Mayor and City Clerk to sign the agreement on
its behalf.

Adopted this 18th day of December, 2023.

State of Minnesota
City of $t. Cloud, Stearns County

| hereby certify that the foregoing resolution is a true and correct copy of ¢
resolution presented to and adopted by the City Council of $t. Cloud at a meeling
therefore held in the City of $t. Cloud, Minnesotg, on the 18th day of December 2023, as
disclosed by the records of said City in my jession,

SEAL cly G(erf’
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Submitted to Council for Consideration
December 18, 2023

Resolution No. 2023-12- 144

RESOLUTION AGREEING TO MAINTAIN FACILITY FOR 1TS USEFUL LIFE REGARDING
THE TRANSPORTATION ALTERNATIVES (TA) PROGRAM FUNDING FOR

22ND STREET SOUTH FROM COUNTY ROAD 136 TO COOPER AVENUE SOUTH IMPROVEMENTS

WHEREAS, the City of St. Cloud is a political subdivision/iccal government unit of
Minnesota organized/operating under the laws of the State of Minnesota; and

WHEREAS, the Federal Highway Administrative [FHWA) requires that agencies
agree to operate and maintain facilities constructed with federal fransportation funds for
the useful life of the improvement and not change the use of right-of-way or property
ownership acguired without prior approval from the FHWA; and

WHEREAS, Transporfation Alternafives (TA) projects receive federal funding; and

WHEREAS, the Minnesota Department of Transportation {MnDOT) has determined
that for projects implemenied with alternative funds, this requirement should be applied
1o the project proposer; and

WHEREAS, the City of St. Cloud is the sponsoring agency for the transportation
alternatives project identified as the 22nd Street South from County Road 134 to Cooper
Avenue South Improvements; and

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT, the City of $t. Cloud hereby agrees to assume full
responsibility for the operation and maintenance of property and facilities related o the
aforementioned franspoertation alternatives project.

Adopted this 18 day of December 2023.

State of Minnescta
City of St. Cloud, Stearns County

| hereby certify that the foregoing resolution is a true and correct copy of a
resolution presented to ond adopted by the City. €6uncil of $t. Cloud at a meeting
therefore held in the City of St. Cloud, Minnescter on the 18th of December 2023, as
disclosed by the records of said City in my pesssessiorn!

SEAL City Clerk V4
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Table 1: Summary of SRTS infrastructure issues and recommendations for Oak Hill Community School

Project Location Problem/Issue Solution/Recommendation Lead Agency
A 22nd from No sidewalks. High density Add sidewalk between Quarry Rd and Oak Grove Rd/CR-136. City of St Cloud
Quarry Rd to Oak  residential area with many students ~ Mark transverse crosswalk accross 22nd at Quarry Rd. Crossing
Grove Rd/County  that do not have walk/bike accessto  dependent on location of sidewalk.

Rd 136 school.
This roadway is programmed for reconstruction in the City's CIP.
Design elements should consider the travel needs of students in
the corridor and provide accommodations for bicycling and
walking.
B Oak Grove High speeds on roadways. Noted Reduce curb radii to reduce vehicle speeds. Update all curbs Stearns County
Rd/County Rd lack of compliance with stop signs. ramps to ADA standard. Mark crosswalks on three or four legs

136 and 22nd St Many students must come through depending on sidewalk placement.
this intersection. History of vehicle
crashes. Review volumes to determine if it meets warrant for a signal and
review lighting for adequate pedestrian visibility. 22nd St is
programmed for reconstruction in the City's CIP.

C 22nd between No sidewalks. Many students must Install sidewalks on the south side of 22nd St S from Oak Grove City of St Cloud
Oak Grove connect to 22nd to get to the school. Rd SW/CR-136 to Cooper Ave S.
Rd/County Rd
136 and Cooper Consider bike lanes or wider shared use path to accommodate

both pedestrians and bicyclists. This roadway is programmed for
reconstruction in the City's CIP.

D Oak Grove 2-3 foot shoulder. No facilities for Construct shared use path on the east side - preferred 10 feet City of St Cloud,
Rd/County Rd bicycling or walking. Main minimum from 22nd St to Oak Hill school grounds. On school School District
136 connection to the school. Children grounds continue path to connect to sidewalk at the front of the

coming from higher density housing  school.

to the north and west must use this

corridor. Mark high visibilty crosswalk from path to school sidewalk. Mark
crossing, ADA curb ramps and trail warning signs at intersection
with 23rd St S.  See additional discussion of ROW in attachments

Page | 14



Oak Hill Community Eféientary
Recommended Improvements Map

Q Design for planned street reconstruction should
include pedestrian facilities on 22nd St S between
Quarry Rd and Oak Grove Rd SW/CR-136 and a
marked crosswalk accross 22nd St S at Quarry Rd.

@ Design for planned street reconstruction should include
reduced curb radii, ADA compliant curb ramps, and
marked crosswalks at 22nd St S and Oak Grove Rd
SWI/CR-136. Review volumes to determine if
intersection meets warrant for a signal and review
lighting for adequate pedestrian visibility.

Design for planned street reconstruction should include
bicycle and pedestrian accomodations. If sidewalk or
path construction is limited to one side of the street due
to budget constraits, prioritize south side from Oak
Grove Rd SW/CR-136 to Cooper Ave S.

Construct shared-use path on the east side of Oak
Grove Rd SW from 22nd St S to school grounds.
Mark high visibility crosswalk from path to school
sidewalk. Mark crossing, Install ADA curb ramps
and trail warning signs at intersection with 23rd.

Extend existing path around the east side of the
drive to connect to a crosswalk. Update to ADA
compliant curb ramps.

Develop shared-use path to connect Temminick Rd
and Tiffany Ct OR provide sidewalk upon
development.

ADA compliant curb ramps and a shortened ' , & L ..4 N - ‘ ' ) (© Develop shared use path from Cooper Hills Oak
crossing will improve access from the path. (E) @ A e ‘ ga TN Park on 30th St to 21st Ave S.

: ' . L m Develop shared-use path from NW corner of
P i MR/ campus to 22nd St 8. Include RRFB or HAWK
Oak Hill Qg'p'f% signal for crossing of Oak Grove Rd SW/CR-136 at
_ et ~ /#V - school. Review intersection of 22nd St S and
Traffic Signals Recommendod 3 Ik .;\;‘-’; |1 ) & B et Iniek s g Quarry Rd for stop sign and/or potential enhanced
Sidewalks/Paths e LSS = d crossing.

'}
g =

e\ .

Bus Loading Zone ) ¥ ur 25
High Visibility et o : :e Move some of the existing bike racks to the back of

Parent Loading Zone Crosswalk the school or purchase additional racks to disperse
Oak Hill Tiffany CtJ parking. P >

School Gate ADA Compliant &) & P Iy Community

gﬂ:l:dcs:rosslng R 2 . o 3 Elementary Consider blocking inside lane with cones to ensure

Rapid Flash o s - g that parents do not form two lines. Implement valet
Child Crossing Beacon A program to facilitate children exiting and entering
Guards only at the curb.

School Grounds

21st Ave S

. . B e (D)

*
® * 30th St group BEE -

i S 7! Data obtained from MnDOT
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MID MINNESOTA CYCLING CLUB

December 22, 2023

Mayor Dave Kleis

City of $t. Cloud, Minnesota
1201 - 7th Street South

St. Cloud, Minnesota 56301

Mayor Kleis,

This letter is sent in support of the City of St. Cloud's application for MnDOT
Transportation Alternatives (TA) Program funding for the 22nd Street South from
County Road 136 to Cooper Avenue South Improvements.

The 22nd Street South corridor is a major east-west transportation corridor within
the community. The improvements planned along this corridor will provide safe,
high quality opportunities for pedestrians, bicyclists and residents to help connect
them safely to work, schools and leisure opportunities. Currently this corridor does
not provide safe travels for pedestrians and bicyclists. The project will provide
operational benefits to a large portion of drivers, bicyclists and pedestrians in and
around the Greater St. Cloud area.

Please submit this support letter along with the City's application to the Minnesota
Department of Transportation.

Sincerely,

e —

Joe Voegeli
President
Mid MN Cycling Club
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January 3, 2024

Mayor Dave Kleis

City of 5t. Cloud, Minnesota
1201 — 7" Street South

st. Cloud, Minnesota 56301

Mavyor Kleis,

| am the president of Northarn Paddles Pickleball Club. We have approximately 200 Members. Many of
us play pickleball during the outdoor season at the Calvary Park Pickleball Courts. A significant number

of players ride their bicycles to courts using 22" street and Cooper Avenue. Cooper Avenue has bike
lanes, but 22" does not.

This letter is sent in support of the City of St. Cloud’s application for MnDOT Transportation Alternatives
(TA) Program funding for the 22" Street South from County Road 136 to Cooper Avenue South
Improvements.

The 22 Street South corridor is a major east-west transportation corridor within the community. The
improvements planned along this corridor will provide safe, high quality opportunities for pedestrians,
hicyclists, and residents to help connect them safely to work, schools and ieisure opportunities such
pickieball or disc golf at Calvary Park. Currently this corridor does not provide safe travels for
pedestrians and bicyclists. The project will provide operational benefits to a large portion of drivers,
bicyclists and pedestrians in and around the Greater 5t. Cloud area.

Please submit this support letter along with the City’s application to the Minnesota Department of
Transportation,

Sincerely,
Kurt Lemke

Northern Paddles Pickleball Ciub Board
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5. COUNTY OF STEARNS

i s Parks Department
';f 1802 County Road 137, Waite Park, MN 56387

£ o,F g’ 320-255-6172 = Email: parkinfo@co.stearns.mn.us

January 8, 2024

Mayor Dave Kleis

City of St. Cloud, Minnesota
1201 7 Street South
St. Cloud, Minnesota 56301

Mayor Kleis,

This letter is sent in support of the City of St. Cloud’s application for MnDOT Transportation
Alternatives (TA) Program funding for the 22nd Street South from County Road 136 to Cooper
Avenue South Improvements.

The 22nd Street South corridor is a major east-west transportation corridor within the community.
The improvements planned along this corridor will provide safe, high quality opportunities for
pedestrians, bicyclists and residents to help connect them safely to work, schools and leisure
opportunities. Currently this corridor does not provide safe travels for pedestrians and bicyclists.
The project will provide operational benefits to a large portion of drivers, bicyclists and pedestrians
in and around the Greater St. Cloud area.

Please submit this support letter along with the City’s application to the Minnesota Department of
Transportation.

Sincerely,

(5 A

Ben Anderson, Director
Parks Director
Stearns County Park Department
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MEWRO BUS

665 Franklin Ave. NE
St. Cloud, MN 56304

January 10, 2024

Mayor Dave Kleis

City of St. Cloud, Minnesota
1201 — 7th Street South

St. Cloud, Minnesota 56301

Mayor Kleis,

This letter is sent in support of the City of St. Cloud’s application for MnDOT
Transportation Alternatives (TA) Program funding for the 22nd Street South from
County Road 136 to Cooper Avenue South Improvements.

The 22nd Street South corridor is a major east-west transportation corridor within the
community. The improvements planned along this corridor will provide safe, quality
opportunities for pedestrians, bicyclists and residents to help connect them safely to
work, schools and leisure opportunities. This corridor does not currently provide safe
travel for pedestrians and bicyclists. The project will provide benefits to a large portion
of drivers, bicyclists and pedestrians in and around the Greater St. Cloud area.

Metro Bus has a heavily traveled east-west stretch of Route 5 that utilizes this road. The
current state of the road creates dangerous conditions for Bus Operators, passengers
and others using the road, particularly those who bike or walk along it. Without bike
lanes, sidewalks or improved shoulders, it can be hazardous for walkers and/or bikers
when traffic is present, especially if the traffic includes a bus!

Please submit this support letter along with the City’s application to the Minnesota
Department of Transportation.

Sincerely,

Tyn 1 Gl

Ryan I. Daniel
CEO, St. Cloud Metro Bus

Providing safe, reliable and friendly public transportation services in
St. Cloud, Sartell, Sauk Rapids and Waite Park, Minnesota since 1969.

ridemetrobus.com
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DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Greater Minnesota
Transportation Alternatives Solicitation

2023/24 Full Application

Funding in year 2028

APPLICANT: City of St Cloud

PROJECT: 13" St S & 9" Ave Intersection Improvements

Full Application 1
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Notes: The solicitation for Transportation Alternatives funding for the seven-county Twin Cities metropolitan
area (Anoka, Carver, Dakota, Hennepin, Ramsey, Scott, and Washington counties) is conducted by the
Metropolitan Council and the Transportation Advisory Board. For more information about the metro area
solicitation, visit the Met Council website.
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Overview

For the 2023/24 application cycle, MnDOT is conducting a solicitation for Transportation Alternatives (TA)
projects. Important eligibility requirements to be aware of are noted below.

e The TA funding available through this solicitation is for project construction in fiscal year 2028. TA
funding requires a 20 percent local match. Only projects located outside of the seven-county
metropolitan area are eligible for TA funding. Maximum funding awards are set by each Area
Transportation Partnership.

See the TA Solicitation Guidebook for more information about the program and additional eligibility
requirements.

2023/24 Solicitation Timeline

e Monday October 2, 2023 — Announce TA solicitation. Open letter of intent period.

e Friday, November 3rd, 2023 — Deadline for applicants to submit letters of intent.

e Monday, November 20th, 2023 — Deadline for RDO/MPO/district review of letters of intent.
Recommendation to proceed forward with full application given to applicants.

e Friday, November 24th, 2023 — Official start of full application period.

e Friday, January 12th, 2024- Deadline for applicants to submit full applications.

e Friday, April 12th, 2024 — Deadline for ATPs to select TA projects.

Related Documents/Resources

e TA Solicitation Guidebook — includes information related to the overall solicitation process and
eligibility requirements for TA funding.

e Available Environmental Justice (EJ) Tools for answering Criterion #3.
Detail how this project may adversely impact traditionally underserved or marginally disadvantaged
populations including the following: People with Disabilities, Total Percent in Poverty, Percent of People
of Color, Youth Population, Elder Population; and Zero Vehicle Households and describe mitigation
strategies (if any) to prevent adverse impacts.

o MnDOT's Office of Transit and Active Transportation (OTAT) Suitability for Pedestrian & Cycling
Environment (SPACE) analysis tool - https://mndotspacedev.mn.gov/
DIRECTIONS:

= (Click on the Layer’s graphic (on left side).
= (Click on the “SPACE scored Hexagons.”

=  When the hexagons appear, zoom to any area where a proposed project would be, click
on it and get the hexagon information, which includes youth population, elderly
population, people with disabilities, poverty, etc.

Full Application 3


https://mndotspacedev.mn.gov/

Attachment 4C.

o U.S. Environmental Protection Agency - EJScreen: Environmental Justice Screening and
Mapping Tool | US EPA.

DIRECTIONS:

=  Click on the “Launch the EJScreen Tool.” (on right-hand side)

= At the Mapping Tool, Click on the “Socioeconomic Indicators” tab to the left of the
screen.

= Navigate to the screen location on the map where the project is located.

Transportation Alternatives Full Application

General Information

Notes:

Applications are reviewed and scored by the Central MN Area Transportation Partnership (ATP-3)
Transportation Alternatives (TA) Committee. The 14 TA Committee Members are from a cross-section
of the 12 counties located in ATP-3, consisting of state, regional planning organizations, tribal nation,
local civil engineers, trails, parks, school districts representation and MnDOT. NOTE: TA Committee

members may not be familiar with project details and the local community. Applicants are encouraged

to be specific and descriptive in their answers to aid the TA Committee in scoring your application.

If the overall project contains ineligible elements, please mention the entire project in the brief project
description but concentrate the application and budget on the elements that are eligible for the funding
you are seeking.

Sponsoring Agencies, if sponsoring for another project applicant, are advised to have dialog with the
project applicant to ascertain the level of commitment by the applicant to follow through on delivery of
the project, including the potential use of eminent domain.

Project Information

Name of project: South Jr High and 13th Street South Improvements

Project is located in which county(ies): Stearns County

Brief project description (100 words or less): Project will create a continuous multi-modal corridor with
pedestrian activated crossing at 9th Avenue South connecting South Jr. High School, a high-density
family neighborhood, Southside Boys & Girls Club, and Haws Park thereby enhancing safety for
walkers and bikers between these significant trip generators.

Project applicant: City of St Cloud

Full Application


https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.epa.gov%2Fejscreen&data=05%7C01%7Cmary.nieken%40state.mn.us%7C64e375e6d364445ac53208daffe1ac6f%7Ceb14b04624c445198f26b89c2159828c%7C0%7C0%7C638103641967336884%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=3mk138v5nbdarMXmAUn%2B8XdldcCIsJ5Wbvx0ZW71ors%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.epa.gov%2Fejscreen&data=05%7C01%7Cmary.nieken%40state.mn.us%7C64e375e6d364445ac53208daffe1ac6f%7Ceb14b04624c445198f26b89c2159828c%7C0%7C0%7C638103641967336884%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=3mk138v5nbdarMXmAUn%2B8XdldcCIsJ5Wbvx0ZW71ors%3D&reserved=0

Attachment 4C.

Previous Application:

e Has this project been previously submitted to the ATP-3 for TA funds and not awarded? No [ Yes
If so, what year(s)? Click here to enter text.

e Explain if the comments provided to you from ATP-3 have been addressed and describe any other
activities that have taken place to advance the project: Click here to enter text.

Contact Information

Contact person (from applicant agency/organization): Zachary Borgerding

Mailing address: 1201 — 7th Street South

City: St Cloud State: Minnesota Zip: 56301

Phone: 320-255-7243 Fax: Click here to enter text. Email: zachary.borgerding@ci.stcloud.mn.us
Sponsoring agency (if different than applicant): Click here to enter text.

Contact person (from sponsoring agency, if different than applicant): Click here to enter text.

Full Application 5
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Project Budget

Notes:

e Identify estimated project costs, using the following budget categories as a guideline. Where
appropriate, break down your costs by units purchased. For example: number of acres, cubic yards of
fill, etc. Attach additional sheets if necessary.

e Cost estimates are to be submitted in funding year dollars.

Table A - Eligible Items!

Eligible work/construction item Estimated quantity Estimated Unit Total cost
cost
Mobilization 1 $10,000 $15,000
Removals 1 $15,000 $15,000
Excavation 1 $16,000 $16,000
Curb & Gutter/Concrete 1 $105,000 $105,000
Drainage/Erosion Control 1 $4,000 $4,000
Traffic Control/Signing/Striping/Ped Crossing 1 $45,000 $50,000
Retaining Wall/Site Restoration 1 $20,000 $20,000
TOTAL TABLE A: $225,000
Table B — Ineligible Items®
Ineligible work/construction item Estimated quantity Estimated Unit Total cost
cost
Design, Engineering, Const Mngmt 1 $35,000 $35,000
TOTAL TABLE B: $35,000

Total Project Budget

1. Total cost (Total Table A + Total Table B): $260,000
2. Total eligible costs — recommended range $100,000 to $800,000 (Total Table A): $225,000
3. Applicant’s contribution toward eligible TA costs — minimum 20% match required: $45,000

1 See the ATP Project Evaluation section of this document for any additional requirements related to project

costs.
2 Includes Right of Way or Land Acquisition (e.g., appraisal fees, legal fees), Administrative Costs (e.g.,
preliminary and construction engineering and contingencies).

Full Application



Attachment 4C.

4. Total amount requested in TA funds (#2 minus #3): $176,000

Full Application
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ATP Project Evaluation

Eligibility

Federal legislation requires that the project be an “eligible activity.” The project must fall within one of the
eligible activities listed below. (Check all appropriate categories.)

On-road and off-road trail facilities for pedestrians, bicyclists, and other non-motorized forms of
transportation.

Transportation projects to achieve Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 compliance.

X Safe routes for non-drivers, including children, older adults, and individuals with disabilities to access daily
needs.

1 Conversion and use of abandoned railroad corridors.

[ Construction of turnouts, overlooks and viewing areas.

L] Inventory, control, or removal of outdoor advertising.

] Historic preservation and rehabilitation of historic transportation facilities.

[ Vegetation management to improve roadway safety, prevent against invasive species and to provide erosion
control.

[ Archaeological activities.
[ Environmental mitigation related to storm water management and habitat connectivity.
[] Reduce vehicle-caused wildlife mortality or restore/maintain habitat connectivity.

Safe Routes to School (SRTS) project.

Project Information Overview

Describe why this project is important to your community and quality of life (elaborate in Criteria #1)
and how it will improve existing conditions (elaborate in Criteria #2) and in safety (elaborate in Criteria
#4) (Limit to 300 words):

The installation of a pedestrian activated crossing at 9th Avenue South and the related improvements along
13th Street South would improve pedestrian safety in an area where there are many students needing to cross
9th Avenue South to get to school and after school programs. 9th Avenue South, a busy roadway that carries
12,000 vehicles per day, often prohibits students from utilizing this corridor due to insufficient gaps for students
to cross 9th Avenue South to South Junior High School two blocks west. The corridor also connects South Side
Boys & Girls Club and South Side Haws Park, and the primary residences of many of South Junior High's student
population. Currently students are crossing at an uncontrolled intersection with at least one documented crash
causing minor injuries due to vehicles avoiding an unsafe student crossing. The pedestrian activated crossing
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would have overhead flashing lights to indicate to vehicles that pedestrians are crossing, providing a safer
environment for pedestrians and commuters alike. The sidewalk improvements along 13th Street South would
provide a contiguous sidewalk the entire way to the South Junior High property. Currently, there are gaps in the
sidewalk that force students to use the road, which is dangerous especially in the wintertime.

e Describe the main users by type or classification and the approximate number of users to be served by
the proposed project (elaborate in Criteria #3) (Limit to 200 words): The target users for this project are
students that walk to and from school, whether to their residence, or to the South Side Boys and Girls
Club and South Side Haws Park. The census blocks located east of 9th Avenue South and south of
University Drive contain more than 1,400 housing units with 32% or greater of residents living below
poverty level. The block groups east of 9th Avenue South exceed the 95th percentile threshold of Black,
Indigenous, and People-of-Color residents, as well as the 95th percentile of limited English speaking
persons. Households east of 9th Avenue South exceed the 95th percentile for having no vehicle
available. Along with the students of South Side Elementary, bicyclists and pedestrians in general would
benefit from the sidewalk infill that connect the South Junior High property to 9th Avenue South, as well
as the pedestrian activated crossing which allows for a safer crossing of a roadway that carries an excess
of 12,000 vehicles per day. The crossing and infill of sidewalk are two additional necessities that would
create a safe multi-modal corridor from South Junior High School to the Herb Brooks National Hockey
Center on the St. Cloud State University Campus.

e Explain current and future ownership of the property (elaborate in Criteria #6) (Limit to 100 words): The
right-of-way where the current proposed improvements will be installed is owned by the City and will
continue to be the case after the project.

Evaluation Criteria

Criteria #1 Plan Identification: 20 possible points

Describe the level of identification of your project in one or more regional, tribal, or local plan, which has been
adopted by federal, state, regional or local agencies.

e Describe why this project is important to the community through the following means:

o Explain how the project is either specifically identified in the plan(s) or consistent with these
plans and objectives, providing direct reference to specific sections of the plan.

o Detail the level of public involvement in which the project was developed, adopted and/or
approved. Provide a link to the plan or cite plan document reference.

The installation of sidewalk from the east side of the South Junior High property to 9th Avenue South, and the
pedestrian activated crossing at 9th Avenue South are identified in the South Junior High Safe Routes to School
(SRTS) Plan. The APQO’s Regional Active Transportation Plan specifically lists this project in their planning
documents. The City of St Cloud’s 2015 Comprehensive Plan calls for the City, St. Cloud APO, and ISD 742 to
identify SRTS projects and apply for funding to improve walking and biking near local schools.

The creation of the SRTS plan involved participation and input from the St. Cloud APO, CentraCare, ISD 742,
Stearns County Public Health, St. Cloud Metro Bus, Boys and Girls Club of Central MN, St. Cloud Police
Department, Stearns County Public Works, MNDOT District 3, and City of St Cloud staff. During the process of
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the SRTS plan, 9th Avenue South, along with University Drive to the north, were the two most commonly
identified problematic routes during parent engagement. The pedestrian crossing improvements at 9th Avenue
will provide increased visibility for those waiting to cross, as well as an increased comfort while crossing. When
engaged, students mentioned that even if sidewalks are present, if they are right next to the back of the curb
that there is a lack of comfort when using them. The sidewalk improvements along 13th Street South would
have a boulevard separating the sidewalk from the roadway to provide an increased level of comfort for
students. Students also identified that the Boys and Girls Club is an after-school destination; therefore, it is
critical to provide a safe corridor and crossing for students to get there as many, if not all, would be walking
there unaccompanied.

Criteria #2 Connectivity: 20 possible points

Explain the connectivity deficiency of the current facility and how the project will improve (i.e., project removes
a barrier and/or provides an important connection near a community center, school, transit facility, etc.).

e Describe how the proposed project will be integrated into the existing local or regional network.

e Document the project area’s existing conditions and detail how the project will improve existing
conditions for active transportation users.

e If part of a large/regional network, detail how the proposed project will complete or further the
completion of the network. For projects furthering the completion of a network, details must be
provided related to the status of the other components including anticipated completion of the full
scope of the larger project.

Currently there are gaps in the sidewalk along the 13th Street South corridor between the South Junior High
property and the 9th Avenue South crossing. This means that students leaving South Jr High and going to the
Boys and Girls Club, the St Cloud Rotary Community Outpost (COP house), or the apartments in this area will
need to walk in the street prior to crossing at the uncontrolled 9th Avenue South crossing. 9th Avenue South is
a minor arterial roadway connecting 194, downtown and St. Cloud State University. The roadway carries over
12,000 cars a day which creates a situation where pedestrian and vehicle conflicts occur frequently at the
proposed crossing location, causing unsafe conditions for students and drivers alike. The pedestrian activated
crossing and sidewalk infill will provide a safe crossing and access for pedestrians who would otherwise need to
travel out of their way to find a safe crossing and existing multi-modal facilities to the school property. The
crossing and infill of sidewalk are two additional necessities that would create a safe multi-modal corridor from
South Junior High School to the Herb Brooks National Hockey Center on the St. Cloud State University Campus.

The City of St. Cloud and ISD 742 have a history of working in partnership and are continuing to do so with this
project. The second phase of this project would include a trail that will connect the public improvements to the
school building. Unfortunately, due to lack of funding, they were unable to participate in this solicitation, but
are committed to securing funding to complete Phase Il within the next five years.

Criteria #3 Bike/Pedestrian Facilities: 15 possible points

Explain the degree to which the proposed project would encourage/facilitate pedestrian and/or bicycle
transportation.

e Describe the main users of the proposed project by type (i.e., pedestrians vs. bicyclists) and approximate
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the anticipated number of users of the facility.

e Using either the SPACE or Justice 40 tool from page 3 and 4, describe how the proposed project will
benefit traditionally underserved populations or marginally disadvantaged (people with disabilities, low-
income, limited English-speaking capabilities, Black, Indigenous, People of Color (BIPOC), persons under
the age of 18 or over the age of 65, households without access to a motor vehicle [zero vehicle
households], etc.). Indicate in your response which tool you are using. Detail how this project may
adversely impact the traditionally underserved or marginally disadvantaged population and describe
mitigation strategies (if any) to prevent adverse impacts.

e Describe the relation to which the project provides access to likely generators of pedestrians and/or
bicycle activity. Include distances between likely generators. Provide maps as needed.

The installation of a pedestrian activated crossing and the related improvements along 13th Street South would
improve pedestrian safety in the area, specifically students walking to/from South Junior High and the Boys and
Girls Club, the COP house and the area apartments. Traffic volumes on 9th Avenue South are currently in excess
of 12,000 vehicles per day creating insufficient gaps for students to cross 9th Avenue South to South Junior High
School two blocks west. The corridor also connects South Side Boys and Girls Club and South Side Haws Park,
and the primary residences of many of South Junior High's student population.

According to the Justice 40 tool, the block groups east of 9th Avenue South exceed the 80th percentile threshold
of Black, Indigenous, and People-of-Color residents, as well as the 79th percentile of limited English speaking
persons. Households east of 9th Avenue South exceed the 95th percentile for low income population,
unemployment, and having no vehicle available. Finally, block groups east of 9th Avenue have high
concentrations of one or more historically underrepresented communities with higher than average likelihood
of not having access to affordable or reliable transportation. The current infrastructure creates barriers for kids
that may not have the resources needed to get to and from school, as well as some of the after-school programs
that are available.

This is an area that has a large population of traditionally underserved populations. It is critical to provide
infrastructure that allows for safe multi-modal travel for this area. There are a number of destinations within a
mile of the school that would be typical destinations for students after school. Those destinations include: Go
for It Gas and NY Gyro (<1/2 mile), the Boys and Girls Club and the COP house (<1/2 mile), and the SCSU campus,
including Hallenbeck Hall, Husky Stadium, Herb Brooks National Hockey Center, and the SCSU Recreation Center
(< 1 mile).

Criteria #4 Safety: 15 possible points
Explain the safety impacts of your project for potential users.

e Describe the existing conditions of the corridor for the proposed facility in terms of active transportation
user safety.

o Provide documentation of crash history (fatal/serious injury) if available or potential for
fatal/serious injuries.

e Detail the safety components of this proposed project (i.e., grade separated facility, protected bike
lanes, rectangular rapid flash beacons (RRFB), leading pedestrian intervals (LP1), marked crosswalks,
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traffic calming features, lighting, and other safety related infrastructure or providing for the collection of
data).

e Explain how this project safely integrates with other modes of transportation.

Traffic volumes on 9th Avenue South are currently in excess of 12,000 vehicles per day creating insufficient gaps
for students to cross 9th Avenue South to South Junior High School two blocks west. The corridor also connects
South Side Boys and Girls Club and South Side-Haws Park, and the primary residences of many of South Junior
High's student population. Currently there are no crosswalk markings or signage at this intersection that draws
the attention of drivers when pedestrians may be crossing. This adds to the difficulty of navigating the
intersection for pedestrians and drivers. There have been no fatal/serious injuries at this intersection, but a rear
end collision was caused by a pedestrian trying to unsafely cross at the intersection.

The pedestrian activated crossing will include an overhead flashing light system that will alert vehicles of a
pedestrian crossing. This will allow students to safely cross, as well as provide vehicles with adequate warning
of the need to slow down or stop for pedestrians. Proper advanced warning signage as well as pavement
markings will be installed along with the overhead flashing system. There is not a contiguous sidewalk that
leads to the school property, causing students to need to walk on the road. This is especially hazardous in the
winter when there is no other option than the roadway for pedestrians walking this corridor. On-street parking
is allowed, causing reduced lane widths for drivers and pedestrians to traverse. Along with the sidewalk
installation along the 13th Street South corridor, the City is working with local private utility companies to install
streetlighting.

Criteria #5 Feasibility: 20 possible points
Explain the feasibility of the project

e Explain your 20-year maintenance plan and any maintenance agreements that will be required with
other agencies in your proposed project. Include how many months per year this project will be
available for use in your response.

e Describe the extent of project development completed to date.

e Address any issues, environmental concerns, property ownership issues or design challenges. Include
any pertinent excerpts from completed feasibility documentation (e.g., scoping study, preliminary
engineering, etc.) for the project.

e Describe the environmental path you intend to follow. ldentify and explain if you are aware of any
needed permits.

e Explain how your agency will provide the necessary local match to leverage the federal TA program
funds requested and cover any additional (or ineligible) costs required for the completion of your
project.

e Applicants may be asked to provide additional documentation following application submittal.

This project has been identified in the South Junior High Safe Routes to School Plan. Discussions and
coordination are ongoing between ISD 742 and the City of St. Cloud, with the City taking the lead. The project is
in the pre-design phase, where the scope of the project has been defined. If funding is attained, survey work
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will be performed 1 — 2 years prior to construction, with the environmental documentation documents and
project design scheduled to be developed and submitted concurrently. We do not anticipate environmental or
right-of-way concerns as the improvements appear to fit the existing right-of-way, and the project limits have
already been disturbed.

The improvements proposed with the project would be installed within the existing right-of-way. The City of St.
Cloud has included a resolution of maintenance for the improvements. Per City of St. Cloud policy, the adjacent
property owners would be responsible for snow removal in the winter.

The local match will be met with general obligation bonds. The City will continue to seek grants such as Active
Transportation grants for funding as well. Even if the AT funding is not obtained, the City is committed to
funding the local match with the GO Bonds.

Criteria #6 Right of Way: 10 possible points
Describe the status of right-of-way acquisition

e If right of way is needed, describe the process you plan to follow for acquisition.

e If applicable, be sure to include in your response the status of interagency agreements or permits, status
of funds for purchasing right-of-way, and any work that requires collaboration with rail.

e |f working with rail, provide details of negotiations, estimated completion date and any supporting
documentation.

The existing right-of-way widths for the first phase of the project should be adequate for the installation of the
pedestrian crossing at 9th Avenue South and for the sidewalk installation along 13th Street South. If right-of-
way is needed, the City of St. Cloud will follow the Delegated Contral Process for Local Agency Federal Aid
Projects when acquiring right-of-way for projects. This process is typically done the year before the project is to
be constructed.
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Sponsoring Agency Resolution

Notes:

e Aresolution of sponsorship from the sponsoring agency is required for each project. The resolution
must be approved by an eligible sponsoring agency. Please attach an original signed copy of the
resolution. An example of sample language which can be used by a sponsoring agency is listed below.

Sample Resolution Language

Be it resolved that [city, county, or agency name] agrees to act as sponsoring agency for the project identified as
[project name] seeking [type of funding seeking] and has reviewed and approved the project as proposed.
Sponsorship includes a willingness to secure and guarantee the local share of costs associated with this project
and responsibility for seeing this project through to its completion, with compliance of all applicable laws, rules,
and regulations.

Be it further resolved that [sponsoring agency contact person name] is hereby authorized to act as agent on
behalf of this sponsoring agency.

Certification

| hereby certify that the foregoing resolution is a true and correct copy of a resolution adopted by [city, county,
or agency name] on this [date] day of [month], [year].

SIGNED: WITNESSED:
(Signature) (Signature)
(Title) (Title)
(Date) (Date)
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Resolution Agreeing to Maintain Facility

Notes:

e A Resolution agreeing to maintain the facility for its useful life is also required for each project. The
resolution must be approved by an eligible sponsoring agency. Please attach an original signed copy of
the resolution. An example of sample language which can be used by a sponsoring agency is listed
below.

Sample Resolution Language

WHEREAS: The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) requires that states agree to operate and maintain
facilities constructed with federal transportation funds for the useful life of the improvement and not change
the use of right of way or property ownership acquired without prior approval from the FHWA; and

WHEREAS: Transportation Alternatives projects receive federal funding; and

WHEREAS: the Minnesota Department of Transportation (MnDOT) has determined that for projects
implemented with alternative funds, this requirement should be applied to the project proposer; and

WHEREAS: [city county or agency name] is the sponsoring agency for the transportation alternatives project
identified as [project name].

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: the sponsoring agency hereby agrees to assume full responsibility for the
operation and maintenance of property and facilities related to the aforementioned transportation alternatives
project.

Certification

| hereby certify that the foregoing resolution is a true and correct copy of a resolution adopted by [city, county,
or agency name] on this [date] day of [month], [year].

SIGNED: WITNESSED:
(Signature) (Signature)
(Title) (Title)
(Date) (Date)
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Application Checklist

Letter of intent was reviewed, and Regional Planner approved the applicant complete the full application.

Applicant and sponsoring agency have read and are fully aware of the requirements described in the TA
Solicitation Guidebook.

General Information section completed.

Project Budget section completed. TA Program applicants in ATP-3 have a minimum eligible project cost of
$100,000 and a maximum request of $800,000.

X ATP Project Evaluation section completed.

Sponsoring Agency Resolution completed.

Resolution Agreeing to Maintain Facility completed.

X Required Signatures have been obtained.

Required attachments for Applicants requesting TA Program funds

X Legible project location map showing project termini and featured locations described in the narrative
portion of the application.

Other enclosures for Applicants requesting TA Program funds
Documentation of financial support (letters, agreements, etc.).
Documentation of plans and public participation.

X Project schedule.

X Maps, graphics, photos, typical sections.

Application Submittal

Applicant is seeking TA Program funds and submitted, by January 12, 2024, 15 hard copies and 1 electronic
version of the application to:

Jeff Lenz

MN Department of Transportation

District 3 — Baxter

7694 Industrial Park Road, Baxter, MN 56425
218/828-5808

Email: Jeff.Lenz@state.mn.us
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Signatures

Notes: Signatures are required from the following — project applicant; sponsoring agency engineer, if different
than the project applicant; a representative of the local unit of government in which the project Is located; and
the MPO Executive Director, if the project is located in a MPO area.

P a 7 1 /%/ 24

{Appﬂcant Signature) [ {Date)

Py B \ /8/ 24
(Spo

soring Agency Engﬂ:e-e@gnaturej (Date)

Q A (4[24

(Local Unit of Government Signature) (Date,l'
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SCHEDULE OF PRICES

Unknown Project Number

13th Street South & 9th Ave Intersection Improvements

Attachment 4C.

ITEM | MnDOT EST. UNIT
NO. NO. ITEM UNIT Qry. PRICE AMOUNT
Surfac

1 2021.501 |MOBILIZATION LUMP SUM | $10,000.00 1.00 $10,000.00
2 2104.618 |REMOVE CONCRETE SQ. FT. $4.00 1500.00 $6,000.00
3 2104.505 |REMOVE CONCRETE PAVEMENT SQ. YD. $8.00 500.00 $4,000.00
4 2104.505 |REMOVE/REPLACE BITUMINOUS PAVEMENT LIN. FT. $15.00 200.00 $3,000.00
5 2104.511 |SAWING CONCRETE PAVEMENT (FULL DEPTH) LIN. FT. $8.00 200.00 $1,600.00
6 2104.513 |SAWING BITUMINOUS PAVEMENT (FULL DEPTH) LIN. FT. $6.00 24.00 $144.00
7 2105.507 |COMMON EXCAVATION CU. YD. $70.00 200.00] $14,000.00
8 2123.610 [STREET SWEEPER (WET PICKUP TYPE BROOM) HOUR $200.00 10.00 $2,000.00
9 2301.504 |CONCRETE PAVEMENT 6" SQ. YD. $115.00 50.00 $5,750.00
10 | 2411.518 |MODULAR BLOCK RETAINING WALL SQ. FT. $85.00 100.00 $8,500.00
[l 2521.518 |4 CONCRETE WALK SQ. FT. $11.00 3500.00 $38,500.00
12 | 2521.518 |6" CONCRETE WALK SQ. FT. $20.00 2500.00 $50,000.00
13 | 2531.503 |CONCRETE CURB AND GUTTER DESIGN B618 LIN. FT. $25.00 300.00 $7,500.00
14 | 2531.603 |CONCRETE CURB DESIGN V LIN. FT. $40.00 50.00 $2,000.00
15 | 2563.601 |TRAFFIC CONTROL LUMP SUM |  $2,500.00 1.00 $2,500.00
16 | 2565.616 |FLASHING BEACON SYSTEM - OVERHEAD ARM SYSTEM $40,000.00 1.00 $40,000.00
17 | 2573.531 |STORM DRAIN INLET PROTECTION EACH $250.00 7.00] $1,750.00
18 | 2575.601 |SITE RESTORATION LUMP SUM | $10,000.00 1.00 $10,000.00
19 | 2582.501 [SIGNING AND PAVEMENT MARKING LUMP SUM |  $5,000.00 1.00 $5,000.00
Subtotal Surface| $ 212,244.00

SUBTOTAL $ 212,244.00

Design Contingency / Soft Costs (5%)] $ 10,612.20

Inflation Contingency (1%)] $ 2,228.56

ESTIMATED TOTAL CONSTRUCTION COST  $ 225,084.76

Engineering Cost (17% of Total Construction Cost)l $ 38,264.41

ESTIMATED TOTAL COST $ 263,349.17
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TYPICAL SECTION FOR 15TH STREET SOUTH SIDEWALK — TRAVELING WEST

4” CONCRET