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DI SCLAI MER AND TITLE VI ASSURANCE

DI SCLAI MER

The preparation of this document was funded in part by the UnitedeS68tthartoewsgDer
the Minnesota Department of Transportation, the Feder al Hi ghway Aidoal nif satnda i
was provided | ocally by the member jurisdictions of the Saint CloudSAereaanPl a
County, City of Sartell, City of Sauk Rapids, City of Saint Cl oamndl, STinty OI o
Metropolitan Transit Commission. The United States Government and otrhee St at e
thereof .

This document does not constitute a standard, specification, or oé¢,@qudrad itome
Saint Cloud Area Planning Organization does not endorse 6pamdscmayoapmeauf abe
only because they are considered essential to the objective of this document
The contents of this document reflect the views of the author s, awpeos earteed e s p
herein. The contents do not necessarily reflect the policies of the State an
TI TLE VI ASSURANCE

The Saint Cloud Area Planning Organization (APO) hereby gives pwihtl TcthetWVMteo
the Ciwvil Rights Act of 1964 and the Civil Rights Restoration Acdterodt 4887, E
statutes and regul ations in al/l programs and activities Titl e nolnatsisamals a@mh
be excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits of, orctvditthye rfwiirs ewhs
the APO receives Federal financi al assistance. Any person who bel pareescehby
the APO has a right to file a formal compl aint with the APO, MnDOTIlied wihteh U.
the BSPQitle VI Compliance Manager within one hundred eighty (180) daesFofrol |
more information, or to obtain a Title VI Discrimination Cwwp. atinlto Fdamg. @i &
you can view a copy at our offices at 1040 County Road 4, Saint Cloud, MN 56¢
Cl WAANKA VI EE XAQIIT JI NTA

Ururka Qorsheynta Deegaanka ee Cloud Cloud (APO) wuxuu hal kan ku si ibnuaxydaaa o0 g
u hoggaansanto Cinwaanka VI ee Xuquugda Mzeédninga Leaqlagd4dai WMadimamgai g& 3IVE 7,
ee ku saabsan Cadaal adda Deegaanka, lyo gaynuunada iyo gawaaniinta Ixuwxiriir
xaqiijinayaa in gqofna, sabab asal, midab, ama asal qgaran ah, | agmahraededbii doadr
| agul a takoorin barnaami|j kasta ama waxgabad ee APO ay ku hesho kaalunikda mas
xanaaqay f al sharci darro ah oo takoor ay ku sameysay APO wuxuu xaq uUS eeyalht
DOT. Cabasho kasta oo kale waa inay ahaataa mid qoraal ah | agana xaraly s\ aa n
waa boqol iyo siddeetan (180) maal mood gudahood taari khda dhacday marekriii | a
ah, ama si aad u hesho FodmkaeofChbasBadwa&anlae 'VI kalasooc Foom', fadloaund k a
APOwww. st cl oudammaomw@dxaad ka ar ki kartaa nuqul xafiiskayaga 1040 County Roa


https://stcloudapo.org/
https://stcloudapo.org/

TI' TLE VI ASSURANCE AND TI TLE ASSURANCE

GARANTEA DEL TETULO VI

La Organizaci-n de Planificaci- -n del Crea de Saint Cloud (APO emadiendla®sAP Od a |
cumplir plenamente con el T2tulo VI de |l a Ley de Derechos Civile$89d8e dO6Hay
Orden Ejecutiva 12898 sobre Il a Justicia Ambiental, y | os estatutdaseds. rkElgl ame
T2tul o VI asegura que ninguna persona, por motivos de raza, color,se hacpodant§
negar | os beneficios de, o de alg¥%n modo podr8 ser objeto de di sxwmudami hac AP
recibe asistencia financiera Federal. Cual quier persona que cr egeappue |hha AsSPIOd c
SAI NT CLOUD AREA PLANNI NG ORGANI ZATI ON TRANSPORTATI ON PERFORMANCE MONI TORI NC
presentar un reclamo formal con | a APO MnDOT o U.S. DOT. Cual quieradadatestobs
Gerente de Cumplimiento del T2tulo VI de |l a APO dentro de | os cienlt presheahtses
ocurrencia discriminatoria. Para obtener m8s informaci-n, o para lodlt,enear un
favor, dir2zgete al Sitio welwwdieskal AROQade .plizeigrts @leaoudin(@a copia en nuestra of]
4, Saint Cloud, MN 56303.

TI' TLE |1 ASSURANCE

The Saint Cloud Area Planning Organization (APO) herby gives puibtlthhee noti ce t
Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (ADA) and the Rehabilitdtemgaun ahAdtonsf i
al | programs and activities. Title |11 of the Americans with Diesndcleisl ittoi @ @a klAect
appropriate steps to ensure that communications with applicant se spaerftfiecctpiavnet
communi cations with others. Any person who believes they have beenOadgsgrai eved
right to file a for mal compl aint with the APO, MnDOT, or the U. St amM@®TonAny s
about the alleged discrimination such as name, address, phone nurikEerolblf emomp
Al ternative means of filing complaints, such as personal i ntervhleass aor a t ap
reasonabl e modi fication for persons with disabilities upon reque$t/sheCro/nph eaiirn
designee as soon as possible but no | ater than sixty (60) calendaéh Oialysed awi E
the BSP&xecutive Director. For more information, or to obtain a Discriinmienat i
(www. stcloudgamao. yrow can view a copy at our offices at 1040 County Road 4, Sa



https://stcloudapo.org/
https://stcloudapo.org/

ASSURANCE

Cl WAANKA 1| 1| EE XAQI T JI NTA

Hay' adda Qorsheynta ee Saint Cloud Area Organisation (APO) waxay siuixslaagagey
hoggaansanto Sharciga Naafada Mareykanka ee 1990 (ADA) iyo Sharciga Baxnaani
gawaaniinta | a xiriira Dhammaan barnaamijyada iyo nashaadaadka. Qodobka |1 ¢
yahay dhammaan hay'adaha gobol ka iyo kuwa maxalliga ah inay gaadaarshiol | aaboc
codsadayaasha, ka geybgal ayaasha, iy xubnaha bul shada naafada ah kay au oloa mi
aaminsan inuu ka xanaaqay f al sharci darro ah oo takooris ah oo ay sambgpsay
APO, MnDOT, ama US DOT. Cabasho kasta oo noocan oo kale ahi waa inay mhaat aa
takoorida | a soo sheegay sida magaca, cinwaanka, taleefan | ambar k a aal.abkasthada
kale oo | agu xareeyo cabashada, sida wareysiyada shagsiyeed ama capaddal iduut
karo macquul ahaan dadka naafada ah markii | a codsado. Ashtakooyinka waa in
wakiil kiisa sida ugu dhakhsaha badan 3 SAI NT CLOUD AREA PLANNI NG ORGANI ZATI C
REPORT 2019 ee suurtogal ka ah |l aakiin aan ka dambayn | ixdan (60) amaesad¢ anood t
waana in | agu fayl gareeyaa Agaasimaha Fulinta APO. Macl uumaad -Tdehkececari i dddg,n faa
eeg bogga internetka eewvwwlsotucd oQildoaumionaoPv@a x dad ka ar ki kartaa nuqul xafiiskay
Cl oud, MN 56303.

GARANTEA DEL TETULO 11

La Organizaci -n e Planificaci-n del Crea de Saint Cloud (APO emadiendla®A)P Od & |
cumplir plenamente con | a Ley sobre | os Estadounidenses con Discapadd dlad7 A e
(Ley de Rehabilitaci-n) y con | os estatutos y reglamentos en toldooss | os progr
Estadounidenses con Discapacidad de 1990 (ADA en ingl ®s) requierengalsse todas
medi das adecuadas para asegurar que |l a comunicaci-n con | os aplicemstes,t part
efectiva como | a comunicaci-n con otros. Cual qui er persona que creenmue Cual
pr8ctica discriminatoria il egal por I a APO tiene el derecho de pruwiseantder un
estos reclamos debe ser por escrito y debe contener informaci - -n eoibrne, lel pr e
n“mero de tel ®f ono del denunciante, y |l a ubicaci - n, l a fecha y Iltaaudce gcercil ppano-
tales como una entrevista personal O una grabaci-n de audio del r pad almos est
personas con discapacidades a petici-n. Los reclamos deben ser presndgntadcos g
sea posible pero no m8s tarde de sesenta (60) d2as naturales despus®sades!| a p
ante el Director Ejecutivo de | a APO. Para obtener m8s informaci -mpoo pawvarcg
dirzgete al Sitio web dewww. APOl ded Spo paure@@kbosudef( una copia en nuestra oficirt
Cl oud, MN 56303.
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ADTAverage Daily Traffic. MPCAMi nnesota Pollution Control Agency.
APOSaint Cloud Area Planning Organi zBIPOM®tropolitan Planning Organizati on.
AQlIl Air Quality I ndex. MTCSaint Cloud Metropolitan Transit Coml
ATACActive Transportation Advisory Corrﬁ’miBtutSe)e'.

CNGCompressed Natur al Gas . MTPMetropolitan Transportation Pl an.
DOTDepartment of Transportation. NCB Northstar Commuter Bus.

CR:County Road. NHSNati onal Hi ghway System.

CSAHCounty -8i dt i ghway . NHTSANati onal Hi ghway Traffic Safety Adm
D3:Mi nnesota Department of Transportaly'iDWﬁD%\%asttiroincatl 3P.erformance Management Re
DARDI @atRi de . NTDNational Transit Database.

DEEDMi nnesota Department of EmploymenPtBPaPnecffé)cromr?g]%Pg (IE\‘?QIHBB—Q'

ment . SEPSt akehol der Engagement Pl an.

DI vVDi gi t al I nspection Vehicle. SGRState of Good Repair.

EDREconomic Devel opment Regi on. SOVSi ngldcecupancy Vehicle.

FAST AEitxing America's Surface Tr anspsorrctsati inan CAotu.d Regi onal Airport.
FHWAFederal Highway Administration. ST|IPRtatewide Transportation | mprovement
FRFi xed Route. TACSaint CIl| @udleikPhni cal Advi sory Commi tt
FTAFederal Transit Administration. TERMTransit Economic Requirements Model
GPSGl obal Positioning System. THTrunk Highway.

HPMSHi ghway Performance Monitoring Sy$tPemansportation | mprovement Progr am.
HSI PHi ghway Safety | mprovement ProgramPMRTransportation Performance Managemen
|l RlIl:nternational Roughness I ndex. Tr-CAPTr-County Action Program.

MAP21 Moving Ahead for Progress in th&MPildsnhsfentariyoMcSystem Management .
MN:Mi nnesot a. TTTRELruck Travel Time Reliability.
MnDOTMiIi nnesota Department of TransporvtvartVieohni.cl e Mil es Travel ed.
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APO Pl anning

Metropo“tanand The Saint Cloud Area Planning Organiza

- independent , regi onal body responsi bl e
UrbanlzedArea for the Saint Cloud metropolitan area.

Brockway Township regiGonMet ropolitan Planninga@rgani zati (
organi zati onal body created under the

‘ Legend 1962 and 1973 designed in part to coor

sf:;;‘;n e [ metropolitan Area pl anning effort_s for wurban areag wi th

Township Census Defined Urban Area 50, 000. MP Os , |l i ke the APO, assi st | oc

National Highway System deciding how federal transportation fu

Bodies of Water the planning area.

‘E' I The APO Urbanized Area is designated b

Les“k_ﬁr— every census year. Criteria for defini
TownShipJS4d s_,u!k,,ap,-ds popul ation density and density of deve
T°"S'"'P ) ) a 2year planning boundary that net onl

Minden Township defined Urbanized Ar e a, but al so consi

/ growth within that time period.
S The APO is comprised of member jurisdi

Benton County, Sherburne County, City
Sartell, City of Sauk Rapids, City of
Joseph, LeSauk Township, and Saint Clo
Commi ssion (MTC). The cities of Rockuvi
Saint August a, along with Brockway Tow
Mi nden Townshi p, Sauk Rapids Townshi p,
int Joseph Townshi p, and Watab Towns
the designated APO planning boundary b
e
u

Saint Wendel Township

D\

'~ Saint
Joseph

Saint Joseph Waite Park
Township

4
)

Rockville ? Saint Augusta

Haven Township Sai

[}
nci es. I nstead they are represented

i
nties. The APO works cooperatively
Department of Transportation (MnDOT) i
activities in the region.

05/20/2020 W%,E AP}@\ 1 9 6 6 1 3 ! ; O 9 3

0o 1 2 4 6 . :
\ - Year the APO Esti mated popul ati
les

i ncorporatecCloud APO planning

Data Source: U.S. CenxWl9 BAmeraiugamr 0Adbmmu-¥eay Hurvey
Esti mates
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Perfor mance Measur es

Strategic Direction

The APO and Performance Measures ArThe APO is developing a collaborat
and objectives with Iinkages bet wee
This Transportation Performance Mon|tor|ng,r|3%;a%rr SOTPMRL | T REhEdessassel | 0fhei
performance measures thaté wirldgrtasas kt dvhaer g
achievement of transportation & oMdtsr amEo |die EEEEERCEEEESE-N NN
Transportation Plan (MTP). Performance me€¥ - - - - - : -
a benchmark to evaluate and quanti—lbasedogr‘*’TerEes.Apl'Qns p%ed!flod hmatel vely develop
approach is meant to improve accountabilitUpdegfsEtaadrbpeseline&sornsd, ssppotnarget
invest ments, assess risks related to dlff@reélfllorﬁ‘é‘t”f: rfd5&é& -1 evels, and
increase transparency. This progress repo of
the region to help the APO and its pl anni [EaEcESEEcEENFY:F: ok T-To R i Wr-W ol N N0
current and anticipated performance of th y ™
well it is moving towards achieving the g&als& As,FfCét'eSd q%fdtrrﬁle\ngmpa(prd@ctass for
Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP). understanding current and future pg¢
and develop strategies.
The APO approved its 2045 MTP in October 01 0 = 2 5 S f
i ncorporated federally mandated pe Programming
including but not I imited to, thos .
staff have been working to develop a vari eithye oAP®tihserd ewdIf opimbBg s dprgprafedyrr maamu
to assist in future planning and project mephemdeonbbgyi amd phedcieRednhalts wi ¢ us
t he i entified performance measures to futbbherfalkicgnagenhcgnigoand ;;fdlettee mi ne
projects with the overall gwlal s and objecidio¢@medt sthand identify funding cor
Based on the Transportation Pﬂbﬂoa{snsaens:semewlrﬁtﬁ‘zg él%éﬁltl e needs across performar
tool , the APO i s currenFIy wor king Monitoring and Adjustment
devel oping phase. Work is underway to str
performance management in the APO. A trangppd tRpd oins PELF QIrdRiINEE a pl an for s
management framework is being defined to RBreykede MmohdRBeNhgae¢li@AStbhets stre
organization and across different planningnpnanddRrFogr yEmMi Ry t§f 6bMCHLEFOBY Lt put, oL
Modi fi cations to dat collection and manage@guenRyooes Qs adalRP| #RAkLYDNS exter
tools are being planned in order to betteran@umjggrrts the performance
framewor k. Organi zati onal roles are beingess - 3 Samme g s ni n
and workforce devel opment in support of t RN SEEEeNeRENEN o RENONe N Wi NV I ENE- T SN BNl
management is being developed.
AThe APO is defining requirements f
ensure consistency, alignment with
provision of actionable informatior

y


https://stcloudapo.org/current-plans/
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/tpm/

roducti on

Or mance Measures

AT
What are Performance Measures? . >
Performance measures are indicators of proc
attaining a goal, objective, or target (a ¢
future performance).
What is Transportation Performance Manageme
Transportation Performance Management (TPM)
strategic approach that use_s system i nf or me Performance measures help to e:
performance measures to assist poli rbsoa'lns,orodoﬁrectives, and strategi
to achieve performance goals. monitoring®&timésAPON attai nment
Performance measures al so commi
What is Perf®Bramamnceéel anning? ARt owar d achieving goals in tran:
PerformBAased Planning (PBP) is the pcryograms such as the MTP and T
goal s, objectives, and performance drive the
devel opment of strategiesgammgde prioriti eS ong
pl anning documents |ike the MTP. Th dEBecr formance measures are used t
documents such -asrtmhéerahepbdbrtation assess the financial policies f
programming document, the Transport among programs such as highway
| mprovement Program (Tl P) have beco DENEENINNI e psf em expansion, public transp
for how an agency intends to achiev Maki ng medtimodal trails, etc. These p
performance outcomes. in the TIP. Deci sion makers al s
trends i mpacting transportati on

How does the APO use performance measures?

Because t@het AROsportation system i mg
needs exceed available funding, r es:q(

After projects are selected, p¢
hierl Wwe s toe dnoinfi t or the efficiency

the most strategic, effective, and Project pa Yo j e ssi lmlnal. services. Perfor m.
Performance measur esif e @ nale as ef ul support organizational and ope:
integrated i®toplamheai ABOpractice on SN ANEAN nmprovement s.

|l evel s as indicated in the adjacent
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Perfor mance Measur es

Why does the APO use Performance

8§ To assess how @®elmultth enocARO

functidoinnenlgudi ng feedback from and

stakehol der organizations.

§ To assess how effectively and
projects, and services are

citizens and to foster co

§ To demonstrate transparency
I
systems of i s

APO member jur

Why set targets?

Federal regulations require the
performance targets for each perfo
regi onal target(s). The APO has
each of the performance measures
Overall, the targets established
be of | imited value to the APO,

AP® existing conditions and

the APO can focus on
t owar d

|l ocali zed

wor K achieving the goal s

INPUTS ACTIVITIES
Examples: Examples:

« Agency Staff ’ » Maintenance

» Equipment « Construction

- Facilities « Planning

- Funding - Operations

efficiently transportation
being

especi8a
priorities.
i ssues a
establi

Measur es?

transpor tWhioi grtsysthemtias get s?
coll aboration with ke
APO staff along wi't pl a®nTeghmpiacaiher

Advi sory
Commi ssi on
establish these targets.

progr ams,
delivered.

andg acco¥hita b’ e ttyhet odesShe efddpgharacteristics
aborati onMeeStUfe®eSn® t he transportation
dictions

‘'§ Measur abloedbadat d s quanti fiabl e and

year after year.
t& €Dt ReadIENMEDd pradtavMmDORYr get setting
mancéumeasucendoti nsSet its own
ided to set its own targets for
§ Clear to the publ i cdAdnldowso |Ipiecryf noar krearnsc
storytelling to citizens and pol i cyma
MnDOT have been determined to
AggnwhehasomphtoeedbdMepabhuenreagsenotysacti
r 8tyh eard otpft @ m gi mp &c to wnf teaxtgerntsgl factor
nd target funding that wil!/l
shed in the MTP

PERFORMANCEMEASURES

QUTPUTS OUTCOMES

’ Example: Example:
» Mile of pavement + % pavement in good
condition

resurfaced ’

M N

Commi ttee & TPAA)i,c yt hBeo aARJIO an d

8 To provide information to sumaglkirng.anMetirnofpoorlni tdaenc iTsriaonns i t ( MTC)
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Perfor mance Measur es

Feder al Performance Measures. The first federally required perfo
) ) and ends on Dec. 31, 2021. Excepti
The Moving Ahead for Progress i421t)he rzéécﬁw&)}anéz&'fré/tf‘c'[tr(&/'rﬁfit management
signed into | aw in 2012, included sevgdad aPrYOé’ﬁrﬁdé’lnscélh@ﬁdéﬂlyé?é:rt'rVéeﬂd’rti
are transforming the Feder al surface transportation program to be
focused on the achievement of perfor mhacgetosteotmaelsl.i shed should be reason
) ] ) of trends and projections of future
The Fixing America's Surface Tra”Spor;Sraéj'@é‘ts(FiAdsérﬁtiAfCitedSi'lg”telﬁje"f‘lP MT P
2015, built -2hfh thenyAP and ptreorvr'ndfetdndlgt;pggstlng infrastructure completed by
certainty for surface transportation éﬁ‘értaé\X/ﬁéJWitb‘§ei|P|taﬁ1é”/&|§0a|6‘ldanning ar
lnvestment. accordance with Federal Highw&y Admi
The graphic below contains the I|ist orfenge.%lrem%rI]j‘; rpfeeeh%qrreedru:es |ShOUIhd ble
performance measures: condil ti on erformance evel s t_at €
of | oohgem performance expectations i
devel oped by state departments of tr
Roadwa.y .Acces hééé\%ay Manag Rqadwgy Met r og
adway Saf Mobility, a itality and
. : and Preserva on
Connecti vit Devel opment
§ Number of fatali®Bi dsnual percent of lIpretresrosnt ate syste@ Truck Travel Ti me
-mi |l es traveled onpalement conditionBeliability Index.
§ Rate of fatalitiesypnterstate and non
§ Number of serious ' Nterstate Nati ohaVon nterstate NHS
R Hi ghway System thaPRt@Va§ment conditions.
§ R . _ reliable. 8§ Bridge conditions.
at e (0] seril ous nj I’IeS
Sltl CRChICk Reéaa‘ljran5|t Mechani cal
§ Number of non eqU|pment, facil Ifallurensd.
motorized fatalitiéd®ldhdg stock.
serious injuries

§ Transit Economic
§ Transit Safety. Requirements Model
( TERM) scale for transit.



Go al 1: Mai ntain and Enhance Transportation Safety

Devel op and maintain a transportation system that is user s

Photos courtesy




1: Mai ntain and Enhance Transportation Safety

Cloud APO Transportation Results Scorecard

Measur e 2019 Tar2019 Rec Mu |l tYiear Tr end Anal ysi s

Number of Crashes Five The 2019 five year rollin
Year Rolling Average: . number of crashes was 2,7
Number of crashestP{oFlmge 53.4% increase from the 20
consecutive yea-rs f'dlecétgr(éﬁ’wgz £ rolling average of 2,701
2019) , di viding by IFlve, and “ increase from the 10 year
rounding to the nearest whol e o m h e e m e .o 2013. The APO desires the
number . B8 & 8 R R & & & 8 of crashes to decrease.
Rate of Crashes Five Year
Rol | in Av r: f . .
c?asheg pel\fumll%e(e) moillion vehicle The five year rolling ave
crash rate in 2019 was at

214.305

2012 feleENekl:}
Pk 203,216

214.041

is a 1.9% decrease from t
high of 227.263 in 2018.
desires the total crash r

miles traveled (VR@&)f dbomahi§
consecutive yea-rs Kmdiecatdggg'goz
2019) , di viding by five, and
rounding to the thousandth

deci mal pl ace.

Desired Trend

205.172
206.043

2010
2011
2014
2015
2016
2017
2018
2019

Number of Fatalities Five Target 8.6
Year Rolling Average: : :
. . The five year rolling ave

Number of fatalities for each of . . .
the most recent five T in 2019 was 9.0. This is

. < 8.6 IC) 0 5 from the 10 year | ow of 6
consecutive years (1 .e., 2015 g .

. . ; . g i s a 10 year high. The AP
2019), dividing by five, and ' 2019 target of less than
rounding to the tenth deci mal 9

2014
2015
2016
2017
2018
2019

o - ™ (4]
=1 - - -
o o o o
o o o ]

pl ace.



Go al 1: Mai ntain and Enhance Transportation Safety

Saint Cloud APO Transportation Results Scorecard

Measur e 2019 Tar2019 Recs Mu | tYiear Tr end Anal ysi s
Rate of Fatalities Five Year
Rolling AveCalgeul ati on Taract 0.730 . .
of the number of fatalities per ° The 2019 five year ro|||n_q

100 million VMT (100M VMT) fatality rate was 0.731.

for each of the most. r ntf Eincrease from the 2018 f i

. O'/efc? %%é’le T average and a 30.5% incre:
consecutive years i .e. 2015 Z

. 810 year | ow of 0.560 from

2019), adding the results, :

: : ; . . set a 2019 fatality rate
dividing by five, and rounding g 2 8 o % wm g o5 o8 g 0 730
to the thousandth deci mal fomomomo R R R ' '
pl ace
Number of Suspected The five year rolling avel
Serious I njuries Five Year suspected serious injurie:
Rol I'i ng Avélddigtei:on of Target 23.0 24.8. This is a 7.8% incr.
the number of suspected g five year rolling average
serious injuries fox 23cthh o4t Be g The 2019 five year rollin:
most recent five consecutive Eremains bel ow the 10 year
years (i .-2019p2015 reported in 2010. The APO
dividing by five, and rounding 2 2 % 8 3 5 2 5 8 12 2019 target of |l ess than
to the tenth deci mal pl ace. injuries.
Rate of Suspected Serious
I njuries Five Year Rolling .

] . The five year rolling ave
Averadgea:!l cul ation of the suspected serious iniur |
number of suspected serious P . . J y-
. . . . . 2.006. While this is an il
injuries per 100 million VMT for Target 1.946 . .

: - 2018 five year rolling avi
each of the most recent five 5 numbers remain bel ow the
consecutive years (i 1e9462035006 E . |

: g of 3.117 reported in 2010
2019) , adding the result s, 8 . . .
di viding by five and rounding set a serious injury rate
, than 1. 946.

2014
2015
2016
2017
2018
2019

o - o 2]
- - - -
o o o o
o o I o

to the thousandth deci mal
pl ace.
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Measur e 2019 Tar2019 Rec Mu |l tYiear Tr end Anal ysi s
Number of-MbDNbori zed
Fatalities and Suspected
Serious I njuries Five Year Target 8.2 The five year rolli-ng ave
Rol l i ng AvAddigtei:on of motorized fatalities and
the number-mofomnioned Einjuries in 2019y ewars hai.gh,.
fatalities and suspec®e2 ser8i.dus %This is a 4.9% increase f
injuries for each of the most Efive year rolling average
recent five consecutive years had set a 2019 target of
(i .e. ,-2@Da%B, dividing by ER - - - fatalities and suspected
five, and rounding to the tenth
deci mal pl ace.

Number of Chemical
|l mpairment Crashes Five
Year Rolling Average:

Additionnwmbéth eof The five year average for

crashes wherein the ?Iriver had Echemlcal |mpa|rmenF crash

been drinking or e"(lgrmgpﬁgg 8 3 at 90.8 from the five yea

for each of the mog?dlrg%te%{ - greported in 2010 of 105.6

five consecutive years (i .e., h|gh?. Th? APQ desires th

201-8019) dividing by five chemical i mpairment crash

and rounding to the tenth

deci mal pl ace.

Percent of Chemical

I mpairment Crashes Five The percent of chemical i

Year Rolling Average: crashes for the five year

Addition of the number of 2019 was 3.3% This is a

Gividea by the toP&lFREMEEES0au § point decrease from the 1
y F”?hca §re- 3 4.7% in 2010. The APO des

crashes for each o the most £ percent of chemical i mpai

recent five consecutive years to decrease.

(i .e. ,-2@D9)%5, dividing by g 7 o o9 3 2 g on o=w og

five, and rounding to the tenth fonono R mem s

deci mal pl ace, expressed as a

M p
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w <T ® 0O

Measur e 2019 Tar2019 Rec Mu |l tYiear Tr end Anal ysi s
Number of Fat al and Suspected
Serious Injury Chemical The five year average for
Il mpairment Crashes Five Year and suspected serious i nj
Rol I'i ng AvéAddagteiron of the & . i mpairment crashes in 201
number of fatal and sypg rtrﬁgnce51 dM: is a 23.5% decrease from
serious injury crashes e?2 T .
driver had been drlnklﬂ rd ing g rolling average of 6.8 re
drugs for each of the most recent © 2011, 2012, and 2014. The
five consecutive years (i.e., 2015 o R fatal and suspected serio
2019), dividing by five, and S 2 8 & 8 8 8 8 8§ & chemical impairment crash
rounding to the tenth deci mal pl ace.
Percent of Fat al and Suspected
Serious I njury Chemical
| mpairment Crashes Five Year The percent of fatal and
Rolllng Avﬁeddaigtei:on of t he serious |njury chemical
numper of fatal and'suspected g crashes for the five yea
sertous Anjpury cheml_cal_ 8 o £ £ 2019 was 15. 9 %. This is
i mpairment crashes RBevifdeadnaryc ehe % 8 alz B I .
total number of fataln@iri(tatorlS 9 % ~ :E épercenFage oi nt deereas
suspected serious injury crashes a year high of 23.8% in 20
for each of the most recent five desires the percent of f
consecutive years (i.e., 2015 gggggggggg serious i jury chemical
2019), dividing by five, and crashes t decrease.
rounding to the tenth deci mal
pl ace, expressed as a percent.
Di stracted Driving Crashes Five
Year Rol | i ng AAdvdeirtaigoen: .
of the number of crashes of all The fi e year average fo
types involving distracted driving _distra te_d driving crash
for each.of t he mosbe[} ernn]’]ar{ége %32448 ThIS I S a 46. 1% d
consecutive yea-rs (Ilﬁdlcat 244.8 : 10 year high of 454.2 re
2019), dividing by five d° = 2011 five year rolling a
rounding to the tenth deC|maI desires the number of di
place. - - - crashes to decrease.
*Statewide definition of distracted driving was

redefined in 2015
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Measur e 2019 Tar2019 Rec Mu | tYiear Tr end Anal ysi s
Percent of Distracted
Driving Crashes Five Year
Rol |l i ng AvAddigtei;on of the The percent of distracted
number of crashes of all types NBE for the five year period e
involving d's”a“elge??'ovr'npagnc%ge A H B T was 9. 3% This is a 10.7 i
divided by the total nymber o 3% 2 t point decrease from the 1(
crashes for each of ltﬂ‘alfﬁoastt S E 20.0% reported in both 20!
recent five consecutive years (i .e., e The APO desires the percer
201-3019), and rounding to the Sz & % o328 5o%o3 driving crashes to decreas
tenth decimal place, expressed as & & & &8 8 & & & R R
a percent
Number of Fatal and
Suspected Serious lnjury The.numb.er.of faFaI and s
Di stracted Driving Crashes serious injury distracted
Five Year Rolling Average: for the five year period ¢
Addition of the num[l_;)gF of rﬁ tca% 2 was 3.0 This is a 31.8%
and suspected serious |n 3 the 10 ear high of 4.4 ¢
crashes of all IYDeSIPQI |thl0r i five year period ending ir
distracted dr?ving for ea_ch of the desires the number of fat:
mpst recent five conse_cutlve year s §§§§§§§§§§ suspected serious injury c
(i.e.-22Da)p, "j.‘nd rounding to driving crashes to decreasc
the tenth deci mal pl ace.
Percent of Fatal and Suspected
Serious I njury Distracted
Driving Crashes Five Year The percent of fat al and ¢
Rol I'i ng Avldadigteiron of the serious injury distracted
umper 01_‘ fatal and suspected . £ for the five year period e
sertous injury d'Stﬁgp?ednga]r{cgé a g 2 g was 9. 1%. This is a 2.7 pec¢
crashes divided 1% K E 5
number of fatal and gb cted 3 B z _decrease from the 10_year
serious injury crashes for each of in 2016. The APO desires
the most recent five consecutive 2 K fatal and suspected seriolt
years (i .-2019pP01&nd “ foR s RoR 8 Rd di stracted crashes to decr
rounding to the tenth deci mal
pl ace, expressed as a percent.

MT
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Transit Measu Target 2019 Recs Mu |l tYiear Tr end Anal ysi s

. = The tot al number of repor
Numbe_r .Of Fixed Route.(FR) Efatalities since 2002 Eavn
Fatali Toeal numbedB®f i n 20200 EAPO desires the number of
reportable FR fatalities. stay at zero.
Rate of FataliToitas (FR): = The FR fate of fatalities
vehicle revenue miles divided gveh|cle fevenue miles sin.
by number of fatallTBDi es 20200 Ebeen Jer o The APO desire:
expressed per 65,000 vehicle fatalities to stay at zer;
revenue mil es. 606000000000600000060
A tot al of three reportabl
Number of FR I njuries: Eoccurred in 2019. This is
Total number of r@portabRe2BR ffrom the a 18 year high of
injuries. o o “ The APO desires the numbe
. ooooooioo i injuries to decrease.
Rate of I njurToesal( FR) : ” § The rate of reportable FR
vehicle revenue miles divided s|a EGS,OOO vehicle revenue mi |
by number of injufB®sin 2020.15 . . £ 2019. This is a 40% decr e:
expressed per 65,000 vehicle g s “in 2018. The APO desires |
revenue miles. EEEEEEEIEEE I injuries to decrease.

My
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Transit Measu Target 2019 Recs Mu |l tYiear Tr end Anal ysi s

Three safety events were
2019. This is a 40% decr e
safety events in 2018. Th
the number of FR safety e
decrease.

Number of FR Safety
EventTsot al number ToBED in 20203
reportable FR safety events.

| Desired Trend

2016 [HEH
3]
5]
3]

2010 [EN

2011 0O

2012 [HEW

201 [ENEN

2002 O
2003
2004 O
2005 0O
2006
2007 O
2008 O
2009 O
2014
2015
2017
2018
2019

0.27

safety Event Rate (FR) § The 2019 FR reportable

® @® ® O

. o - s a
Total vehicle revenue mil es o Y per 65.000 vehicle revenu
di vided b number fix - o .

y 8 [h*8820. 15 T 0.15. This is a 40% decr e:
route safety events expressed n 8 8 E i 2018 The APO desires
per 65,000 vehicle revenue sMs s ggglgl I safety évents to decreas
miles. imeosieasamnumanss
Number of-a-Bi dl No DAR fatalities have be
(DAR) FataTottales: BD i 20200 Eover the past 18 years. T
number of reportabl e bARr t the number of DAR fatalit]
fatalities. © zero.

Fatality Ratteot(DIAR) : The DAR fate of fataliti
vehicle revenue er53®S|%I\§|098(9 T vehicle revenue miles ov
by number of fatali ies per ¢ frame have been zero. Th
65,000 vehicle revenue mil es. S the rate of DAR fatalitdi
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Transit Measu Target 2019 Recs Mu |l tYiear Tr end Anal ysi s
There were three reportabl
Number of DAR I njuries: e injuries in 2019. This is
Total number of ré@&po®riabRe203 o t from four reported in 201¢
DAR injuries. & desires the number of DAR
ooioooooooooi i decrease.

Rate of I njurTyt(aDAR) : The rate of reportabl e DAI
vehicle revenue miles divided Al 65, 000 vehicle revenue mi/l
by number of injuidfB®sin 2020. 29 ¥ ° 'é 32.6% from 0.43 in 2018 t «
expressed per 65,000 vehicle R - R, ° £ 2019. The APO desires the
revenue mil es. SSEEEEEEEESSE E injuries to decrease.

Three DAR safety events we
2019. This is a 25% decr e:
in 2018. The APO desires f
DAR safety events to decr

Number of DAR Safety
EventTsot al number ToBED i n 20203
reportabl e DAR safety event s.

2018
2019

2015 [T
2
2017 R
Desired Trend

2004+ [HINFH

2005 O

2006 [HINEN

2002 0
2003 0
2007 0
2008 0O
2009 0
2010 O
2011 0
2012 0
2013 0
2014 [N
2016

Safety Event Rate (DAR): f The rate of reportabl e DAI
Total vehicle revenue miles + per 65,000 vehicle revenu:
divided by number T8D saf @020. 29 - %decreased 32.6% from 0. 43
events expressed per 65,000 5 § 0.29 in 2019. The APO desi
vehicle revenue mil es. EEgggggggE E DAR safety events to decr ¢

2003 0.00
2005 0.00
2007 O
2008 O
2009 O
2010 O
2011 O
2012 0O
2013 O
2018

2019

H N
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Transit Measu Target 2019 Recs Mu |l tYiear Tr end Anal ysi s

No fatalities have been r
NCB service began in 2011.
desires the number of NCB
stay at z

Number of Northstar

Commuter Bus (NCB .

Fatali Toeat numbe?rB(g)fln 20200
reportabl e NCB fatalities.

I Desired Trend

2011 O
2012 O
2013 0
2014 0O
2015 0O
2016 O
2017 O
2018 O
2019 O

Rate of Fatalities (NCB): The NCB rate of fatalitie:
tot al vehicle revenue mil es it vehicle revenue miles sin
di vided by number T8D fat @a0R200 es i began in 2011 has been zel
expressed per 65,000 vehicle 8§ desires the NCB rate of f:
revenue mil es. 6 o o o6 o o o o o at zZer o.
Number of NGB Injuries:
3
Lg;a:n.”a:“ibg; of r&poOrtable200 { in 2018. The APO desires |
J ' NCB injuries to decrease.
. . § Th r f r r | N C I
Rate of I njuriTedg a(lNCB) : € ate 0. eportable C
. ) . . 65,000 vehicle revenue mil
vehicle revenue miles divided E in 2019 This is down fr ot
by number of injufB®sin 2020.00 I ) .
expressed er 65,000 vehicle g I njury rate reported in 2
P .p ' g g 38 g g g g desires the rate of NCB i1
revenue mil es. 6 6 & o s o g
- ~N m L4 wn 0 ~ L] o decrease.
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Transit Measu Target 2019 Recs Mu |l tYiear Tr end Anal ysi s

There were no reportable
2019. This was down from
event reported in 2018. Tl

Number of NCB Safety
EventTsot al number ToBED in 20200

Desired Trend

reportabl e NCB safety event s. the number of NCB safety ¢
©c o o o o o o decrease.

Safety Event Rate (NCB): The rate of reportabl e NCI

tot al vehicle revenue mil es per 65,000 vehicle revenu:«

Desired Trend

divided by number T8D saf @2020. 00
events expressed per 65,000
vehicle revenue mil es.

0.00 in 20109. This was do\
2018 rate of 0.38. The AP
NCB safety events to decr

2012 0.00
2016 0.00
2019 0.00

2011 0.00
2013 0.00
2014 0.00
2017 0.00

2015
2018
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and Rate of Fatalities

calculated for the most recent five consecutive year d4d400Th
each of the most recent five consecutive years.

Fatal Crashes
Fatal Crashes
Di splayed in Figure 1.1 are traffic fatali
APO planning area from 2015 to 2019. The n
3 occurred on the National Hi ghway System (N
. Legend higher annual average daily traffic (AADT)
\\ S concentrations of fatalities at any one in
) Crash Year . . . . .
)1 - contain crashes within close proximity. Ar
‘ ¥ oiie interchange there have been three fataliti
B i near the MN 15 bridge in Sartell/ Sauk Rapi
® 2018 2016
‘ ® 2019 X .
\ | About -tomierd of all fatal crashes in the MP
\ or people who cycle. Just over half of all|l
intersections (57.8%). And about a quarter
MPA were angle crashes (22.2%). Even thoug
Sau#kapids,__ | ‘ during daylight hours, about two out of ev
“,y; ,‘ ‘ ‘ take place at night. This could be explain
F crashes occur when daylight hours are shor
mont hs of October, November, December, and
Seriousness of Cras
Fatal <crash Any crash in which |a de
occurred as a resuljt of
Suspected Serious Ilncludes injuries slerio
K = prevent normal activity
Ll ten | w one day, such as massiyv
‘ it elpark |l oss, broken bones, etc
Suspected Minor Injlnjuries that are evide
scene, but not serijous
prevent normal actijvity
cut s, brui ses, Il i mpi ng,
Possible injury Nomwi si ble injuries| but
compl aints of pain  or
momentary unconsci ousne
as headaches, etc.
Property Damage No injuries as a result

Fi gur eF alt. all Crashes Data Source: MndP OT.
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Suspected Serious I njuries and Rate of Suspected Serious I njuries

pected serious injuries are calculated the most recent fi ve ¢ onasres
number of suspected serious injuries 100 million VMT for each of

Suspected Serious Injury Crashes

Figure 1.2 illustrates suspected serio
| ocations within the APO planning ar ea
onguarter of suspected serious injury

pedestrians or peopl e who
run off the road crashes (
I ntersection related crash
crashes at 47. 6 %.

cycle. This
20. 2%) and a
es accounted

The average cost per crash was devel op
Department of Transportation on a per
calcul ating benefit/ cost comparisons.
cost factors and a measure of the valu
society is willing to pay to prevent d
with motor vehicle crashes. For more
anal ysi s BemsefbobatheAnal ysi s Guidance fo
Grant Pr goriainkst t ps: // www. greenway. or g/
attachments/ cji kc7sf-b2af-it dhagni an9yvsgitsd ot
gui dapoe&8. pdf) .

Average Cost Per (2018 Doll ars)
Fat al $9,600, 000
Suspected Serious$459, 100
Suspected Minor 1$125,000
Possible Injury $63, 900

Property Damage $3,200

FigureSulsp2ected Serious Injury Crashes Data Source: MnDOT. Hn


https://www.greenway.org/uploads/attachments/cjikc7sf12ofitnqiw9vgtdot-benefit-cost-analysis-guidance-2018.pdf
https://www.greenway.org/uploads/attachments/cjikc7sf12ofitnqiw9vgtdot-benefit-cost-analysis-guidance-2018.pdf

