Arboretum

9@ Transportation Plan

Summary

VIRTUAL OPEN HOUSE #4
Visions & Draft Implementation

Open November 19 - December 4, 2020
respondents

www.co.carver.mn.us/ArboretumAreaTransportationPlan

& %OI@XMM 61 respondents

Relationship to

the study area* Quantity Percent
Resident 51 84%
Property owner 24 39%
Business owner 1 2%
Work in the area 10 16%
Commutes through the area 12 20%
Visits area often 6 10%
Other 3 5%
* Some respondents selected more than one category.
Neighborhood Quantity Percent
Rolling Acres Road 17 28%
Minnewastha Parkway 13 21%
Baycliffe 7 11%
Park Drive/Kochia Lane 7 11%
Downtown/west Victoria 5 8%
Allegheny Grove 2 3%
Bavaria Road 2 3%
Outside study area 2 3%
Smithtown Road 2 3%
W 82nd Street 2 3%
Highway 5 1 2%
Katy Hills 1 2%
TOTAL 61 100%

Respondents were asked about
W was QJM" support for each vision & timing.

Do you support for the vision?

Yes, | support the vision. No, | do not support the vision.

I'm neutral
about the vision.

| have partial support
for the vision.

Highway 5 - West

All respondents

Implementation
47 respondents

Vision
50 respondents

Very strong
support

Neutral

10 (1%
7 (14%) (21%)

Neutral
17 (36%)

Combined
22 (47%)

Combined
39 (78%)

Comments for Hwy 5 - West
Concerns:
« Reduced access to Hwy 5 from Stieger Lake Ln/78th St

Ideas:

- Signal at Hwy 5/80th St intersection
« Trafficincrease on Minnewashta Pkwy + Noise barrier

« Expansion of Hwy 5 to four-lane in Downtown Victoria
may impact small town feel

« Private property impacts

- Addition of signals may cause delay

What is your level of support forimplementation
(timing/sequencing) of the vision?

O O O O O
No Low Neutral Strong Very strong
support support support support
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Highway 5 - East

All respondents

Implementation
47 respondents

Vision
49 respondents

Very strong
support
13 (28%)

Combined
27 (58%)

Combined
41 (83%)

Minnewashta Parkway Neighboorhood Residents

Vision Implementation
13 respondents 13 respondents

Very strong
support
5 (38%)

Comments for Hwy 5 - East

Concerns: Ideas:
« Impacts of relocation of Arboretum entrance to Minnewashta Pkwy ~ « Traffic calming measures onn Minnewashta
Pkwy

- Addition of signals and increase in delay

- Stop control at Minnewashta Pkwy and
Kings Road intersection for park and lake
access

« (Confusion about Hwy 5/41 intersection concept
- Expansion of Tristan Dr to Arbortum property
- Speed on Minnewashta Pkwy

« Phased four-lane expansion of Hwy 5 creating bottlenecks



Rolling Acres Road (RAR)

All respondents

Vision
57 respondents

Implementation
48 respondents

Very strong
support
7 (15%)
Support
Neutral 25 (44%)
8(14%) Neutral
15 (31%
Bk Comments for RAR
Concerns:
Combined
38 (67%) 25 (53%) - Two-lane divided roadway limiting some access to
private properties
« Vehicles using U-turns in two-lane divided concept
increasing noise/light impacts to nearby properties
« Private property impacts including tree removals
: and acquisitions
RAR Neighborhood Respondents « Roundabout at Hwy 7 not creating traffic gaps like a

Vision
17 respondents

Do not

Support
6 (35%)

signal (Baycliffe neighborhood)

. ©« Safety concerns for bicycles/pedestrians at
Implementatlon roundabouts

15 respondents

« Increased trafficin Swiss Mountain neighborhood

No :
support ¢« Trafficfrom RAR re-routing to Minnewashta Pkwy

0(0%) : during project construction

« (Costs and property impacts of having paths on both

sides of RAR
Very strong

support © « Trail re-alignment impact to Rolling Acres Lane
4 (27%) :

- Implementation of projects too spread out

Neutral
3 (20%)

Ideas:

« Connect west side properties on nothern end of RAR to
Waterford Lane

Combined
15 (88%)

|| Combined : . o
9 (60%) P Wider shoulders for bicyclists

« Add noise buffers
« Keep three-lane option on south end of RAR

« (Grade-separated pedestrian crossing on Hwy 7 near RAR

W 82nd Street

All respondents

Vision Implementation
45 respondents 37 respondents

Combined

17 (46%) Low support
0(0%)
Very strong
support
7 (19%)
Support
Neutral 22 (49%) N
eutral
15 (33%) 17 (46%)
Combined
25 (56%)
Comments for W. 82nd St
Concerns: Ideas:
« Improvements may not be needed if Hwy 5 is improved - Place path on south side of road to provide easier access

for residents and lessen impacts to Arboretum property
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