STEADY PROGRESS TOWARD OUR GOAL
A MODERN HIGHWAY 52 FREEWAY

\“NESO)

rownn PZE' LN - @AM (bi% Iﬂﬂi

couNTY

EA'I'IIS T "orran®




20 interchanges/

$816 million overpasses
How Far Do We = = Sl
“Vision 52" corridor
$s16+ 20 —
Have to Go? 750
-
80 flreeway
600+ 15 — 5 interchanges miles on
s complefed “Vision 52"
$415 million 56 /
for verpasses, 80 -
Spen underposses
$450—— commitied completed 70 —
—= B « »
$300—+
e . 5 —
Includes $232 million for ROC 52 project. $150 -1
Estimated cost in 2007 dollars.
*  New interchanges/overpasses in addition to

the ROC 52 interchanges/overpasses.

e

INTERCHANGES**

FUNDING*

FREEWAY MILES

Rosemount

(46) e B

Mi.meupo“s TH 52 from 111th Street o Concord Boulevard_

St. Paul (Dakota County) (‘()Ml’l; iy ¥ )

v TH 52 and 117th Street . ongmy WAW

i\\ (Dakota County) C (’Ml l‘l “

o P TH 52 north and south of 117th Street g

> (Dakota County) COMPLETE
oo B — - \ TH 52 and CSAH 42 (Dakota County) ()

reewoy

) =

’ TH 52 and Dakota CSAH 46 rax

l I ""@J ‘ (Dukotu Couniy) (‘“MPI‘I‘ iTE ’

Yy | A TH 52 from 111th Street to Concord Boulevard
aneapolls H Pl , l (Dakota County)
. y 4 TH 52 and 117th Street
(Dakota County)
& TH 52 north and south of 117th Street
—@)v g7 ‘ul S A (anolu (oumy)
S\ e M T
' A ﬁ ‘ ’ \ TH 52 nnd CSAH 42 (Dakota Counly) };
B\, 152 and Dakota CSAH 46 ’
—e & (Dakota County) i
Rusamoun! HusTTngs

TH 52 and CSAH 66 (Dakota County)
TH 52 und CSAH 47 (Dakota County)

Years of

|esw||e

lWEI-

TH TH52and J)H ¥ I
r O r e S S | Dakota County 47 TH 52 nnd CSAH 24 (Goodhue Coumy) E
‘ (Dulgolu County) Rondlgh e f, el — \
[TH 52 and CSAH 86 P
RGN o™ 52 and TH 57/CSAH 8

o " (Goodhue County)
o] -
’ " TH 52 and CSAH 7
(Goodhue County)

TH 52 and CSAH 9
| (Goodhue County) ¢
E D e (&) L Zumb wln M pp

‘ TH 52 and CSAH 68 (Goodhue (ounty) ‘

S

Jronoco

/ Oronoco Ares
,’ Improvements
— P"‘""' " M%(»OImsted County)

|

TH 52 und CSAH 66 (Dakotu Counly)

®

’ TH 52 and CSAH 47 (Dakota County) = H
2 002 To d&l : - COMPLETE
y Humpton ‘pwi— Miesville
ed Win
 TH 52 and CSAH 47 Bridge R 'L —
(Dukota County) e Lo H 52 and (SAH 24 - Phase | (Goodhue Cos F ‘I
= o (‘(‘NIPIJI‘ ll‘ Randolph oy @ _féifne A N o
—~ TH52and CSAH 24 - Phase Il (Goodhue Counly) @
'~ TH 52 and CSAH 86 : J
| (Dakota County)

‘\

Fully fimded projects/ .

* completed projects |

Partiolly funded /

O planriing underway

. Not fuded }
UNDERWAY=

Preconstruction or construction
activities in progress
COMPLETE=

Project completed

TH 52 and County 11 (Goodhue County) ROC 52 ProiecT =

(Olmsted (ounly)

éMTH 52 between Oronoco and Pine Island
. (Olmsted County) Y

| TH 52 and Olmsted CSAH 14/75th Street )
(Olmsted County)

| TH52 and 1-90 (Olmsted County)

@ Priority Future Projects

TH 52 and TH 57 /CSAH 8 (Goodhue County) @

Goodhue
Q= —)

Dennison

‘TH5‘2 and CSAH 7 (Goodhve (ounty)w /[

~ TH 52 and CSAH 9 § o
L (GOO(HIU e COIIIITy) Kenyon Zumbrota Mizeppa
@
E ~ Oronoco Area Improvements
: ps— " (Olmsted County) :
TH 52 and CSAH 68 (Goodhue County) QLN & ‘COMPLETE
J Oromo =G>
TH 52 and County 11 (Goodhue County)
TH 52 between Oronoco and Pine Island : ¥ R(:C 52dPro|ed
(Olmsted County) IRWAY Byron Ny g (0 msted County)
R o i 1 T "COMPLETE
,

' TH 52 and Olmsted CSAH 14/75th Street
~ (Olmsted County) COMPLETE

&)

 TH 52 and I-90 (Olmsted County) \




aneupolls V TH 52 from 111th Street to Concord Boulevdﬁl k s
W/ $816 millon e o St. Paul (Dakota County) COMPLETE
HOW Fa r Do e "\}iifr?gZ" on ::\(/Ji:ri%norSZ" L I _ \\ TH 52 d I 17 h S I. -
$816+ <D 20 <> . an th Stree (‘ 0“[‘,] F'I‘I‘
Have to Go? $750 - l (Dakota County)
80 freeway \I ) 7
ST 7 S Do et 3 TH 52 north and south of 1 l71|| Street !
He” Sowposes/ 80 (Dakota County) COMPLETE
$450—+ committe combleter) e s e S -
( , . 39 miles
$300 - ey \ TH 52 and CSAH 42 (Dakota County) (3)
*  Includes $232 million for ROC 52 project. TH 52 and Dakota CSAH 46 =
Estimaféd cost in 2007 (;ollars. proee $150-1 J‘ k- (Dukolu County) C“NIPI ‘|| TE
* New interchanges/overpasses in addition to L " Rosemouni = | - e —
the ROC 52 interchanges/overpasses. 3 E 3 E " ﬂ TH 52 (md CSAH 66 (Duko“‘ cou“'y) @
FUNDING* INTERCHANGES** FREEWAY MILES \ ermillon - .

o

B e

TH 52 and CSAH 47 (Dukolu (ounty)

— E‘
B p m“*’

Years of

[TH52and

P r O r e S S ' Dakota County 47
(Duknlu County) Rontoh ==p ‘ e
7
'I'H 52 and CSAH 86
‘(Dukoln (ounly)

., M
; TH 52 and CSAH 9
’ (Goudhue Counly)

TH 52 and (SAHil;éﬁ(réoodhue Counly) ‘

 TH 52 and CSAH 47 (Dakota Courty)

TH 52 and CSAH 66 (Dukola County)

|

1 |

(Dakota County) = JJ :
|
\

~ Fully f+mded projects/
*_completed projects |

TH 52 nnd CSAH 24 (Goodhue (ounty) i e Purﬁ‘ “y funded / 3

z / / ~ e " planring underway |

Red Wing

TN 52 and TH 57/CSAH 8 1 " Not funded J
5 (Gnudhue County) NG R B! e L
~ TH 52 and CSAH 7 ‘[
(Goodhue County) |
UNDERWAY=

(o=

Preconstruction or construction
activities in progress
COMPLETE=

Project completed

Jumbrota Mizeppa
(0}

' /" Improvements
l“‘inelsl l .
= 5
75

/OronocoAren
! (Olmsted County) |

TH 52 and County 11 (Goodhue Counly)

'RO( 52 Prqetl 1

(0|msled Counly)

TH 52 between Oronoco and Pine Island

(Olmsted County) ,

@ Priority Future Projects

| TH 52 and Olmsted CSAH 14/75th Street

| (Olmsted County)

| TH 52 and 1-90 (Olmsted County)

o] H e 2002 Today — - _ COMPLETE
l_”_l,—' \\ 7 THS2 and 1171h Street i ? et
- l \- . ¢ (Dakota County) ), TH 59 and CSAH 47 Brldge : ‘ - . )l“l“v I‘
_@ y TH 52 north and south of 117th Street ' (Dakota County) : TH 52 and CSAH 24 Phase | (Goodhue COIIIIIF ﬁ
%"" ‘~BI‘\\\1 (Dakota County) ‘ TR Ao o B ‘ ('Nll“.l‘?'l“‘ Randolph A5 —% et SETe /A— h A
, 04 _ \ s 52 and CSAH. 42 (Duko!n coumy) ; | | @ b~ TH52 and CSAH 94 - Phase Il (Goodhue County) @
AN\ 1452 and Dakota CSAH 46 - TH 52 and CSAH 86 ' J ‘
Rm . . . * (Dakota County) Ay
e uslmgs =S e

TH 52 and TH 57 /CSAH 8 (Goodhue County) @

Dennison .
Goodhue
>

1) Hader .

AT TH52 and CSAH 7 (Goodhue County)
 TH 52 and CSAH 9 R m g
L (GOOdhue coumy) Kenyon 60 2 @ Zumbrota Mizsppa
1 =5
JJ - Oronoco Area Improvements
2 e i | / (0Imsted County) s
TH 52 and CSAH 68 (Goodhue County) « COMPLETE
'H:nnom (2
‘ TH 52 and County 11 (Goodhue County)
TH 52 between Oronoco and Pine Island ‘ r_ 4 ' ROC 52 Project
(Olmsted County) TRWAY Byron % (OImsted County)
UNDE ol ' COMPLETE
(1)

 TH 52 and Olmsted CSAH 14/75th Street
~ (Olmsted County) C(’MPLET]}

b 0 2 D

SN

' TH 52 and 1-90 (Olmsted County)




The Highway
52 Freeway
Partnership

is a collaboration between
Dakota, Goodhue and
Olmsted counties in
association with

MnDQOT to advocate
upgrading Highway 52 to
a freeway design.

We are pleased to report
progress continues to be made in achieving the vision
of a modern Highway 52 freeway facility between
Rochester and the Twin Cities. Over the last
decade, five interchanges and five overpasses
have been completed, in addition to the
ROC 52 freeway project through Rochester;
however, we still have a long way to go in order to
make our vision a reality for the travelers and business
people who rely on this important interregional
corridor to get their goods to market and their
employees
to work.

Safety on Highway 52

Over the past decade, the number of fatalities

along the corridor have declined as a result of our
cooperative efforts. However, between 2003 and
2012, there were still 49 fatalities on the corridor
and 1,515 crashes involving injuries.

Highway 52 has been designated a “Toward
Zero Deaths Corridor (TZD).” TZD is a Minnesota
interagency partnership with the mission “to move
Minnesota toward zero deaths on our roads, using
Education, Enforcement, Engineering and Emergency
Services.” In terms of public recognition, “Highway 52
is the most infamous corridor in the TZD program.”
Achieving the Highway 52 Vision will help accomplish
this important goal.

Importance of Maintaining/
Increasing Federal
Transportation Funds

A healthy economy requires a sound transportation
system. Transportation infrastructure allows
economic activity by connecting people, businesses

and resources. Government, at all levels, has a
responsibility to ensure that safe and adequate roads,
bridges and other transportation infrastructure are
available to the public and businesses that rely on the
transportation system.

Unless investment levels are increased, the condition
of state and regional roadway systems will continue
to decline, as evidenced by the following data:

In Congressional Districts 1 & 2 (MnDOT District
6, including Olmsted and Goodhue Counties)

= The high number of bridges in satisfactory
condition are projected to fall into fair or poor
condition by 2020, if not addressed in 2015-2020.

= Pavement conditions on TH 52 are currently well
below desired targets with conditions in 2020
expected to remain at or near current conditions.

= Approximately 80% of projected funding will be
spent on infrastructure preservation.

In Congressional District 2 (MnDOT Metro
including Dakota County)

= Principal Arterial system pavement conditions will
decline slightly from 2011 to 2020.

= Non-Principal Arterial system pavement conditions
will remain near the same conditions as current
system, which is below targets.

= System congestion miles are expected to increase.

It is important to emphasize that highway needs
currently exceed funding levels. Therefore,
reauthorization at current levels will not be sufficient
to resolve existing serious system preservation needs
in Congressional Districts 1 and 2.

Further, unless reauthorization funding is increased,
urgent system mobility and safety improvements
along TH 52 will not be advanced.

“Together, we can accomplish great things”.

The Highway 52 Freeway Partnership looks
forward to working with you!

For more information on the Highway 52 Freeway
Partnership, please contact

Olmsted County Goodhue County Dakota County
Mike Sheehan, PE  Greg Isakson, PE  Mark Krebsbach, PE
(507) 328-7070 (651) 385-3025 (952) 891-7102




