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1. CONTACT INFORMATION
SRF Consulting Group, Inc.
3701 Wayzata Boulevard, Suite 100
Minneapolis, MN 55416-3791
Sue Miller, PE | Project Manager
763.249.6778 | sgmiller@srfconsulting.com

Dear Mr. Androsky and Members of the Selection Committee:
CSAH 5 (Third Ave) is a key corridor as it provides regional connectivity between rural Blue Earth County and Mankato’s urban core, in addition to
the largest industrial and manufacturing area in the Mankato/North Mankato area, mining operations, and residential areas (both rural and urban).
The goal of the CSAH 5 (Third Ave) Corridor Study is to establish a community and business-supported vision for the corridor which traverses
several broad contexts (i.e., land use, roadway design, etc.). This vision will guide the development of a consensus-built implementation plan that
successfully meets the needs of existing and future users of all ages, abilities, backgrounds, and income levels.
SRF understands that the corridor primarily serves numerous industrial, warehousing, manufacturing, and commercial businesses, as well as mining, agricultural, and residential properties. A thorough understanding of the specific user and the conflicts that exist between users will be critical
to the success of the study. Moreover, meaningful engagement of businesses, residents, and other stakeholders will be at the forefront of each
key step in this study using a variety of mediums to gain feedback and consensus amongst the different stakeholders on a long-term vision and
conceptual designs. Highlights of our approach include:
• An innovative, implementable, and meaningful engagement process, regardless of the COVID-19 pandemic.
• A technical approach designed to quantify key issues and potential benefits regarding freight access and railroad crossings, traffic operations
(with specific focus at key intersections and the US 14 interchange), safety for all users, and pedestrian and bicycle accommodations in key
areas to build trust, understanding, and consensus with all involved parties, stakeholders, and the community.
• A proven ability to bring together multiple stakeholders and governmental jurisdictions to form consensus and broad support for solutions and
projects.
• A strong technical team that is committed to delivering high-quality work products, continual collaboration with agency partners, and delivering
this project on-time and within budget.
Our detailed knowledge of the Mankato area, from our recent completion of the MAPO Long Range Transportation Plan Update and continued
work in the area via the Second Street Corridor Study, has allowed us to keep a pulse of the region and develop a detailed work plan that incorporates the resources and tools needed to efficiently analyze the transportation system and develop implementable solutions for our agency partners. This allows the SRF team to allocate our time towards building stakeholder understanding and consensus regarding corridor vision, issues,
opportunities, and alternatives. We understand that the county, in their most recent Capital Improvement Plan, identified CSAH 5 (Third Ave) from
Riverfront Drive to US 14 for major rehabilitation to improve the roadway and upgrade transportation infrastructure in 2024. Our Team commits to
setting that work, and other future improvements, up for success.
The SRF team is excited to present our qualifications for consideration for this project. We look forward to the opportunity to collaborate with the
MAPO, City of Mankato, and Blue Earth County on another successful study. If you have any questions regarding our submission, please do not
hesitate to contact me at 763.249.6778 or sgmiller@srfconsulting.com.
Sincerely,

				
Sue Miller, PE
Project Manager		

Marketing or promotional statements about SRF’s professional services are provided solely for general information and not as a contract commitment.
Equal Employment Opportunity / Affirmative Action Employer

2. Project Understanding
The Mankato/North Mankato Area Planning Organization (MAPO) is
requesting consultant services to conduct a corridor study for CSAH
5 (Third Ave) from Riverfront Drive to the Blue Earth County Line
(approximately 4.8 miles). The CSAH 5 (Third Ave) corridor is a key
linkage between central Mankato, US 14, rural areas north toward the
City of Kasota, and the significant industrial and mining operations in
between. It will be important for this study to propose a community
and industry-supported corridor to ensure consensus-built alternatives
are identified. A concise implementation plan will offer a clear vision
toward improving CSAH 5 (Third Ave) so that it safely and efficiently
moves people and goods, is accessible for those of all ages and abilities, and enhances the economic vitality for the 50+ businesses and
nearly 4,400 jobs that exist within one-half mile of the study corridor.
The CSAH 5 corridor has three natural contextual divisions, which include:
1. Riverfront Drive to US 14: Industrial and residential mixed-use
within an urban environment.
2. US 14 to approximately 0.6 miles north of Industrial Road:
Industrial uses (i.e., manufacturing, warehousing, and mining)
within a semi-rural environment.
3. Approximately 0.6 miles north of Industrial Road to the Blue
Earth County Line: Agricultural, mining, and low-density residential uses within a rural environment.
Each context and specific corridor segment will require key considerations regarding the overall design and operations. The critical theme
across all sections that will be prioritized throughout this process is
freight access due to the high number of industrial businesses along,
and within one mile of CSAH 5 (Third Ave) throughout the study area.
Reliability of freight operations while accommodating other modes
within one, or more, of the contexts will be key and could include vehicular traffic operations, wide shoulders for agricultural implements, and/
or enhanced crossings or connections for pedestrians/bicyclists.

To be successful in achieving these goals, we understand that the
selected consultant team must have the following experience and skills:
• Public and stakeholder engagement expertise
• Freight, vehicle, pedestrian, and bicycle infrastructure and safety
expertise
• Rural roadway design and safety expertise
• Railroad grade crossing safety and design expertise
• Intersection control evaluation (including alternative intersection
designs) expertise
• Traffic modeling and forecasting expertise
• Geometric design and cost estimating expertise
• Staff knowledge in environmental and cultural resources
• Experience coordinating with multiple agencies and other stakeholders
• In-depth knowledge of the area and surrounding community

STUDY CONTEXT
A context map organized for CSAH 5 (Third Ave) illustrates the SRF
Team’s understanding of key corridor elements (e.g., land use and local
destinations), existing and future traffic volumes, posted speed limits
and estimated 85th percentile speeds, traffic controls, and multimodal
facilities (e.g., existing and future bikeways).

STUDY GOALS
The CSAH 5 (Third Ave) Corridor Study will accomplish the following
goals over approximately 14 months (March 2022 through April 2023):
Organize a community and business-supported vision, goals
1 and objectives, identified issues, and consensus-built alternatives for CSAH 5 (Third Ave) through meaningful outreach and
engagement opportunities. Public engagement will occur throughout the study and constitute a significant focus for this effort. Due to
the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic, a nimble and efficient engagement
approach will remain a priority throughout this study.
Document detailed technical analysis that produces project
2 alternatives that address existing and future needs regarding
safety, traffic operations, intersection traffic control (most notably at
the US 14 interchange), at-grade railroad crossings, multimodal con
nections, access management, and potential connections to the
broader transportation network, including adjacent local roadways.
Produce a consensus-built and actionable corridor study
3 that establishes a clear corridor vision, implementation
plan, and recommended geometric improvements that prioritize
freight movement while creating a safe and connected environment for those walking, bicycling, and driving.
SRF Consulting Group

CSAH 5 (Third Ave) Corridor Study I Mankato/North Mankato Area Planning Organization

2

CONTEXT MAP

CSAH
5
(THIRD AVENUE)

Potential traffic control update

12,200
(15,800)

14

CORRIDOR STUDY

EXISTING TRAIL
TRAFFIC
VOLUMES

HEAVY INDUSTRIAL
LAND USE

#
(#)

North of US 14: 65 driveways
and access points (18/mile)
South of US 14: 43 driveways
and access points (36/mile)

Five bridges along
the study corridor
were rehabilitated
in 2015 and 2016.

CSAH 5 is a
10-ton roadway

Existing
2045

ACCESS

BRIDGES

FREIGHT

6,100
(7,700)

LE SUEUR COUNTY

BUS
22
ROUTE

RAILROAD CROSSING
4 trains per day (2019)
Max speed: 49 MPH

BLUE EARTH COUNTY

50

X
5
SPEED
LIMIT

30

AVERAGE SPEED

26
MPH

85TH PERCENTILE SPEED

37
MPH

LIGHT INDUSTRIAL
LAND USE

44
MPH

AVERAGE SPEED

56
MPH

85TH PERCENTILE SPEED
Identified for major
rehabilitation in 2024 by the
Blue Earth County CIP.

X

UNION PA
CIFIC RAIL
ROAD

PROPOSED SIDEWALK

SPEED
LIMIT

14,200
(20,000)

4,700
(6,500)

6,100
(9,100)

EXISTING SIDEWALK

EXISTING TRAIL

RAILROAD CROSSING
4 trains per day (2019)
Max speed 30 MPH

C
IFI
AC
P
IAN
AD
N
CA

AD
RO
L
I
RA

SPEED
LIMIT

40

KEY INTERSECTION
HEAVY INDUSTRIAL
LAND USE
AVERAGE SPEED
85TH PERCENTILE SPEED

NICOLLET COUNTY

X
37
MPH
48
MPH

HCAADT
175

1,700
(2,200)

PROPOSED MULTIUSE TRAIL
EXISTING SIDEWALK

57

HCAADT
2,650

14
HCAADT
2,350

SEE
INSET

NOTE

169

GRAVEL

There are several gravel pits, quarries, and
prospects along the study corridor. These
will need to be considered as
improvements are made.

82
MISSISSIPPI RIVER
22

SRF Consulting Group

ROUTE 22
Proposed future route identified in the
Mankato Transit Development Plan

CSAH 5 (Third Ave) Corridor Study I Mankato/North Mankato Area Planning Organization

3

PROJECT CHALLENGES
In preparation for this study, SRF spoke with staff from Blue Earth
County to understand their perspectives. Through these discussions
and our review of the RFP, we noted three key challenges, which need
to be successfully addressed by the study. These challenges are summarized below with how our team will bring valued solutions.

1. UNDERSTANDING THE CORRIDOR’S USERS

Challenge: Understand the corridors various users, key destinations,

and how CSAH 5 (Third Ave) can support safe and accessible connections to households, jobs, and other local destinations.

Context: CSAH 5 (Third Ave) serves as a local and regional north-south

connector between Kasota and Mankato, running about one to two miles
parallel of Trunk Highway (TH) 22. The 4.8-mile study corridor also travels
through several different contexts including urban residential and industrial, as well as rural or semi-rural industrial, residential, and agricultural
locations. As of 2019, nearly 4,400 jobs exist within one-half of a mile of
CSAH 5, of which nearly 50 percent are in manufacturing and provide
living wages for the community. Moreover, over 20 percent of those
employed along the study corridor are traveling greater than 50 miles
one-way to access their job, most from the north and east. This illustrates
the need to understand the specific user (e.g., local versus regional) of
the corridor, how CSAH 5 (Third Ave) operates within the broader transportation network to access housing and employment, and the issues or
needs that may exist. Additionally, the potential design of the roadway
will be informed by the various segmented contexts and specific needs
that coincide with each of those. It will be important to understand the
access and mobility relationship as it relates to the desired function of
the corridor as it relates to each of those specific locational needs.

Context: From a regional perspective, CSAH 5 (Third Ave) serves as a

north-south connector between Kasota and Mankato parallel to TH 22,
as well as provides a direct connection to US 14 and central Mankato.
From a local perspective, the corridor provides access to nearby businesses, mining interests, agricultural operations, and residences. The
4.8-mile corridor varies greatly in traffic volumes, intersection density,
and access, along with two at-grade railroad crossings (up to four daily
trains at each as of 2019 per the FRA), which can significantly affect the
safety and operations of CSAH 5 (Third Ave). The Minnesota River Valley and Sakatah Singing Hills State trails also connect at CSAH 5 (Third
Ave) and provide regional pedestrian and bicycle connections. The City
of Mankato envisions additional sidewalk and trail access along CSAH
5 (Third Ave) per their Complete Streets plan to enhance connectivity
to those regional corridors while also facilitating local access to the
surrounding neighborhood and businesses via key enhanced crossings
along the corridor.
A high-level review of all crashes over the last five years was completed
to identify potential “hot spots” along CSAH 5 (Third Ave). A total of
73 crashes were recorded, of which three involved a bicyclist. One
key area of concern is the interchange with US 14 where over 20
percent (16 crashes) of the entire study corridor’s crashes occurred
over the last five years. This location will require closer review of
existing operations and future opportunities (e.g., review of before and
after metrics from the recent improvements made to a previously similarly designed interchange at US 14 and Riverfront Drive).

Our Value: SRF is well versed using StreetLight to understand a corri-

dor’s users and travelsheds. We utilized StreetLight for both TH 22 Corridor Study and the Second Street Corridor Study to understand the local
regional travel patterns and data was categorized by heavy vehicles,
cars, and bicycle/pedestrians. Using StreetLight’s Origin-Destination
analysis tools we can understand where those traveling along CSAH 5
(Third Ave) are accessing their home or work and understand key user
demographic characteristics. Moreover, we can develop volumes and
indexes to understand vehicle, freight, bicycle, and pedestrian origins/
destinations or demand at key locations to ensure improvements are
location specific by modal need or ensure tradeoffs are clearly defined
if competing needs arise. We will also conduct robust stakeholder and
public engagement at each key step of the planning process. This will
include direct outreach to local businesses which SRF is well versed in
conducting as demonstrated by our work contacting hundreds of businesses across MnDOT District 3 for a Manufacturer’s Perspectives
Study. Finally, some sections will require difficult trade-offs, such as the
urban section south of US 14 where there are several competing needs,
most notably the busiest at-grade railroad crossing in the area. SRF has a
team of freight and railroad experts that will review the recent Quiet Zone
Study and develop a balanced approach to ensure these needs are creatively addressed through transparent design and outreach processes.

1 FATAL (K) CRASH

1 SERIOUS INJURY (A) CRASH

2. TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM CONNECTIVITY,
SAFETY, & OPERATIONS

1 SERIOUS INJURY (A) CRASH

Challenge: Understand the role of CSAH 5 (Third Ave) in the broader

roadway network, most notably for local versus regional travel, business/mining access, and pedestrian/bicycle connections through
neighborhoods and the city center.
SRF Consulting Group

Source: MnDOT crash data 2016-2020.
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Our Value: We completed the MAPO’s Long Range Transportation

Plan in the last year which provided our team a very thorough and
recent understanding of the region’s existing and projected traffic
volumes, environmental constraints, and broader interactions of the
roadway system (existing and future). That knowledge, coupled with
numerous other local project experiences in the area completing
corridor studies such as the ongoing Second Street Corridor Study,
traffic analysis, and Intersection Control Evaluation (ICE) reports, we
feel uniquely equipped to efficiently analyze and understand the local
needs to develop geometric solutions, costs and benefits, and prioritized improvements. SRF will leverage our deep understanding of Big
Data (i.e., StreetLight, Inrix, and Clearguide) to analyze existing travel
patterns, volumes, and speeds along CSAH 5 and adjacent corridors
as well. This will allow us to dial in on key locations to improve safety,
operations, and access along CSAH 5 (Third Ave). Moreover, Inrix will
provide an understanding of congestion and reliability specifically for
freight so we can understand how freight and goods movement operates today. Finally, we will leverage our safety expert, Renae Kuehl
and other staff, who have significant safety experience supporting
or managing safety plans for all counties in Minnesota and North
Dakota, as well as all MnDOT Districts over the last ten years. SRF
has honed a systematic approach and quantitatively driven riskbased analysis of safety along roadway segments and intersections. Renae and her team were a part of the Blue Earth County
Roadway Safety Plan in 2012 illustrating their background and
understanding of the County’s needs. In that study, CSAH 5 was
ranked fifth countywide for safety improvements.

3. COMMUNITY & STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT

Challenge: Organize meaningful outreach efforts that attract diverse
perspectives and remain accessible during the COVID-19 pandemic.

Context: The CSAH 5 (Third Ave) study corridor has a variety of land

uses (sometimes competing between residential and industrial) and
multimodal transportation options. Involving each of these groups in
a meaningful way will require thoughtful planning and focused strategies. Those living along the CSAH 5 (Third Ave) corridor are diverse
and include a high percentage of nonwhite populations and households living in poverty. Engaging residents and obtaining meaningful
input requires thoughtful planning, focused strategies, and accessible
opportunities. It will be important to engage community members that
are harder to reach due to internet access limitations, work schedule
conflicts, language barriers, lack of transportation, and other potential
SRF Consulting Group

barriers. These diverse perspectives can identify opportunities and
equitable outcomes, as well as address environmental justice items
which will be a top priority throughout the study. An estimated 50+
businesses, most manufacturing, warehousing, distribution, and other
freight-dependent operations, are located within one-half mile of the
study corridor. It will be critical to offer business owners and stakeholders numerous opportunities to engage with the study team through
focus groups, direct calls or drop-in interactions, and online engagement to ensure they are abreast of the process and that a future CSAH
5 (Third Ave) corridor supports the success of their business.
18% Nonwhite
(Black or African American and Hispanic or Latino)
8% Non-English or English Not Primary Language
18% live below the federal poverty threshold
51% are renters
15% of households do not own a vehicle
Source: Minnesota Compass, data reviewed within a one-mile radius of the
study corridor.

Our Value: Engagement during the pandemic has demonstrated

the need for our outreach to go the extra mile. We are committed to
engaging the community’s diverse perspectives and having those perspectives inform the direction in the planning process. To help achieve
equitable outcomes, as well as address environmental justice items,
we will coordinate with key community organizations and popular destinations throughout the study process. We have experience organizing approaches that seek to include diverse communities, most notably through our ongoing effort with the TH 252 EIS project in Brooklyn
Park, a highly diverse community adjacent to Minneapolis. We will also
work closely with local businesses (e.g., ADM Mankato, TruValue Distribution Center, Kato Manufacturing, Minnesota Paving and Materials,
etc.) and mining operations to guide the planning process as well. We
have coordinated outreach to freight-dependent businesses managing
the Manufacturers’ Perspectives Study for MnDOT District 3, as well as
facilitated focus groups for the MnDOT District 3 Freight Plan.
SRF has learned from our recent work with the Second Street Corridor Study and MAPO Long Range Transportation Plan Update
that it is not a one-size-fits-all, but instead one needs to tailor
the approach to maximize resources. Due to the ongoing COVID19 pandemic, a nimble and efficient engagement approach is even
more important for measurable success. Our comprehensive Public
Involvement Plan will be carried throughout all phases of the study
to create community-supported design, aiding implementation of the
reconstruction project.
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3. Study Approach & Methodology
Our approach is centered on building a collaborative effort where the
SRF Team works closely with our study partners to coordinate planning
efforts and identify solutions. The corridor improvements will balance
regional transportation and freight needs with the local desires of the
surrounding communities. At SRF, we take pride in being inclusive –
we will ensure that the varied voices of the community are heard, listened to, and incorporated at key points in the process.
Through our work on several projects like this one, we have developed
a process for completing the work on time, within budget, and in alignment with your expectations. The process diagram presented below

outlines a three-phased approach to success. Phase I is a data driven
set of activities to define the vision, goals, and issues. Phase II defines
an appropriate range of solutions and tests these solutions with a variety
of tools, cumulating with a preferred local corridor plan and implementation strategy. Phase III includes documentation and submission of a final
report for review and approval by our agency partners. Integrated within
this approach is comprehensive stakeholder and public engagement
that will build understanding and consensus. Our approach has been
developed based on the general work tasks described in the RFP but
organized in a way that walks you through our process at a high-level.

Spring 2022

Summer 2022

Fall 2022

Winter 2022-2023

Spring 2023

Initiate Study
& Data
Collection

Data Analysis
& Vision/Issues
Identification

Corridor
Concept
Development

Concept
Evaluation and
Cost Estimates

Final Plan
Development and
Documentation

PHASE I

PHASE II

PHASE III

STAKEHOLDER AND COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT

4. Background & Corridor Study Experience
The SRF team has worked closely on several comparable studies in the MAPO area including the Mankato Second Street Corridor Study, Highway
22 Corridor Study, and the MAPO Long Range Transportation Plan Update, in addition to ICE reports across the area. We have built strong relationships through this experience across the MAPO’s various local agencies. The SRF Team and key personnel have worked closely on several
comparable projects highlighted on the following pages. Each of these studies encompass some or all of the characteristics associated with the
CSAH 5 (Third Ave) Corridor Study. Detailed descriptions of key studies also provided.

SECOND STREET CORRIDOR STUDY | Mankato, Minnesota
Rather than undertaking a
routine roadway reconstruction project the Mankato/
North Mankato Area Planning Organization, along
with its partner the City of
Mankato, set out to complete
a community-supported corridor study that considered
multimodal, placemaking,
and other opportunities to
create an urban corridor
that best serves the surrounding neighborhood and
broader Mankato area. SRF
is supporting those agencies by producing a consensus-built plan with robust engagement
SRF Consulting Group

opportunities organized throughout the study process to engage a
community with the highest share of people of color and lowest household incomes in the area along Second Street. The primary objective
of the study was to complete a technical analysis of potential traffic
control and lane configuration changes, and multimodal improvements
along, and across the corridor as part of a roadway reconstruction project planned in 2024. SRF will produce several alternatives, a conceptual design, and cost estimates to improve nonmotorized access along,
and across, Second Street as a key corridor in central Mankato. The
study is ongoing and will be completed in June 2022.
Key Staff: Molly Stewart, Chris Brown, Dan McNeil, Julie Apolinario
Relevance:
• Multimodal-focused corridor study
• Data collection and review process for multimodal improvements
• Local familiarity.

CSAH 5 (Third Ave) Corridor Study I Mankato/North Mankato Area Planning Organization
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HIGHWAY 22 CORRIDOR STUDY | Kasota, Mankato, & Mapleton, Minnesota

SRF worked with the Mankato/North Mankato Area Planning Organization (MAPO) and MnDOT to complete the Highway 22 Corridor Study. The
purpose of the study was to evaluate existing and future transportation
conditions along the corridor, with the intent of recommending improvements, if necessary – including: lane configurations, access management, safety improvements, intersection control options, alternative
intersection designs, bicycle and pedestrian connectivity, local roadway
and trail networks, and potential land use impacts and opportunities.
The study was guided with input from a technical advisory committee
with representatives from the following organizations: MnDOT, MAPO,
Blue Earth and Le Sueur Counties, Cities of Saint Peter, Kasota, Mankato
and Mapleton, Lime and Mankato Townships, DNR, and Region Nine
Development Commission.
The study also included a robust public engagement effort. SRF worked
with agency and community stakeholders to understand the communities needs and issues with the Highway 22 corridor. A series of focus
group meetings were held with community leaders, business owners,
land owners, and residents to understand their needs and concerns
along the Highway 22 corridor. Public open houses were also held at

the beginning, middle and end of the study to present study information, recommendations and gather feedback.
Key deliverables highlighted in the final report included:
• Establishment of a vision and design parameters for each segment
of the corridor
• Development of a purpose and need statement relative for each
segment of the corridor
• Evaluation of a traffic safety and operations to understand vehicle
and pedestrian safety along the corridor
• Evaluation of existing and future traffic operations including development of future traffic volumes and patterns
• Evaluation of the feasibility of pedestrian/bicycle improvements
along the corridor
• Review of potential alignment options for the DNR State Minnesota
River Trail between Saint Peter and Mankato
Key Staff: Molly Stewart
Relevance:
• Regional corridor with numerous contexts
• Multi-agency coordination
• Robust public engagement including focus group meetings,
pop-up events and open house meetings
• Intersection control evaluation
• Long-term implementation plan for intersection improvements, access management, and multimodal network/crossing
improvements.
• Local familiarity

US 14 CORRIDOR ANALYSIS & CONCEPT DESIGN | Byron & Kasson, Minnesota

SRF worked with Olmsted County, MnDOT District 6, the City of Byron,
and other stakeholders to review the US Highway 14 corridor between
Rochester (at County Road 104) and Kasson (at State Highway 57). We
reviewed corridor operations, access, and safety to determine appropriate access modifications that will transition this segment of US Highway 14 to a full freeway facility. Our analysis included:
• Land use review
• Concept alternative
• Origin-destination study
development/evaluation
(Streetlight data analysis)
• Cost estimates
• Right of way impacts/needs
• Implementation plan framework
• Traffic operations
• Official mapping of potential
• Safety analysis
projects

SRF Consulting Group

The project was guided by a Project Management Team and a Project
Advisory Committee. Community and broader stakeholder engagement
contributed significantly to study outcomes, with great ideas and collaboration. A series of pop-up meetings were facilitated to reach into
the community for input and gather feedback from corridor users
At the end of the study, the Byron community can now plan their
development and land use changes based on an understood access
arrangements for US Highway 14 and provide Olmsted County and
MnDOT with the information they need to plan for management of their
transportation systems.
Key Staff: Sue Miller, Molly Stewart, Chris Brown, Dan McNeil
Relevance:
• Regional corridor adjacent to growing city with planned future
development.
• Long-term implementation plan for access changes, innovative
intersection design, interchange design
• Multimodal network/crossing improvements
• Robust public engagement including pop-up events and open houses
• Multi-agency coordination.
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FIR AVENUE (CSAH 1) FEASIBILITY STUDY | Fergus Falls, Minnesota
Key deliverables highlighted in the final study report included:
• Evaluation of traffic operations under no build and build scenarios
to understand the appropriate intersection control type for each
intersection.
• Development of various planning-level roundabout design alternatives for the three intersections which considered public input,
County State Aid design standards, drainage considerations, safety
and operations, future traffic and land use patterns, bicycle and
pedestrian accommodations, environmental impacts and input from
the Project Management Team (PMT).
• Evaluation of alternatives based on a comprehensive list of screening criteria (including social impacts, property impacts, environmental review impacts, safety, economic impacts and planning-level
cost) to determine the most appropriate intersection alternative.

SRF was hired by Otter Tail County and the City of Fergus Falls to complete the Fir Avenue Feasibility Study. The study was initiated as part of
a jurisdictional transfer of roadways between Otter Tail County and the
City of Fergus Falls. The purpose of the study was to determine the
most appropriate intersection control alternative for key intersections
along Otter Tail County State Aid Highway 1 (Fir Avenue) in Fergus Falls,
Minnesota.
The study process included collecting traffic data, the analysis of existing
and future traffic conditions, safety analysis, and the review of appropriate traffic control alternates (including signals and roundabouts) using
technical evaluation criteria. The study also included a public open
house to gather input on proposed intersection recommendations.
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Dakota County, in collaboration with the City of Lakeville, hired SRF to
complete the County Road 9 & 179th Street Corridor Study. The study is
the culmination of nearly two decades of planning by Dakota County
and the City of Lakeville for an East-to-West roadway that would help
accommodate an area wide system and travel network. The study
includes a coordinate planning effort by Dakota County and the City of
Lakeville to identify improvements on two roadway segments in the City
of Lakeville – County Road 9 (Dodd Boulevard) and 179th Street. The
project will provide users with a safer and more reliable roadway that
can better serve the region in the future.
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The study includes preliminary feasibility review and analysis of intersection and roadway improvements, preliminary engineering designs,
surveying and cost estimates to better inform Dakota County and the
City of Lakeville on how the two segments need to be upgraded to meet
future traffic demands.
A key part of the success of the study is its robust and inclusive public engagement effort comprised of online surveys, newsletters, study
website and public open houses. At the beginning of the study, a
detailed Public Engagement Plan was developed to outline planned
engagement, outreach and involvement strategies. The intent of public engagement for this project is to bring together project partners to
inform, educate, and engage Lakeville area stakeholders, including
landowners, businesses, other associated stakeholders, and the general public regarding the proposed work of the County Road 9 & 179th
Street Corridor Study.
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Key Staff: Molly Stewart
Relevance:
• Regional corridor with numerous contexts
• Multi-agency coordination
• Public engagement including an open house meeting
• Intersection control evaluation
• Long-term implementation plan for intersection improvements, access management, and multimodal network/crossing
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Key Staff: Molly Stewart
Relevance:
• Corridor feasibility including safety, environmental review, traffic
operations, and access
• Conceptual design and cost estimating
• Multi-agency coordination
• Robust public engagement including pop-up events and open
houses
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MANKATO/NORTH MANKATO LONG RANGE TRANSPORTATION PLAN | Minnesota
In 2014, SRF was
retained by the Mankato
Area Planning Organization
(MAPO)
to
develop their first Transportation Plan as a new
MPO. The planning proMANKATO/
cess addressed a numNORTH MANKATO
MAPO 2045 Transportation Plan
ber of critical issues,
while reflecting local
values and visions. The bi-county nature of this metro area, as well as its
size, offered special challenges, including coordinating with MnDOT, two
counties, four urban jurisdictions, five townships, and various special-purpose governments. In that respect, SRF developed an approach that
brought together these jurisdictions in a meaningful and engaging manner. Our approach fostered a collaborative process with MAPO staff and
its partners in developing a plan that achieved the following:
• Improves the multimodal transportation circulation of people and
goods, using both motorized and non-motorized transportation
modes and facilities

• Provides safe, efficient, accessible, cost effective, and aesthetically
pleasing transportation systems
• Addresses system preservation needs and provides a fiscally constrained approach to new projects
• Complies with federal MAP-21 requirements and MnDOT initiatives
SRF completed an update of the original LRTP in 2020. The plan update
complies with the current FAST ACT and provides the jurisdictional partners with an updated view of the multimodal infrastructure and project
needs. It also provides a current understanding of fiscal constraint for
the next 25 years.
Key Staff: Molly Stewart, Chris Brown, Dan McNiel
Relevance:
• Multi-agency coordination
• Short-, mid-, and long-term implementation plan for roadway
and intersection improvements, access management, and
multimodal network/crossing improvements.
• Robust public engagement including pop-up events and open
house meetings
• Local familiarity

MAPO ICE STUDIES | Mankato & North Mankato, Minnesota

In 2016, 2017, 2018 and 2020 the Mankato/North Mankato Area Planning
Organization (MAPO), in partnership with the cities of Mankato and North
Mankato and Blue Earth County, retained SRF to complete studies to
evaluate various traffic control alternatives at the following intersections:
• Lor Ray Drive at Howard Drive (2016)
• Balcerzak Drive at Pohl Road (2016)
• Stadium Road at Pohl Road (2016)
• Lookout Drive at Howard Drive (2017)
• Lor Ray Drive at Carlson Drive (2017)
• Stoltzman Road at Pleasant Street (2017)
• Hoffman Road at Victory Drive (2018)
• Lor Ray Drive at James Drive (2020)
The studies included collecting traffic data, analysis of existing conditions, and review of appropriate traffic control alternatives using
technical evaluation criteria. The primary goals were to determine the
optimal form of traffic control for each intersection to enhance both

SRF Consulting Group

traffic operations and safety and consider other multimodal users such
as pedestrians and bicyclists.
The project began with a scoping phase that included collecting traffic
data, crash history, and site-specific information at each intersection.
Twenty-year traffic forecast volumes were developed at each location
based on historical growth data and future traffic volumes published in
the MAPO 2045 Transportation Plan. Various concept alternatives were
then developed and screened in an effort to identify any prospective
alternatives to be further evaluated.
By thoroughly reviewing the study data, forecasts, and analysis, an
informed recommendation as to a preferred traffic control alternative
was made at each location. In 2016, roundabouts were identified as the
preferred alternative for all three intersections. In 2017, a mini-roundabout was recommended at the Lor Ray Drive/Carlson Drive intersection. The other two 2017 intersections were recommended to remain as
all-way stop control in the near term.
The final recommendation for the Hoffman Avenue/Victory Drive ICE
was for an enhanced signal alternative that balanced increased safety
and estimated costs. The final recommendation for the Lor Ray Drive/
James Drive ICE was a mini-roundabout that balanced increased safety
and operations.
Key Staff: Adrian Potter
Relevance:
• Eight ICE studies in the last five years which included working
closely with the MAPO and North Mankato
• One ICE report deal with Lookout Drive at Howard Drive which
was completed in 2017
• Local familiarity

CSAH 5 (Third Ave) Corridor Study I Mankato/North Mankato Area Planning Organization
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5. Key Personnel
SRF Consulting Group is a full-service transportation planning and design firm that is celebrating 60 years of excellence. SRF is a leader in project
coordination, traffic analysis and modeling, preliminary engineering, community engagement, planning, and environmental documentation services; we have chosen an exceptionally experienced team to work with you. Our team’s familiarity with the key agencies involved in the project
and our collaborative relationship on other area projects will enable our team to efficiently develop the corridor study, while building consensus
and understanding with community members and stakeholders.
As shown on the organization chart, our team includes numerous task leaders that can efficiently complete the plan objectives identified in the RFP.
Our project manager, Sue Miller, PE will coordinate with each of the task leads throughout to ensure study milestones and deliverables are of the
utmost quality, as well as on-time and within budget.

Project Management Team
• MAPO
• Blue Earth County
• City of Mankato

MAPO Project Manager

Project Manager Sue Miller, PE

Transportation Planning
Molly Stewart, PE, PTOE

Intersection Control Evaluation
Adrian Potter, PE, PTOE

Public Engagement
Dan McNiel

Freight and Rail Planning
Andy Mielke, AICP

Traffic Engineering
Leif Garnass, PE, PTOE
Brent Clark, PE

Pedestrian/Bicycle Planning
Chris Brown, AICP
Safety
Renae Kuehl, PE, PTOE

SUSAN MILLER, PE | PROJECT MANAGER

Sue joined SRF after nearly three decades of leading
county and city public works teams. Her collaborative approach resulted in innovative, sustainable and
sharable solutions. While with Freeborn County, Sue
led the management and operation of more than 600 miles of county
highways and 179 bridges.
Sue is an ideal choice to help the MAPO, Blue Earth County and City
of Mankato deliver this study. Through her unwavering commitment,
effective communication style, thorough documentation, and attention
to detail, Sue has developed a consistent record of delivering complex
multi-jurisdictional projects on-time and on-budget.
While at Freeborn County, Sue provided all federal aid project development and management for several significant county corridors including CSAH 22, CSAH 46, CSAH 46 with I-90, and CSAH 42 in addition to
regional Highway Safety Improvement Projects (HSIP) on behalf of the
counties in District 6.

MOLLY STEWART, PE, PTOE |
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING

Molly brings more than 16 years of transportation
planning and traffic engineering experience. Her
experience includes working with state, county and
municipal clients on a variety of projects including corridor studies,
subarea studies, preservation plans, multimodal facility plans, freight
studies, and funding applications. She has extensive experience working on the MAPO area having been the technical lead on the MAPO
LRTP, the deputy project manager for the TH 22 Corridor Study, and is
currently serving as the project manager for the Mankato Second Street
SRF Consulting Group

•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Stakeholders
Freight Haulers
Railroads (UP, CP)
Business Owners/Reps
Lime Township
Residents/Homeowners
Transit and Ped/Bike Interests
Greater Mankato Growth

Design and Cost Estimates
Brian Johnson, PE
Alysa Johnson, PE
Environmental Justice and
Environmental Impact
Julie Apolinario
GIS
Dan Tinklenberg

Corridor Study. Molly has strong technical stills in traffic and transportation planning which allows her to create sound technical analysis and
implementable results for her clients.

ANDY MIELKE, AICP | FREIGHT AND RAIL
PLANNING

Andy has more than 20 years of experience working
on a variety of transportation and freight planning
projects for cities, counties and state Departments of
Transportation. His work focuses on corridor studies and transportation plans, alternate route studies, train whistle quiet zone studies,
transportation research, and policy plans. Andy’s skills include technical analysis, quantitative and qualitative research, report writing, and
transportation systems analysis. In addition, he experienced in working
with the public and using a variety of presentation techniques. Andy
currently serves on the National Cooperative Highway Research Program 25-50 Prioritization Method for Proposed Road-Rail Grade Separation Projects along Specific Rail Corridors Panel.

CHRIS BROWN, AICP | PEDESTRIAN/
BICYCLE PLANNING

Chris has six years of experience in transportation planning in both the private and public sectors. He has managed and supported long range transportation plans,
corridor and safety studies, pedestrian/bicycle planning, Safe Routes to
School studies, traffic operations analysis and development review, freight
plans, university campus plans, and grant writing for state and federal
funds. Chris applies his strengths in data analysis, public engagement,
and technical writing to create meaningful and implementable results for
his client partners. As a planner, Chris hopes to enhance mobility options,
CSAH 5 (Third Ave) Corridor Study I Mankato/North Mankato Area Planning Organization
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accessibility, and safety through detailed data analysis, comprehensive
community outreach and input, and using the latest tools or practices.
Chris has a deep understanding of the MAPO area through is technical
work on the MAPO LRTP update in 2020. Chris is also currently serving
as the deputy project manger for the Mankato Second Street Corridor
Study that is expected to wrap up in the summer of 2022.

LEIF GARNASS, PE, PTOE | TRAFFIC
ENGINEERING

Over the past 16 years, Leif has managed complex
traffic engineering and transportation engineering
studies including large-scale subarea studies and
multimodal arterial corridor studies. This experience includes developing traffic forecasts; identifying existing safety, access, and mobility
issues; and developing concepts and facilitating technical discussions
to achieve consensus. This experience provides a strong technical
background that is critical to the success of multi-disciplinary projects
– ensuring the appropriate tools and method are being applied to
answer the questions being asked.
Leif is regularly involved in public and stakeholder engagement including public open houses, business and property owner meetings, and
presentations to policy makers. He excels at taking detailed technical
knowledge and simplifying the messages at key points to allow project
stakeholders to make informed decisions.

ADRIAN POTTER, PE, PTOE | INTERSECTION CONTROL EVALUATION

Adrian has more than 22 years of experience in traffic and transportation engineering. His responsibilities include intersection control evaluations, signal
justification reports, pavement marking and signing plan design, signal
timing, traffic forecasting, work zone traffic control design, Intelligent
Transportation Systems design, and preparation of plans and estimates
for traffic signal systems. Adrian has led traffic engineering design
efforts for state Departments of Transportation, cities, and counties on
rural and urban roadways. Adrian has extensive local experience as he
has completed numerous ICE reports over the past several years for
the MAPO and its partner jurisdictions.

RENAE KUEHL, PE, PTOE | SAFETY

Renae has 21 years of experience in traffic engineering. Her experience covers a wide range of traffic
engineering areas, providing a well-rounded understanding of traffic operations, impacts, and safety.
She is proficient with many traffic engineering applications, including
MnCMAT, CORSIM, Traffix, SYNCHRO, HCS, and SimTraffic. Renae has
been heavily involved in the technical analysis for many safety related
studies, including road safety plans, road safety audits, and safe routes
to school studies. She also has experience with various special event
traffic studies and transportation research. Renae is the recipient of the
2019 Engineering Star Award from Minnesota’s Toward Zero Deaths program. Renae was the project manager for the Blue Earth County Road
Safety Plan completed in 2012 and has been closely monitoring the
update currently being completed.

BRIAN JOHNSON, PE | DESIGN & COST
ESTIMATES

Brian has a broad range of highway and municipal engineering experience with a reputation for
SRF Consulting Group

successfully managing and delivering complex multidisciplinary projects that include the planning, design and construction of interchanges,
highways, roundabouts, public utilities, streetscaping, traffic signals,
bridges, retaining walls, and stormwater management systems.
Brian has a thorough understanding of the Mankato/North Mankato
area and is well versed in County State Aid design standards. His
recent project work includes the CSAH 1 turnback design project and
the CSAH 12 final design project for Blue Earth County and the CSAH
90/TH 22 roundabout final design project for MnDOT District 7.

DAN MCNIEL | PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT

Dan has five years of experience in public engagement and planning, including youth engagement,
transportation planning and parks and recreation
planning. He has significant experience facilitating
community workshops, leading youth engagement activities, developing online engagement tools and designing long-range public participation processes. Dan is committed to developing meaningful, measurable and adaptable community engagement and is passionate about
incorporating underrepresented perspectives into the planning process.
In response to COVID-19, Dan has created digital public engagement
strategies and designed online open houses. The online open houses
are easy to navigate, informative and accessible for the general public.

BRENT CLARK, PE | TRAFFIC ENGINEERING

Brent has been with SRF’s Traffic Studies group since
2015. He has been the technical traffic lead on a
wide range of large-scale traffic impact, corridor, and
multimodal studies. He uses a number of traffic analysis software programs including Synchro/SimTraffic, VISSIM, TRAFFIX,
HCS, and IHSDM-HSM Predictive Method. Through his work, he has
gained valuable experience in large-scale development impact studies
(AUARs) and school and event traffic operations.

ALYSSA JOHNSON, PE | DESIGN &
COST ESTIMATES

Alysa is a reliable and diligent member of SRF’s Highway Department. Her work focuses on design-related
tasks such as staging, traffic control, erosion control,
alignments, profiles, and cross-sections. Her experience includes the
development of preliminary design and final design plans for both
municipal and highway projects as well as inspection responsibilities.

JULIE APOLINARIO | ENVIRONMENTAL
JUSTICE & ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

Julie is a senior project manager with 35 years of natural
resources management experience in the transportation, power, oil and gas, mining, and chemical industries.
With her diverse background, Julie supports a wide range of environmental documentation efforts and manages multi-disciplinary teams to
meet client regulatory requirements and construction schedules.

DAN TINKLENBERG | GIS

Dan has 20 years of experience in a wide variety
of GIS applications, including data creation, manipulation, and analysis in the entire range of ArcGIS
products. Additionally, he has experience with map
publishing, web map services, dynamic segmentation, travel-time networks, model building, and numerous ArcGIS extensions.
CSAH 5 (Third Ave) Corridor Study I Mankato/North Mankato Area Planning Organization
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6. Work Plan
TASK 1: PROJECT MANAGEMENT
The SRF Team is dedicated to providing quality products that fulfill the
expectations of our clients. We will work with the MAPO project manager and members of the project management team (PMT) to ensure
that the final project deliverables meet their expectations. SRF’s project manager, Sue Miller, PE, will be the primary contact for the MAPO’s
project manager Sue has extensive experience working with counties
to complete corridor and system evaluations throughout Minnesota.
She will utilize her past experience as the Freeborn County Engineer
to focus on the important issues and develop meaningful, consensus-driven solutions for the community. As project manager Sue will
be responsible for coordination efforts with the MAPO Project Manager and PMT regarding schedule, study tasks and deliverables, and
stakeholder meetings. Sue will work closely with the MAPO’s project
manager through biweekly check-in calls to coordinate efforts regarding tasks and meetings, review budgets and billings, monitor task
milestones and the study schedule, and consult on monthly progress
reports. Sue will also ensure that the budget guidelines, not to exceed
$50,000 in 2022 and $30,000 in 2023, as specified in the RFP are
adhered to. We will use several forms of communication, including
telephone, email, virtual meetings (via Zoom), mail, and face-to-face
meetings. Quality Assurance and Quality Control is an integral part
of the project approach and Sue will ensure the final products meet
stakeholder expectations. Additionally, all team members at SRF are
responsible for preparing work products of the highest quality.

Deliverables: Regular coordination with MAPO project manager
coordination of monthly invoicing, and ensuring all deliverables
adhere to SRF’s quality standards.

TASK 2: INITIATE STUDY
2.1 - PROJECT MANAGEMENT TEAM (PMT)

Study guidance and oversight will be provided by the study’s Project
Management Team (PMT) which will be comprised of stakeholders
including representatives from the MAPO, Blue Earth County, and the
City Mankato. The SRF Team will seek input from the PMT on all key
deliverables, which will ultimately become elements of the draft and
final study report. The SRF Team will coordinate distribution of these
deliverables via email and coordinate written comments with the group.
Monthly PMT meetings for the duration of the study will be held virtually (via Zoom) to coordinate efforts regarding technical analysis, task
milestones, and documentation or materials.

2.2 - BIWEEKLY CHECK-IN CALLS

SRF will coordinate biweekly 15-minute check-in meetings (via Zoom)
with MAPO staff to discuss the study progress, upcoming deliverables/
tasks, upcoming public and stakeholder meetings, and other study
related items. The first biweekly check-in call will serve to establish early
guidance on the study scope, approach, roles, objectives, and methodology. The draft Project Management Plan (PMP) that details the scope and
schedule and will be discussed at this initial check-in meeting as well.

2.3 - PROJECT MANAGEMENT PLAN (PMP)

At the beginning of the study, the SRF Team will prepare a Project
Management Plan (PMP) that details the scope and schedule for the
SRF Consulting Group

study as specified in the RFP. The intent of this document will be to
accurately detail our process to ensure that the final study is formally
accepted by the MAPO Policy Board by April 2023 as specified in the
RFP. The SRF Team will work closely with the MAPO staff to build consensus on the PMP.

2.4 - PURPOSE & NEED DOCUMENT

At the beginning of the study, SRF will work with the PMT to establish a
study goals and objectives. These will inform the study process, define
the issues to be solved, and guide the development of the alternatives.

Deliverables: Meeting agendas, talking points and meeting summaries, Project Management Plan (PMP) which details study scope,
schedule, deliverables, and stakeholder and public engagement
meetings, Purpose and Need Document.

TASK 3: DATA COLLECTION
A critical component in developing the CSAH 5 (Third Ave) Corridor
Study will be to define the purpose and need of the corridor. To do that,
background information will be collected and reviewed, and the SRF
Team will identify needs, issues, constraints, and opportunities within
the study area.

3.1 - TRAFFIC COUNTS

SRF will collect 24-hour video data traffic counts classified by motor vehicles, heavy trucks, pedestrians, and bicycles at the following locations:
• Riverfront Drive
• Summit Avenue
• Pine Street
• CSAH 26 (Industrial Road)
• Cleveland Street
• 231st Street
• US 14 Eastbound ramp (ICE report) • 574th Street
• US 14 Westbound ramp (ICE report) • Lime Valley Road
If video data collection is not obtainable, SRF will leverage their understanding of StreetLight to develop existing intersection turning movement counts (TMCs) and other relevant traffic data. Additionally, it will
be important to couple either video data collection or StreetLight data
with spot road tube counts to validate the data to ensure it is representative of existing traffic conditions. To ensure that traffic data is
representative of existing traffic conditions, SRF will compare historic
data and account for any seasonal fluctuations. Existing traffic counts
will also be reviewed and validated by the PMT.

3.2 - TRAFFIC FORECASTS

Traffic forecasts are the foundation for decision-making in transportation projects. Recent unexpected changes in travel patterns due
to COVID-19 have demonstrated the untapped potential of telework
to reduce congestion. Further, increased on-line purchasing, transit
options, micromobility services, and mobility as a service have presented consumers with more choices relative to how one travels and
purchases/obtains goods, which all effect our transportation systems.
These opportunities, along with emerging technologies (i.e., CAV),
have led to uncertainty in future traffic forecasts for project-level decisions. SRF’s team of industry-leading professionals will use current and
historical trendlines, documented research results, and best practices
to guide our approach to bracketing this uncertainty. We commonly use
sensitivity testing to understand changes and whether these changes
impact actual infrastructure decisions.
CSAH 5 (Third Ave) Corridor Study I Mankato/North Mankato Area Planning Organization
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SRF completed the MAPO 2045 Long Range Transportation Plan
Update in 2020. This plan utilized a detailed traffic forecasting model
which will provide the basis for the development of 25-year traffic projections on all functionally classed roadways in the study area. These
projections will be used as the starting point for the future traffic operational analysis. For this study, SRF will work with the MAPO, City of
Mankato, and Blue Earth County to develop a historic growth rate for
the CSAH 5 (Third Ave) corridor based on predicted future development and considering the recent travel pattern shifts due to COVID-19
and other factors as noted. The growth rate will be applied to the existing average annual daily traffic (AADT) and turning movement data to
develop an augmented set of future forecast traffic volumes to be used
for this analysis. Relevant planning and anticipated developments, as
well as land use changes will also be considered when developing
traffic forecasts. Draft traffic forecasts will be presented to the PMT for
feedback. It will be important to receive concurrence from the stakeholders prior to moving forward.

3.3 - ELECTRONIC INVENTORY

We understand this task involves assembling, with the assistance
of the MAPO and local staff, a wide range of data sets, documents,
plans, and policies related to the CSAH 5 (Third Ave) corridor. Our team
will compile this data and create an Electronic Inventory that will be
updated regularly throughout the study. The information will also be
summarized in an Existing Literature Summary Document which will
include maps in a digital GIS format, if necessary. At a minimum, general data collection will include the items identified in detail in the
RFP. For recently completed studies or plans, SRF will determine what
updates, if any, are needed to capture current conditions.
A wide range of transportation data for pedestrian, bicyclist, transit,
vehicular, and freight modes are required to understand how CSAH
5 (Third Ave) is used and key locations of focus for each mode. This
will include reviewing readily available data from MnDOT or other local
sources. Additional transportation data will include AADT volumes
(existing and forecasted), heavy commercial average annual daily traffic
(HCAADT), intersection turning movement counts, pedestrian and bicyclist counts, vehicle speeds, and crash history. This data will be summarized to identify trends and hotspots as they relate to the corridor study.

Deliverables: Traffic Count data, an Electronic Inventory, and Exist-

as the MAPO 2045 Long Range Transportation Plan, to gauge future
trends. The SRF Team will coordinate with the PMT to summarize past
and predicted trends in order to inform future conditions.

Pedestrians and Bicycles

SRF will review mapping of existing and planned on-street bikeways,
trails, and parks or other destinations within, and adjacent to, the corridor study area. We will identify key crossings, ADA upgrades as identified by the MAPO’s study, and multimodal connections to the existing
and proposed pedestrian, bicycle, and transit networks. StreetLight
will also be used to understand pedestrian and bicycle activity across
the CSAH 5 (Third Ave) corridor. The large data set will provide a
barometer as to the general use of intersection crossings along the
corridor by those modes. The data set will provide a barometer of
usage and could be used as another tool in the toolbox to prioritize
improvements. This information will also be verified through the public
engagement process.

Freight

As a key corridor for freight, with US 14 in between, special attention
to freight needs in the study area will be considered. SRF will review
freight needs or issues and ensure they are considered as a part of
the concept alternative development process. StreetLight will be used
to understand freight-specific origin/destination flows, key intersections by level of activity, and how freight is using/accessing CSAH 5
from the broader roadway network so we may focus on the areas of
highest need. Moreover, we will leverage StreetLight to understand
seasonal peaks in freight traffic, such as peak agricultural flows the
correspond with truck traffic to ADM Mankato for example as pictured
below on Google Streetview. SRF has extensive freight experience
having recently developed the MnDOT District 3 Freight Plan where
we studied different freight modes and networks across Central Minnesota, collaborating with businesses, and using a comprehensive
quantitative evaluation matrix to identify future projects that improved
freight safety and reliability. We also understand the two key at-grade
railroad crossings that exist in the study area and will consider the
recently completed Quite Zone Study to organize potential upgrades
that improve the flow of the UP and CP railroads, as well as the vehicles and freight that travel along CSAH 5 (Third Ave) each day.

ing Literature Summary Document with maps and graphic tables displaying general corridor information (primarily secured from previous local work or data sources).

TASK 4: DATA ANALYSIS & STUDY
DEVELOPMENT
Developing a solid understanding of the issues, constraints, and opportunities of the corridor is critical to successful execution of this study,
requiring comprehensive data collection, thorough technical analysis,
and in-depth discussions with stakeholders. This task will focus on collecting, assembling, and analyzing a large amount of pertinent data for
the corridor to identify problems and issues to be addressed. The following is additional information on the analysis areas included in this task.

4.1 - EXISTING CONDITIONS
Demographics & Land Use

To understand how the corridor is expected to change, it is essential to
identify past development trends and use predictive documents, such
SRF Consulting Group

Safety

Corridor safety will be evaluated by a review of the number and severity
of crashes occurring at all intersections and roadway segments. The
average and critical crash rate will be calculated and compared to rates
for similar intersections. Locations with higher-than-expected rates will
be reviewed to determine if there are any physical constraints or design
issues that may be leading to the higher rates. Through engagement
with the focus groups and the public open house meetings, SRF will
identify other safety concerns along the corridor including locations of
near misses, sight line issues, and other potential safety concerns.
CSAH 5 (Third Ave) Corridor Study I Mankato/North Mankato Area Planning Organization
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We will apply our experience with the Interactive Highway Safety
Design Manual suite of tools for future conditions review. Using FHWA’s
Crash Prediction Model of the IHSDM that implements the HSM methodologies, we will develop a predictive safety model for the CSAH 5
(Third Ave) corridor. The focus of the future safety evaluation will be to
identify locations of potential safety concern and understand how the
existing roadway geometrics impact safety performance. SRF will use
information from the base year and 2045 conditions with forecasts as
inputs into the IHSDM safety model. Quantitative results of the crash
prediction will help us identify safety needs along the corridor and
incorporate safety into the evaluation.

Access

SRF will inventory the existing access conditions along the corridor and on all cross streets (within 150 feet of the intersection) and
compare this spacing to the preferred city, county, MnDOT, and the
MAPO access guidelines. We will record the type of access (e.g., full,
three-quarters, restricted, etc.), location, size, and land use that is
served. This process will include documenting the number of conflict
points associated with each access, the type (residential, commercial,
etc.) of such non-compliant access, the level of difficulty in modifying
such access, and safety issues. We will also consider truck activity at
key intersections from the traffic count data collection to understand
the type of truck, frequency, and time of day usage. This data will be
used to develop access management alternatives for the corridor.

Origin-Destination Assessment

Using StreetLight data, we will create an origin-destination matrix and
graphical representations of existing travel patterns that use or cross
the CSAH 5 (Third Ave) corridor. This data will allow us to answer some
critical questions:
• Who is using the CSAH 5 (Third Ave) corridor (regional vs. local trips)?
• Do these patterns vary by time of day?
• Do these patterns vary by weekday vs weekend?
• Do these patterns vary by vehicle type (freight vs. passenger
vehicles)?
SRF is a regional leader in using GPS O-D information to address questions that develop during complex projects. We have successfully used
our innovative processing of O-D data on several projects over the past
few years including the Mankato Second Street Corridor Study, TH 22
Corridor Study, and US 14 Corridor Analysis in Olmsted County.

Corridor Function and Connecting Roadways

A variety of information will be gathered and analyzed to assess the
current and future connectivity of other roadways to CSAH 5 (Third Ave).
This information includes travelshed, future traffic generation, roadway
connectivity, traffic volumes, access spacing, travel speeds, and adjacent land uses. In addition, the SRF Team will develop network options
and an assessment of a multi-directional network of collector and local
roads to serve and integrate with the CSAH 5 (Third Ave) corridor and
the larger planning area. The connecting roadways and intersections
where detailed turning movement data is collected will be reviewed
under future conditions as well to determine if significant changes are
anticipated due to access modifications and travel pattern shifts within
the area. If it is determined that substantive travel pattern shifts will
negatively affect these intersections, appropriate system improvements or intersection geometric modifications will be recommended.
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4.2 - TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

A modeling analysis will be conducted using the Synchro/SimTraffic software for the corridor for both existing and 2045 traffic conditions. This
modeling analysis will assist in the determination of roadway capacity
needs and issues (lane assignments, traffic control opportunities, etc.).
This analysis will be conducted during the highest peak hours. Since
there are unsignalized intersections in the study area, additional analysis may be required using Highway Capacity Manual methods to determine the operational characteristics of the overall corridor.
The Synchro/SimTraffic model will be rerun using the forecast traffic
volumes. This analysis will identify future intersection and/or roadway
segment capacity issues that should be considered during the development of alternatives. This will help set the stage for consideration of
impacts on regional and county roadway systems that connect into the
CSAH 5 (Third Ave) corridor and parallel local streets.

4.3 - CORRIDOR PURPOSE & NEED STATEMENT
(ISSUES IDENTIFICATION SUMMARY)

Preparing a Purpose and Need Statement (PNS) is an essential step to
defining the project and providing guidance for further analysis. Defining the scope and depth of the issues for a project provides a guide to
stakeholders, officials, and the public in sorting out various alternatives
and helping select a locally preferred alternative for detailed analysis
in future environmental documentation. SRF will prepare a compelling
and clearly articulated draft Purpose and Need Statement (PNS), supported by sound analysis for review/comment early in the study process. The Purpose and Need Statement will take into consideration the
information gathered and the analysis completed and build on federal
purpose and need guidelines, including:
• Project history/status – Discuss previous work and decisions
made/improvements implemented relative to the study corridor.
• Safety – Document needs relative to addressing existing
multimodal safety deficiencies.
• Transportation, social and economic demands – Discuss how
corridor relates to local, state, and regional plans. This goes
beyond transportation and includes land use, growth, and economic development.
• System deficiencies and capacity needs – Document needs relative to addressing existing needs related to capacity/operational
issues, geometric deficiencies, and pavement quality.
• System linkage and modal interrelationships – Document
needs relative to “connecting links” within the transportation study
(including all modes).
It will be extremely important to build local consensus amongst the various stakeholder groups, business landowners, intermodal interests,
each of which will likely view the project from a different perspective.
The draft Purpose and Need Statement will be reviewed and discussed
by the PMT and revised based on feedback. With feedback from the
public and key interested groups, SRF will present the revised draft Purpose and Need Statement to the PMT for consideration and approval.

4.4 - ALTERNATIVES DEVELOPMENT
Corridor Vision & Goals

A key objective when completing a corridor study is to define a unified
corridor vision that supports current and future land uses within the area
as well as provides for user safety, mobility, and community connectivity.
This generally begins by defining a common set of goals or outcomes,
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based on technical analysis and stakeholder engagement, that must be
achieved with the alternatives; these goals will help guide the process,
alternative evaluations, and project decisions. The vision will be defined
by a set of stated goals, a visual plan/map showing locations for key
transportation facilities, and modifications along CSAH 5 (Third Ave).

Alternatives Development

Next, a range of alternatives that address existing and future traffic flow,
safety, access management, intersection control, pedestrian and bicycle
connectivity, lane configurations, freight mobility, and possible impacts to
parallel streets will be developed. To do that, conceptual typical sections
will be developed to address the corridor issues identified previously.
As part of this task, the SRF Team will develop up to four (4) corridor
typical section alternatives to be evaluated further which includes a
no build scenario as well. The typical sections will be prepared so that
they graphically demonstrate how the corridor space will look and feel
if implemented. Extra effort will be made to strike more of a balance
between all transportation modes, while considering existing and
future development plans.

4.5 - ALTERNATIVE EVALUATION

After typical section alternatives have been identified, the SRF Team
will work with stakeholders to establish evaluation criteria that incorporate the purpose and need statement and earlier public input on
issues and needs. Potential criteria could include the following:
• Multimodal (freight, pedestri- • Travel time reliability
ans, and bicyclists) Operations/ • Safety/Crash Reductions
Connectivity
• Sustainability/Emissions
• Railroad Grade Crossings
• Right-of-Way, Drainage and
• Transit Compatibility
Utility Impacts
• Business Impacts
• Pavement Quality
• Land Use Compatibility
• Landscaping/Streetscaping
• Adjacent corridors
Opportunity
connectivity/compatibility
• Freight Compatibility
• Access Management
• Benefit-Cost
• Traffic Operations including • Constructability and
intersection control
Maintenance
The SRF Team will compile evaluation results using our comprehensive evaluation methodology. Our evaluation system documents impact
assessment criteria, tests and ranks the relative merits of each concept,
compares concepts to each other and the no-build option, and documents the rationale for the locally preferred vision for the corridor. The
results of the evaluation process will be presented in a matrix, which is
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organized so stakeholders can easily discern the relationship between
study goals and the measurable criteria used to evaluate alternatives.
Our measurement of impacts will involve grading by magnitude of
impact. For some criteria, quantifiable data will be available and
included in the draft matrix, so the PMT can view results from the technical analyses. After PMT discussion, data will be generalized into a
“good, fair, or poor” format or a similar scale for public review. While
each alternative will have different trade-offs with respect to the evaluation criteria, the matrix will help stakeholders review the analyses
and provide meaningful comments. Preliminary planning-level cost estimates for each alternative will also be included in the evaluation matrix.
The preliminary planning-level cost estimates will be developed using
generalized cost per mile data for similar improvements (including contingencies for drainage, landscaping, lighting, traffic control, etc.).
SRF will further summarize findings with an advantage/disadvantage
chart, which helps the public quickly understand the relative benefits/
constraints of each alternative using color coding and format. The presentation of this analysis in simplified graphics will enable stakeholders to quickly digest the relative merits of each alternative, so that they
can offer constructive comments, and identify their preferences.
The evaluation process and detailed results, the evaluation matrices,
and the draft ranking of alternatives will be presented to the PMT for
comment and refinement before presenting to resource agencies and
the public for comments.

4.6 - RECOMMENDATIONS & BUDGET ESTIMATES

Based on the results of the alternatives evaluation, technical analysis, and public and stakeholder input, a locally preferred vision will be
selected for the corridor. SRF will recommend specific strategies to the
PMT to implement the proposed improvements included in the corridor
vision for CSAH 5 (Third Ave). SRF will work with the PMT to identify
lower-cost/high-benefit improvements and logical sequencing or staging of these improvements. To accomplish this, we will assist the PMT in
identifying criteria that can be used to prioritize the improvements. As
part of this staging analysis, possible criteria that could be used include:
• Immediacy of need (capacity, safety, and/or condition)
• Construction feasibility (what segments are less costly and more
easily constructed)
• Ability to leverage other planned regional and/or local improvements
• Ability to leverage planned private improvements (adjacent development opportunities)
• Logical sequencing of segments to avoid the creation of downstream safety problems
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SRF will also develop planning level-cost estimates for each phase of
the implementation plan using generalized cost per mile data for similar improvements (including contingencies for drainage, landscaping,
lighting, traffic control, etc.). Estimated right of way costs will also be
determined using a generalized cost per acre. Long-term maintenance
strategies will also be analyzed to ensure CSAH 5 is properly maintained, most notably for pavement preservation due to the wear and
tear from heavy freight vehicles, to ensure Blue Earth County is well
informed for future CIPs.

4.7 - INTERSECTION CONTROL EVALUATION (ICE)
REPORTS

Using our extensive local experience and expertise, we will prepare
ICE reports using the Minnesota Department of Transportation (MnDOT)
ICE methodology for the intersections listed below. ICE reports will
evaluate intersection operations and safety to determine the most
appropriate long-term intersection control type for each intersection.
Specifically, we will use the FHWA’s CAP-X tool and ITE’s Unsignalized
Intersection Improvement Guide (UIIG) as tools to help understand the
range of options given traffic data, safety history, and site characteristics. Potential intersection options for each intersection will be discussed with the MAPO and feedback will be obtained from the PMT if
deemed necessary. ICE report locations:
• US 14 Eastbound ramp
• US 14 Westbound ramp

Deliverables: SRF will develop a series of technical memorandums summarizing the analysis completed as part of this task. This
includes: Existing Conditions, Traffic Analysis, Issues Identification,
Alternative Development and Evaluation, and Recommendations.

TASK 5: PUBLIC & AGENCY INPUT
The CSAH 5 (Third Ave) Corridor Study provides an opportunity for staff
of the MAPO, Blue Earth County, and the City of Mankato, elected and
appointed officials, and residents to come together and develop a
vision for the corridor that supports the goals of the community (i.e.,
residents, businesses, and other stakeholders). Our work plan that
is detailed below outlines how we will inform and involve corridor residents and businesses, area stakeholders and the public
throughout the study to achieve a community supported vision for
the CSAH 5 (Third Ave) corridor.
Engagement is most effective when it blends in-person interactions
with online information sharing opportunities to provide convenient and
accessible options for public participation. Our engagement approach
will leverage interactive and visually appealing virtual engagement
tools such as online input opportunities, virtual open house meetings,
an actively managed website, and targeted social media advertising.
Virtual engagement and outreach will be complimented with in-person focus group and open house meetings, pop-up events, mailers
to targeted properties along the corridor, press releases and passive
engagement notifications both along the corridor and at popular community locations. Our work on the Second Street Corridor Study has
provided us firsthand expertise successfully collaborating with the City
of Mankato’s communications staff to leverage other outlets such as
Every Voice Mankato and the City’s quarterly newsletter.
Successful engagement must prioritize the user experience, now more
than ever, to effectively reach a range of audiences, communicate study
content in straightforward and visually appealing ways, and ensure
equitable opportunities for residents to participate and provide input.
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All in-person engagement events will align with the MAPO Public Participation Plan and follow state and local social distancing guidelines.
Study materials will include the option to request materials in alternative formats, including translation services of up to one (1) other language or public meeting accommodations. Virtual engagement tools
will be user friendly and align with Web Accessibility Guidelines 2.0.

5.1 - PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PLAN

The SRF Team has outlined our proposed public involvement plan in
the sections below. Our approach outlines how we intend to inform
and involve corridor residents and businesses, area stakeholders, and
the public throughout the study. The MAPO’s Public Participation Plan
and Staff Guide (PPP) provides a key framework for the study’s engagement process. As part of the study, a detailed Public Involvement Plan
(PIP) will be developed. This document will identify audiences, engagement tools, outreach strategies, documentation and reporting, COVID19 contingencies, and agency coordination efforts to help accomplish
the study’s final objective of achieving a community supported vision
for the CSAH 5 (Third Ave) Corridor. In addition to community outreach and stakeholder engagement, the PIP will articulate a process
for coordination with decision-making and advisory bodies, including
the MAPO TAC and MAPO Policy Board, Blue Earth County, and City of
Mankato, which will be integral to accomplishing the study objectives.
At a minimum the PIP will include all items as noted in the RFP.

5.2 - ADVERTISING, SOCIAL MEDIA PROMOTION &
STUDY WEBSITE

Our online engagement focuses on a social media strategy that will
include sharing content by leveraging the channels (Facebook, Twitter, NextDoor, Social Pin Point) of partner agencies and organizations
(e.g., Every Voice Mankato), as well as using these platforms for targeted promotion. Our team will utilize other platforms as to maintain
an additional layer of communication with area stakeholders, including
Wiki-mapping and Facebook. Our team will also use story Maps and
online surveys, YouTube educational videos, targeted mailings to key
stakeholders, traditional media outlets, and dynamic mapping platform
integration/ArcGIS tools to disseminate information, educate stakeholders, and obtain input.
We will work with the PMT to develop a study webpage and brand/logo
to regularly inform the public regarding activities, upcoming meetings,
and links to additional relevant resources and study partners. By utilizing these additional resources, our team will disseminate information
to the broader community through targeted communication to ensure
each stakeholder group is reached. To kick off the study, the SRF Team
proposes launching a social media campaign to introduce the study
and funnel traffic to the study website. Detailed information to educate
the public on the purpose of the study will be available on the study
website. The study website will also provide an opportunity for the
public to submit comments and questions. The SRF Team will work with
the PMT to formulate response to comments and questions received.
SRF will work with the PMT to create a communication plan that articulates roles, responsibilities, primary contacts, and a detailed promotional timeline for all outreach strategies. It is understood that the City
of Mankato has various contacts with local television, radio and other
media outlets (e.g., Mankato Free Press) which SRF will plan to utilize,
as needed, during the study.
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5.3 - PROVISION OF MATERIALS

At points throughout the study, MAPO, Blue Earth County, City of
Mankato, and other staff may deliver informational presentations and
conduct outreach to stakeholders. At the PMT’s discretion, agency
staff may conduct these efforts without SRF staff present. During these
occasions and at the PMT’s request, SRF will supply agency staff with
presentation and outreach materials. SRF will also gather all summary
information and feedback received and integrate it into the study process and final documentation.

5.4 - FOCUSED DISCUSSIONS (FOCUS GROUPS (2)

These focus group meetings will be key in defining the vision and
purpose and need for the corridor. There are many competing users
that currently travel the CSAH 5 (Third Ave) corridor and understanding
each will be key. We propose engaging the focus groups during the
middle of the study to confirm the corridor issues and to present and
discuss draft corridor alternatives. It will be important to gather input
on the alternatives from the focus groups as they are key stakeholders
that utilize the CSAH 5 (Third Ave) corridor. We will leverage Greater
Mankato Growth to understand who to contact at these businesses,
and strategize with them on the best ways to contact them and receive
feedback. SRF experienced success collaborating with them during
the TH 22 Corridor Study. We propose having the two focus groups
schedule on the same day to maximize resources and schedule them
mid-day between 11 a.m. and 1 p.m., each 45 minutes long.
We have identified the following businesses or residential areas for
potential focus group meetings. This list is not exhaustive and illustrates a sampling of potential members as typically less than a quarter
of those contacted will participate.

Urban
•
•
•
•
•

AMCOR
G&L Auto Supply
Minnesota Paving and Materials
Hubbard Feeds, Inc. /
Truck Center Companies,
Mankato
• Dittrich Welding and
Fabrication

•
•
•
•
•
•

True Value Distribution Center
Western Specialized, Inc.
Budweiser
Jones Metal, Inc.
Alter Metal Recycling
Kato Manufacturing

Rural

• Pilgrim Demolition Landfill
• Residents along, or west, of
• Vetter Stone
CSAH 5
• Southern Minnesota Construction
SRF believes that focus group meetings will be key to successfully confirming a vision for the corridor and receiving initial feedback on alternatives. Focus groups allow the opportunity to interact with targeted
groups in an intimate way. In our experience the feedback received
from focus group meetings is much more meaningful that a larger
open house setting as attendees are more comfortable in the smaller
setting and can freely share thoughts and ideas.

5.5 - OPEN HOUSE (1)

The SRF Team will host one (1) public open house meetings at the midpoint of the study to share study goals and objectives, existing corridor
issues and purpose and need, preliminary alternatives and evaluation
results, and input received during the focused discussions. The open
house can be hosted virtually or in-person, if current COVID-19 guidelines are adhered to and will be based on PMT preference.
SRF Consulting Group

In-person: If the public open house meeting is hosted in person

informational display boards will be developed along with a formal
presentation. Comment cards and copies of any online materials will
also be available at the open house meeting.

Virtual: If the public open house meeting is housed virtually the
Zoom Webinar platform will be utilized, with options to call in our
join the meeting via broadband. Meetings will include a presentation from the SRF Team and a facilitated Q & A to ensure opportunities for live interaction. Meetings will be recorded and made available on the study website after the event. Following guidance from
MAPO’s Public Participation Plan and Staff Guide, virtual open house
meetings will ensure equitable opportunities to participate for those
with limited English proficiency or no internet access.

The public open house meeting will be promoted via traditional media,
a social media campaign, a virtual newsletter to the study contact list
as well as a targeted mailer to the list of focus group attendees. In
conjunction with this open house, SRF will develop and promote a
community survey to gather input and promote public participation at
this phase in the study process.
Additionally, we propose utilizing an interactive Wiki-mapping tool to
provide the public opportunities to identify transportation issues and
opportunities along the corridor.
Feedback received during the open house meeting will be reviewed
and incorporated as needed into the study process and final documentation. Additionally, a comprehensive public comment log will be
created and included in the final study document. SRF will work with
the PMT to determine appropriate responses to all public comments
received throughout the study process.

5.6 - PRESENTATIONS: MAPO

SRF will attend and deliver presentations at two (2) meetings with the
MAPO TAC. It is understood that meetings are held on the third Thursday of each month or as needed and will be attended in-person. A summary of each meeting and the general presented topics are as follows:
• TAC Meeting #1: Introductions, Study Overview/Schedule, Data
Summary and Existing Conditions, and Community Engagement
Results (round 1), and Preliminary Concept Alternative Development.
• TAC Meeting #2: Concept Alternative Evaluation, Recommendations, and Community Engagement Results (round 2), and Draft
Report with Comment.
At relevant and requested times during the study, SRF will attend and
deliver a presentation at one (1) meeting with the MAPO Policy Board.
It is understood that the meetings are held the first Thursday of each
month or on an as-needed basis and will be attended in-person. The
purpose of the presentation will be to provide an overview of the study
process including all public and stakeholder engagement activities,
share final study recommendations and present the final study documentation for acceptance.

5.7 - PRESENTATION: BLUE EARTH COUNTY BOARD
WORK SESSION

SRF will attend and deliver in-person one (1) presentation at a Blue Earth
County Board Work Session. The purpose of the presentation will be to
provide an overview of the study progress including all public and stakeholder engagement activities, gather input on draft corridor alternatives.
It will be important to consider input and feedback received during this
work session when determining alternatives to carry forward.
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5.8 - PRESENTATION: MANKATO CITY COUNCIL
WORK SESSION

SRF will attend and deliver in-person one (1) presentation at a Mankato
City Council Work Session The purpose of the presentation will be to
provide an overview of the study progress including all public and
stakeholder engagement activities, gather input on draft corridor alternatives. It will be important to consider input and feedback received
during this work session when determining alternatives to carry forward.

5.9 - POP-UP ENGAGEMENT EVENT (1)

The MAPO Public Participation Plan acknowledges that pop-up
engagement events help to reach an unbiased and proportionately
representative audience. An in-person pop-up event is a great opportunity to interact with residents in an informal community setting. The
event provides the opportunity to introduce the study, receive feedback on goals and opportunities, and gather feedback on preliminary
corridor alternatives. SRF will host one (1) pop-up engagement event
at popular community events, such as Songs on the Lawn, Night to
Unite or another community event, to connect with residents, gather
feedback, and promote participation in the CSAH 5 (Third Ave) Corridor
Study. To maximize efficiencies, pop-up events will be scheduled at
times that align with other study activities, such as focus group meetings or public open house meetings.
We experienced success of maximizing SRF and agency staff
resources during a pop-up event for the Second Street Corridor Study
where door knocking and businesses drop-ins were performed in
tandem. We found benefit with this and would propose targeted business drop-ins along the corridor of those that did not participate in
the focus group meeting. This could include two staff members driving to businesses along or near the corridor and handing out materials, as well as trying to connect with someone organically that day.
SRF will work with MAPO and the PMT to identify and prepare materials
for additional pop-up events that could be attended by MAPO staff. The
COVID-19 pandemic has demonstrated the need to go the extra mile to
reach targeted audiences.
SRF will also prepare, if requested, passive engagement materials that
could be posted at community locations along the CSAH 5 (Third Ave)
corridor, the Mankato Intergovernmental Center, or nearby businesses.

5.10 - PUBLIC COMMENT LOG

Over the course of the study, input received will be maintained,
responded to and complied within a comprehensive Public Comment
Log that identifies public comments received and any resulting actions.
Comments will be categorized and grouped by common theme as well
as include the date received and a section on how/why the study was/
was not updated to reflect the comment.

Deliverables: Public Involvement Plan (PIP), presentation materials, meeting materials, agendas and summaries, comprehensive
public comment log

TASK 6: ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE & TITLE VI
SRF is a national leader in the areas of Title VI and Environmental Justice
(EJ), specifically in the application of Title VI and EJ principles to multiple
and varied modes of transportation. We have worked with transit agencies and MPOs to assess the potential adverse impacts to minority and
low-income populations of transportation infrastructure changes and
have reviewed their policies and practices to ensure compliance with all
relevant requirements and guidelines. Conclusions from the population
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demographics analysis and community engagement will support identification of focus areas for issue confirmation to better understand corridor improvements that will not hinder vulnerable populations.
SRF will coordinate with MAPO’s Title VI/EJ policies and PPP and will
ensure that all federal, state and local EJ requirements are abided by.

6.1 - ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE (EJ) REPORT

SRF staff are experts at analyzing census data to gain useful insights into
population demographics. These findings are often used to guide public
participation activities in ways that will be more useful and meaningful to
public participants, including minority and low-income populations, the
young and the elderly, populations with limited access to vehicles and
populations that speak a language other than English at home.
The MAPO has taken a strong lead in applying Environmental Justice
principles by requiring the CSAH 5 (Third Ave) Corridor Study document to be translated into other languages as requested by the public.
Through additional analysis of census data, we will be able to identify
concentration of populations with limited English proficiency to better
tailor our outreach approach to be inclusive of and inviting to all participants. Through our knowledge of EJ and Title VI guidelines, and our
proposed public outreach efforts, MAPO can be assured that the final
study document will meet all relevant EJ requirements.

6.2 - ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT SUMMARY

Identification of environmental and cultural issues and constraints is
a prerequisite to the concept development process. SRF will focus on
understanding key “location defining” resources that require avoidance and minimization measures under state and federal environmental regulations, including:
• Wetlands, public waters, and other resources
• Parks, trails, and other recreational resources (including 4f/6f)
• Air, noise, and water quality impact
• Threatened and endangered species
• Previously surveyed historic and archaeological resources
Proactive consideration of these types of resources must be reviewed
when evaluating various concepts. While an in-depth evaluation of
social, economic, and environmental (SEE) resources is not part of
this environmental screening, enough inventory and assessment
work will be completed to determine which impacts may be potentially significant in examining alternative concepts to carry forward.
SRF will assemble all relevant SEE information and display this data
on the study’s GIS base map. The base map will graphically depict the
potential environmental issues and constraints as well as other critical
factors that need to be considered in identifying concept alternatives.
Additional information generated by agency and public input will also
be added to the base map during the study process.
A preliminary review identified constraints for further review by the
study, including:
• Karst bedrock is present under nearly all of the CSAH 5 study corridor area.
• CSAH 5 crosses three streams or tributaries within the study area,
as well as travels directly adjacent to wetlands between US 14 and
the county line.
• Potential sites along or adjacent to the study corridor with hazardous waste, stormwater, or other investigation and cleanup per the
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency’s data.

Deliverable: Technical memorandum summarizing the EJ Report
and Environmental Impact Summary.
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TASK 7: PROJECT COMPLETION/PLAN
DELIVERY

• Print and provide three (3) hard copies of the Final Corridor Study
document and stand-alone Executive Summary document. The
final documents will be converted to the highest level of accessibility which includes readability by Adobe Acrobat’s “Read Aloud” feature. If requested by the public, the Executive Summary document
will also be translated into one (1) additional language.
• All electronic study materials
• Ensure that the final study is recommended for acceptance by the
MAPO Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) no later than their March
2023 meeting.
• Ensure that the final study is formally accepted by the MAPO Policy
Board no later than their April 2023 meeting.

SRF will prepare a final document and stand alone executive summary
document that details all study components as identified in the RFP.
All final materials for the CSAH 5 (Third Ave) Corridor study will be prepared, reviewed, revised, and finalized for distribution as specified below:
• A comprehensive record of steps performed, data collection, and
analysis conducted.
• All materials will follow State and Federal requirements.
• Prepare draft study document and stand-alone executive summary for review by MAPO staff, the PMT, MAPO TAC, and MAPO
Policy Board. The draft document will be emailed to these groups
for review, and their comments reviewed with the MAPO staff
and acceptable changes will be incorporated prior to proceeding
through the review and adoption process.
• Prepare a revised draft study document of the study for use during
public review.

Deliverables: The SRF Team will prepare the Draft and Final Study
document, provide three (3) hard copies of the Final Corridor Study
document and Executive Summary document, and one (1) electronic
copy (on CD or USB drive) with electronic data sets and files. If
requested, one (1) electronic copy of the Executive Summary document (on CD or USB drive) translated into an additional language.

SCHEDULE
M

A

M

J

J

2022
A

S

O

N

D

J

2023
F

M

A

Task 1: Project Management
Task 2: Initiate Study
Project Management Team (PMT) Meetings

Task 3: Data Collection
Task 4: Data Analysis and Study Documentation
Existing Conditions
Traffic Analysis
Issues Identification
Alternative Development & Evaluation (ICE Reports)
Recommendations and Budget Estimates

Task 5: Public and Agency Input
Advertising, Social Media and Website Updates
Focus Group Meetings (2)
Open House Meetings (1)
Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) Meetings (2)
MAPO Policy Board Presentation (1)
Blue Earth County/Mankato City Council Work Session (1)
Pop-up Engagement Event (1)

Task 6: Environmental Justic and Title VI
Task 7: Project Completion/Plan Delivery
Key Deliverable
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Draft Report

Final Report

Web Updates/Facebook Ads/Newsletters

Meeting
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7. Budget

SRF Consulting Group, Inc.

Page 1 of 1

Work Tasks and Person-Hour Estimates

Client:

Mankato/North Mankato Planning
SRF has
developed a detailed scope of services, along with hourly fees, for each task herein, which is shown below. This includes all reimbursable
Organization (MAPO)
expenses.
have Ave)
included
optional
Project: CSAHWe
5 (Third
Corridor
Study tasks and costs as detailed below.
15202.PP
TASK NO.
1.0
2.0
3.0
4.0
5.0
6.0
7.0

TASK DESCRIPTION
Project Management
Initiate Study
Data Collection
Data Analysis and Study Development
Public and Agency Input
Environmental Justice and Title VI
Project Completion/Plan Delivery

PRINCIPAL
16
24
0
12
32
0
1

SR. ASSOC.
0
0
0
2
0
8
2

ASSOCIATE
0
26
6
18
49
0
4

SR. PROF
0
0
8
22
0
0
4

PROF.
0
0
24
174
72
22
32

TECHNICAL
0
0
8
0
26
0
4

CLERICAL
0
0
0
0
4
0
8

TOTALS
16
50
46
228
183
30
55

85

12

103

34

324

38

12

608

$68.00
$5,780.00

$61.00
$732.00

$45.00
$4,635.00

$41.00
$1,394.00

$35.00
$11,340.00

$28.00
$1,064.00

$27.00
$324.00

T O T AL E S T I M AT E D P E R SO N - HO UR S
AVERAGE HOURLY PAYROLL RATE
ESTIMATED LABOR
ESTIMATED OVERHEAD COST

$25,269.00
163.67%

ESTIMATED LABOR AND OVERHEAD

$41,357.77
$66,626.77

FIXED FEE

15.00%

$9,994.02

$3,378.50

SRF ESTIMATED DIRECT NON-SALARY EXPENSES
T O T AL E ST I M AT E D F E E

SRF ESTIMATE OF DIRECT NON-SALARY EXPENSES:
MILEAGE:
MEALS:

EST. FEE
$3,299.04
$8,496.24
$5,039.52
$26,501.47
$23,460.17
$3,814.51
$6,009.83

$79, 999. 29

Personal Vehicles
Color Copies
Final Report (3 copies)

MISC PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT SUPPLIES
24-HR TRAFFIC VIDEO COUNTS (10 LOCATIONS)

1600
10
350
3

Miles @
Meals @
Copies @
Prints @

$0.560
$11.00
$0.35
$50.00

10

@

$200.00

$896.00
$110.00
$122.50
$150.00
$100.00
$2,000.00
SR F EX P ENSES:

$3, 378. 50

8. References
Kaye Bieniek, PE

Olmsted County
2122 Campus Drive SE, Suite 200 Rochester, MN 55904-4744
Phone: 507.328.7047 Email: bieniek.kaye@co.olmsted.mn.us

Brian Gibson, PTP

St. Cloud APO Executive Director
1040 County Road 4 St. Cloud, MN 56303
Phone: 320.252.7568 Email: gibson@stcloudapo.org

Justin Femrite, PE
City of Elk River Public Works Director
Phone: 763.635.1051 Email: jfemrite@elkrivermn.gov

SRF CONSULTING GROUP, INC.

SRF Consulting Group

CSAH5_CostProposal.xlsx
MINNEAPOLIS. MN

CSAH 5 (Third Ave) Corridor Study I Mankato/North Mankato Area Planning Organization
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9. Forms, Certificates, Affidavits, Disclosures, &
Documents

Appendix C: Required Affidavits and Certifications

Affidavit of Noncollusion
Conflict of Interest Checklist and Disclosure Form
Affirmative Action Certification
Immigration Status Certification
Certification of Restriction on Lobbying
Certificate of Liability Insurance
Non-Discrimination Assurances
Responders must provide confirmation they agree to comply with all applicable US DOT Standard Title VI/Non-Discrimination
Assurances contained in DOT Order No. 1050.2A, and in particular Appendices A and E, which can be found at: edocspublic.dot.state.mn.us/edocs_public/DMResultSet/download?docId=11149035.
DESCRIPTION OF REQUIRED FORMS
Affidavit of Noncollusion
Responders must complete the “Affidavit of Noncollusion” found in this Appendix and include it with the response. The successful
responder will be required to submit acceptable evidence of compliance with workers' compensation insurance coverage requirements prior to execution of the Contract. The successful responder will be required to submit pre-award audit information and
comply with audit standards.
Organizational Conflicts of Interest
The responder warrants that, to the best of its knowledge and belief, and except as otherwise disclosed, there are no relevant facts
or circumstances, which could give rise to organizational conflicts of interest. An organizational conflict of interest exists when,
because of existing or planned activities or because of relationships with other persons, a vendor is unable or potentially unable to
render impartial assistance or advice to MAPO, or the successful responder’s objectivity in performing the Contract work is or might
be otherwise impaired, or the successful responder has an unfair competitive advantage. The responder agrees that, if after award,
an organizational conflict of interest is discovered, an immediate and full disclosure in writing must be made to MAPO, which must
include a description of the action, which the successful responder has taken or proposes to take to avoid or mitigate such conflicts.
If an organization conflict of interest is determined to exist, MAPO may, at their discretion, cancel the Contract. In the event the
responder was aware of an organizational conflict of interest prior to the award of the Contract and did not disclose the conflict to
the contracting officer, MAPO may terminate the Contract for default. The provisions of this clause must be included in all
subcontracts for work to be performed similar to the service provided by the prime contractor, and the terms “contract,”
“contractor,” and “contracting officer” modified appropriately to preserve MAPO’s rights. Responders must complete the “Conflict
of Interest Checklist and Disclosure Form” and submit it along with the response, but not as a part of the response.
Affirmative Action Data
For all Contracts estimated to be in excess of $100,000, responders are required to complete the “Affirmative Action Certification”
page and include it with the response.
Immigration Status Certification
By order of the Governor (Governor’s Executive Order 08-01), vendors and subcontractors MUST certify compliance with the
Immigration Reform and Control Act of 1986 (8 U.S.C. 1101 et seq.) and certify use of the E-Verify system established by the
Department of Homeland Security. E-Verify program information can be found at http://www.dhs.gov/ximgtn/programs.
If any response to a solicitation is or could be in excess of $50,000, vendors and subcontractors must certify compliance with items 1
and 2 of the Immigration Status Certification by completing the required form and submitting it with their proposal.
In addition, prior to the delivery of the product or initiation of services, vendors must obtain this certification from all subcontractors
who will participate in the performance of the contract. All subcontractor certifications must be kept on file with the contract vendor
and made available to the state upon request.
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Restrictions on Lobbying
Contractors that apply or bid for an award of $100,000 or more must completed the required certification that is will not and has not
used Federally appropriated funds to pay any person or organization for influencing an officer or employee of any agency, a member
of Congress, officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of a member of Congress in connection with obtaining any Federal
contract, grant, or any other award covered by 31 U.S.C. 1352. The Contractor must disclose any lobbying with non-Federal funds
that takes place in connection with obtaining any Federal award. The offeror must submit the required form with their proposal.
Pursuant to Minnesota Statutes §10A.06, no person may act as or employ a lobbyist for compensation that is dependent upon the
result or outcome of any legislation or administrative action.
Standard of Performance, Insurance and Indemnity
All services to be performed by Contractor hereunder shall be performed in a skilled, professional and non-negligent manner.
Contractor shall obtain and maintain at his/her/its cost and expense:
a. Comprehensive general liability insurance that covers the consultant services performed by Contractor for MAPO
with a combined single limit of liability of at least One Million Dollars ($1,000,000.00).
b. Errors and omissions or equivalent insurance that covers the contractor services performed by Contractor for MAPO
with a combined single limit of liability of at least One Million Dollars ($1,000,000.00).
c. Worker’s compensation insurance covering Contractor (if an individual) and all of Contractor’s employees with
coverages and limits of coverage required by law.
Contractor shall indemnify and hold harmless MAPO from and against all errors, omissions and/or negligent acts causing claims,
damages, liabilities and damages arising out of the performance of his/her/its services hereunder.
Contractor certifies that Contractor is in compliance with all applicable worker’s compensation laws, rules and regulations. Neither
Contractor (if an individual) nor Contractor’s employees and agents will be considered MAPO employees. Any claims that may arise
under any worker’s compensation laws on behalf of any employee of Contractor and any claims made by any third party as a
consequence of any act or omission on the part of Contractor or any employee of Contractor are in no way MAPO’s obligation or
responsibility. By signing this Agreement, Contractor certifies that Contractor is in compliance with these laws and regulations.
Contractor shall deliver to MAPO, concurrent with the execution of this Agreement, one or more certificate(s) of insurance
evidencing that Consultant has the insurance required by this Agreement in full force and effect. MAPO shall be named as
additional insureds under such policy(ies). The insurer will provide at least thirty (30) days prior written notice to MAPO, without fail,
of any cancellation, non-renewal, or modification of any the policy(ies) or coverage evidenced by said certificate(s) for any cause,
except for nonpayment of premium. The insurer will provide at least ten (10) days prior written notice to MAPO, without fail, of any
cancellation of any of the policy(ies) or coverage evidenced by said certificate(s) for nonpayment of premium. Contractor shall
provide MAPO with appropriate endorsements to its policy(ies) reflecting the status of MAPO as an additional insured and requiring
that the foregoing required notice of cancellation, material alteration or non-renewal be provided MAPO by the insurance company
providing such insurance policy to Contractor.
The Contractor shall require any subcontractor permitted by MAPO under Section 3 hereof to perform work for Contractor on the
Project to have in full force and effect the insurance coverage required of the Contractor under this Agreement before any
subcontractor(s) begin(s) work on the Project. Contractor shall require any such subcontractor to provide to Contractor a Certificate
of Insurance evidencing that such subcontractor has the insurance required by this Agreement in full force and effect. The
Contractor and MAPO shall be named as additional insureds under such policies. The insurer will provide 30 day written notice to
MAPO and Contractor, without fail, of any cancellation, non-renewal, or modification of the policy(ies) or coverage evidenced by
said certificate(s) for any cause, except for nonpayment of premium. The insurer will provide at least ten (10) days prior written
notice to MAPO, without fail, of any cancellation of any of the policy(ies) or coverage evidenced by said certificate(s) for
nonpayment of premium. MAPO shall also be provided with appropriate endorsements to its policy(ies) reflecting the status of
MAPO as an additional insured and requiring that the foregoing required notice of cancellation, material alteration or non-renewal
be provided MAPO by the insurance company providing such insurance policy(ies).

AFFIDAVIT OF NONCOLLUSION
I swear (or affirm) under the penalty of perjury:
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CONFLICT OF INTEREST CHECKLIST AND DISCLOSURE FORM
Purpose of this Checklist. This checklist is provided to assist proposers in screening for potential organizational conflicts of interest.
The checklist is for the internal use of proposers and does not need to be submitted, however, the Disclosure of Potential Conflict of
Interest form should be submitted in a separate envelope along with your proposal.
Definition of “Proposer”. As used herein, the word “Proposer” includes both the prime contractor and all proposed subcontractors.
Checklist is Not Exclusive. Please note that this checklist serves as a guide only, and that there may be additional potential conflict
situations not covered by this checklist. If a proposer determines a potential conflict of interest exists that is not covered by this
checklist, that potential conflict must still be disclosed.
Use of the Disclosure Form. A proposer must complete the attached disclosure form and submit it with their Proposal. If a
proposer determines a potential conflict of interest exists, it must disclose the potential conflict to MAPO; however, such a
disclosure will not necessarily disqualify a proposer from being awarded a Contract. To avoid any unfair “taint” of the selection
process, the disclosure form should be provided separate from the bound proposal, and it will not be provided to selection
committee members. MAPO personnel will review the disclosure and the appropriateness of the proposed mitigation measures to
determine if the proposer may be awarded the contract notwithstanding the potential conflict. By statute, resolution of conflict of
interest issues is ultimately at the sole discretion of MAPO.
Material Representation. The proposer is required to submit the attached disclosure form either declaring, to the best of its
knowledge and belief, either that no potential conflict exists, or identifying potential conflicts and proposing remedial measures to
ameliorate such conflict. The proposer must also update conflict information if such information changes after the submission of the
proposal. Information provided on the form will constitute a material representation as to the award of this Contract. MAPO reserve
the right to cancel or amend the resulting contract if the successful proposer failed to disclose a potential conflict, which it knew or
should have known about, or if the proposer provided information on the disclosure form that is materially false or misleading.
Approach to Reviewing Potential Conflicts. MAPO recognizes that proposer’s must maintain business relations with other public
and private sector entities in order to continue as viable businesses. MAPO will take this reality into account as it evaluates the
appropriateness of proposed measures to mitigate potential conflicts. It is not MAPO’s intent to disqualify proposers based merely
on the existence of a business relationship with another entity, but rather only when such relationship causes a conflict that
potentially impairs the proposer’s ability to provide objective advice to MAPO. MAPO would seek to disqualify proposers only in
those cases where a potential conflict cannot be adequately mitigated. Nevertheless, MAPO must follow statutory guidance on
Organizational Conflicts of Interest.
Statutory Guidance. Minnesota Statutes §16C.02, subd. 10 (a) places limits on state agencies ability to contract with entities having
an “Organizational Conflict of Interest”. For purposes of this checklist and disclosure requirement, the term “Vendor” includes
“Proposer” as defined above. Pursuant to such statute, “Organizational Conflict of Interest” means that because of existing or
planned activities or because of relationships with other persons: (1) the vendor is unable or potentially unable to render impartial
assistance or advice to the state; (2) the vendor’s objectivity in performing the contract work is or might otherwise be impaired; or
(3) the vendor has an unfair advantage.
Additional Guidance for Professionals Licensed by the Minnesota Board of Engineering. The Minnesota Board of Engineering has
established conflict of interest rules applicable to those professionals licensed by the Board (see Minnesota Rules part 1805.0300)
Subpart 1 of the rule provides “A licensee shall avoid accepting a commission where duty to the client or the public would conflict
with the personal interest of the licensee or the interest of another client. Prior to accepting such employment the licensee shall
disclose to a prospective client such facts as may give rise to a conflict of interest”.
An organizational conflict of interest may exist in any of the following cases:
❑

The proposer, or its principals, own real property in a location where there may be a positive or adverse impact on the
value of such property based on the recommendations, designs, appraisals, or other deliverables required by this Contract.

❑

The proposer is providing services to another governmental or private entity and the proposer knows or has reason to
believe, that entity’s interests are, or may be, adverse to the state’s interests with respect to the specific project covered by
this contract. Comment: the mere existence of a business relationship with another entity would not ordinarily need to be
disclosed. Rather, this focuses on the nature of services commissioned by the other entity. For example, it would not be
appropriate to propose on an MAPO project if a local government has also retained the proposer for the purpose of
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persuading MAPO to stop or alter the project plans.
❑

The Contract is for right-of-way acquisition services or related services (e.g. geotechnical exploration) and the proposer has
an existing business relationship with a governmental or private entity that owns property to be acquired pursuant to the
Contract.

❑

The proposer is providing real estate or design services to a private entity, including but not limited to developers, whom
the proposer knows or has good reason to believe, own or are planning to purchase property affected by the project
covered by this Contract, when the value or potential uses of such property may be affected by the proposer’s performance
of work pursuant to this Contract. “Property affected by the project” includes property that is in, adjacent to, or in
reasonable proximity to current or potential right-of-way for the project. The value or potential uses of the private entity’s
property may be affected by the proposer’s work pursuant to the Contract when such work involves providing
recommendations for right-of-way acquisition, access control, and the design or location of frontage roads and
interchanges. Comment: this provision does not presume proposers know or have a duty to inquire as to all of the business
objectives of their clients. Rather, it seeks the disclosure of information regarding cases where the proposer has reason to
believe that its performance of work under this contract may materially affect the value or viability of a project it is
performing for the other entity.

❑

The proposer has a business arrangement with a current MAPO employee or immediate family member of such employee,
including promised future employment of such person, or a subcontracting arrangement with such person, when such
arrangement is contingent on the proposer being awarded this Contract. This item does not apply to pre-existing
employment of current or former MAPO employees, or their immediate family members. Comment: this provision is not
intended to supersede any MAPO policies applicable to its own employees accepting outside employment. This provision is
intended to focus on identifying situations where promises of employment have been made contingent on the outcome of
this particular procurement. It is intended to avoid a situation where a proposer may have unfair access to “inside”
information.

❑

The proposer has, in previous work for the state, been given access to “data” relevant to this procurement or this project
that is classified as “private” or “nonpublic” under the Minnesota Government Data Practices Act, and such data potentially
provides the proposer with an unfair advantage in preparing a proposal for this project. Comment: this provision will not,
for example, necessarily disqualify a proposer who performed some preliminary work from obtaining a final design
Contract, especially when the results of such previous work are public data available to all other proposers. Rather, it
attempts to avoid an “unfair advantage” when such information cannot be provided to other potential proposers.
Definitions of “government data”, “public data”, “non-public data” and “private data” can be found in Minnesota Statutes
Chapter 13.

❑

The proposer has, in previous work for the state, helped create the “ground rules” for this solicitation by performing work
such as: writing this solicitation, or preparing evaluation criteria or evaluation guides for this solicitation.

❑

The proposer, or any of its principals, because of any current or planned business arrangement, investment interest, or
ownership interest in any other business, may be unable to provide objective advice to the state.
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DISCLOSURE OF POTENTIAL CONFLICT OF INTEREST
Having had the opportunity to review the Organizational Conflict of Interest Checklist, the proposer hereby indicates that it has, to
the best of its knowledge and belief:
SRF Consulting Group
____

Determined that no potential organizational conflict of interest exists.

____

Determined a potential organizational conflict of interest as follows:

Describe nature of potential conflict:

Describe measures proposed to mitigate the potential conflict:

12/14/2021
Signature

Date

If a potential conflict has been identified, please provide name and phone number for a contact person authorized to discuss this
disclosure form with MAPO personnel.

Name

_____________
Phone
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AFFIRMATIVE ACTION CERTIFICATION
If your response to this solicitation is or could be in excess of $100,000.00, complete the information requested below to determine
whether you are subject to the Minnesota Human Rights Act (Minnesota Statutes 363A.36) certification requirement, and to provide
documentation of compliance if necessary. It is your sole responsibility to provide this information and—if required—to apply for
Human Rights certification prior to the due date and time of the bid or proposal and to obtain Human Rights certification prior to the
execution of the contract. The State of Minnesota is under no obligation to delay proceeding with a contract until a company
receives Human Rights certification.

BOX A – For companies which have employed more than 40 full-time employees within Minnesota on any
single working day during the previous 12 months. All other companies proceed to BOX B.
Your response will be rejected unless your business:
Has a current Certification of Compliance issued by the Minnesota Department of Human Rights
(MDHR) -or- Has submitted an affirmative action plan to the MDHR, which the Department received prior to
the date and time the responses are due.
Check one of the following statements if you have employed more than 40 full-time employees in Minnesota
on any single working day during the previous 12 months:
X

We have a current Certificate of Compliance issued by the MDHR. Proceed to Box C. Include a copy of
you Certification with your response

We do not have a current Certificate of Compliance; However, we submitted an Affirmative Action Plan
to the MDHR for approval, which the Department received on ___________________________(date). If the
date is the same as the response due date, indicate the time your plan was received:
_________________(time). Proceed to Box C.

We do not have a Certification of Compliance, nor has the MDHR received an Affirmative Action Plan
from our company. We acknowledge that our response will be rejected. Proceed to Box C. Contact the MDHR
for assistance. (See below for contact information)
Please note: Certificates of Compliance must be issued by the MDHR. Affirmative Action Plans must be
approved by the Federal government, a county or a municipality must still be received, reviewed and approved
by the MDHR before a Certification can be issued.

BOX B – For those companies not described in BOX A
Check below
❑ We have not employed more than 40 full-time employees on any single working day in Minnesota within the previous 12
months. Proceed to BOX C.
BOX C – For all companies
By signing this statement, you certify that the information provided is accurate and that you are authorized to sign on behalf of the
responder. You also certify that you are in compliance with federal affirmative action requirements that may apply to your company.
(These requirements are generally triggered only by participating as a prime or subcontractor on federal projects or contracts.
Contractors are alerted to these requirements by the federal government.)
12/14/2021
Name of Company: Date SRF Consulting Group
Telephone number: 763.475.0010
Title: President

Authorized Signature:
Printed Name: Todd Polum, PE
For assistance with this form, contact:
Minnesota Department of Human Rights, Compliance Services Section
Mail:
Web:

190 East 5th St., Suite 700 St. Paul, MN 55101
www.humanrights.state.mn.us

TC Metro:
Fax:

(651) 296-5663
(651) 296-9042

Toll Free:
TTY:

800-657-3704
(651) 296-1283
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SRF Consulting Group

A-9

Email:

employerinfo@therightsplace.net
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IMMIGRATION STATUS CERTIFICATION
By order of the Governor (Governor’s Executive Order 08-01), vendors and subcontractors MUST certify compliance with the
Immigration Reform and Control Act of 1986 (8 U.S.C. 1101 et seq.) and certify use of the E-Verify system established by the
Department of Homeland Security.
E-Verify program information can be found at http://www.dhs.gov/ximgtn/programs.
If any response to a solicitation is or could be in excess of $50,000.00, vendors and subcontractors must certify compliance with
items 1 and 2 below. In addition, prior to the delivery of the product or initiation of services, vendors MUST obtain this certification
from all subcontractors who will participate in the performance of the Contract. All subcontractor certifications must be kept on file
with the Contract vendor and made available to the state upon request.

1. The company shown below is in compliance with the Immigration Reform and Control Act of 1986 in relation to all
employees performing work in the United States and does not knowingly employ persons in violation of the United States
immigration laws. The company shown below will obtain this certification from all subcontractors who will participate in
the performance of this Contract and maintain subcontractor certifications for inspection by the state if such inspection is
requested; and
2. By the date of the delivery of the product and/or performance of services, the company shown below will have
implemented or will be in the process of implementing the E-Verify program for all newly hired employees in the United
States who will perform work on behalf of the State of Minnesota.
I certify that the company shown below is in compliance with items 1 and 2 above and that I am authorized to sign on its
behalf.
SRF Consulting Group
12/14/2021
Name of Company: ______________________________________
Date: ________________________________
763.475.0010
Authorized Signature: ____________________________________ Telephone Number: ____________________
Todd Polum, PE
Printed Name: ___________________________________________

President
Title: ________________________________

If the Contract vendor and/or the subcontractors are not in compliance with the Immigration Reform and Control Act, or knowingly
employ persons in violation of the United States immigration laws, or have not begun or implemented the E-Verify program for all
newly hired employees in support of the Contract, the state reserves the right to determine what action it may take. This action could
include, but would not be limited to cancellation of the Contract, and/or suspending or debarring the Contract vendor from state
purchasing.
For assistance with the E-Verify Program
Contact the National Customer Service Center (NCSC) at 1-800-375-5283 (TTY 1-800-767-1833).
For assistance with this form, contact:
Mail:
112 Administration Building, 50 Sherburne Avenue, St. Paul, Minnesota 55155
E-Mail: MMDHelp.Line@state.mn.us
Telephone:
651-296-2600
Persons with a hearing or speech disability may contact us by dialing 711 or 1-800-627-3529
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CERTIFICATION OF RESTRICTION ON LOBBYING
In accordance with Section 1352 of Title 31, United States Code, it is the policy of the bidder/company named below that:
1.

No Federal or state appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid by or on behalf of the bidder/company, to any person
for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any Federal or state agency, or a member of Congress or
the state legislature in connection with the awarding of any Federal or state contract, the making of any Federal or state
grant, the making of any Federal or state loan, extension, continuation, renewal, amendment, or modification of any Federal
or state contract, grant, loan, or cooperative agreement.

2.

If any funds other than Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid to any person for influencing or
attempting to influence an officer or employee of any Federal agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of
Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in connection with this Federal contract, grant, loan or cooperative
agreement, the undersigned shall complete and submit Standard Form-LLL, “Disclosure Form to Report Lobbying,” in
accordance with its instructions.

3.

The bidder/company shall require that the language of this certification be included in the award documents for all
subawards at all tiers (including subgrants and contracts and subcontracts under grants, subgrants, loans, and cooperative
agreement), which exceeds $100,000, and that all such subrecipients shall certify and disclose accordingly.

4.

This certification is a material representation of fact upon which reliance was placed when this transaction was made or
entered into. Submission of this certification is a prerequisite for making or entering into this transaction imposed by Section
1352, Title 31, U.S. Code. Any person who fails to file the required certification shall be subject to a civil penalty of not less
than $10,000 and not more than $100,000 for each failure.

SRF Consulting Group
Name of Bidder / Company Name _______________________________________________________
Todd Polum, PE
Type or print name ____________________________________________________________________
12 / ___
14 / ___
21
Signature of authorized representative ___________________________________ Date ___
President
______________________________________________________________(Title of authorized official)
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DATE (MM/DD/YYYY)

CERTIFICATE OF LIABILITY INSURANCE

6/28/2021

THIS CERTIFICATE IS ISSUED AS A MATTER OF INFORMATION ONLY AND CONFERS NO RIGHTS UPON THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER. THIS
CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AFFIRMATIVELY OR NEGATIVELY AMEND, EXTEND OR ALTER THE COVERAGE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES
BELOW. THIS CERTIFICATE OF INSURANCE DOES NOT CONSTITUTE A CONTRACT BETWEEN THE ISSUING INSURER(S), AUTHORIZED
REPRESENTATIVE OR PRODUCER, AND THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER.
IMPORTANT: If the certificate holder is an ADDITIONAL INSURED, the policy(ies) must have ADDITIONAL INSURED provisions or be endorsed.
If SUBROGATION IS WAIVED, subject to the terms and conditions of the policy, certain policies may require an endorsement. A statement on
this certificate does not confer rights to the certificate holder in lieu of such endorsement(s).
CONTACT
Jessica Rayman
NAME:
PHONE
(A/C, No, Ext):
E-MAIL
ADDRESS: Jessica.Rayman@marshmma.com

PRODUCER

Marsh & McLennan Agency LLC
6160 Golden Hills Drive
Minneapolis MN 55416

FAX
(A/C, No):

INSURER(S) AFFORDING COVERAGE
SRFCONSU

INSURED

SRF Consulting Group, Inc.
3701 Wayzata Blvd.
Suite 100
Minneapolis MN 55416-3791

NAIC #

INSURER B :

Continental Casualty Company
Continental Insurance Company

20443
35289

INSURER C :

Valley Forge Insurance Compnay

20508

INSURER A :

INSURER D :
INSURER E :
INSURER F :

CERTIFICATE NUMBER: 98082257

COVERAGES

REVISION NUMBER:

THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE POLICIES OF INSURANCE LISTED BELOW HAVE BEEN ISSUED TO THE INSURED NAMED ABOVE FOR THE POLICY PERIOD
INDICATED. NOTWITHSTANDING ANY REQUIREMENT, TERM OR CONDITION OF ANY CONTRACT OR OTHER DOCUMENT WITH RESPECT TO WHICH THIS
CERTIFICATE MAY BE ISSUED OR MAY PERTAIN, THE INSURANCE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES DESCRIBED HEREIN IS SUBJECT TO ALL THE TERMS,
EXCLUSIONS AND CONDITIONS OF SUCH POLICIES. LIMITS SHOWN MAY HAVE BEEN REDUCED BY PAID CLAIMS.
INSR
LTR

B

ADDL SUBR
INSD WVD

TYPE OF INSURANCE

X

CLAIMS-MADE

X

POLICY NUMBER

6018496289

COMMERCIAL GENERAL LIABILITY

POLICY EFF
POLICY EXP
(MM/DD/YYYY) (MM/DD/YYYY)

6/30/2021

6/30/2022

OCCUR

GEN'L AGGREGATE LIMIT APPLIES PER:
PROX LOC
POLICY
JECT

LIMITS

EACH OCCURRENCE
DAMAGE TO RENTED
PREMISES (Ea occurrence)

$ 1,000,000

MED EXP (Any one person)

$ 15,000

PERSONAL & ADV INJURY

$ 1,000,000

GENERAL AGGREGATE

$ 2,000,000

PRODUCTS - COMP/OP AGG

$ 2,000,000
$

OTHER:
A

6018496292

AUTOMOBILE LIABILITY

X

6/30/2021

6/30/2022

ANY AUTO
OWNED
AUTOS ONLY
HIRED
AUTOS ONLY

$ 500,000

SCHEDULED
AUTOS
NON-OWNED
AUTOS ONLY

COMBINED SINGLE LIMIT
(Ea accident)
BODILY INJURY (Per person)

$ 1,000,000
$

BODILY INJURY (Per accident) $
PROPERTY DAMAGE
(Per accident)

$
$

B

X

UMBRELLA LIAB
EXCESS LIAB

C

X

6018496275

OCCUR

6/30/2021

6/30/2022

CLAIMS-MADE

DED
RETENTION $ None
WORKERS COMPENSATION
AND EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY
ANYPROPRIETOR/PARTNER/EXECUTIVE
OFFICER/MEMBER EXCLUDED?
(Mandatory in NH)
If yes, describe under
DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONS below

EACH OCCURRENCE

$ 10,000,000

AGGREGATE

$ 10,000,000
$

6042762355
Y/N
N

6/30/2021

6/30/2022

X

PER
STATUTE

OTHER

E.L. EACH ACCIDENT

N/A

$ 1,000,000

E.L. DISEASE - EA EMPLOYEE $ 1,000,000
E.L. DISEASE - POLICY LIMIT

$ 1,000,000

DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONS / LOCATIONS / VEHICLES (ACORD 101, Additional Remarks Schedule, may be attached if more space is required)

CERTIFICATE HOLDER

CANCELLATION
SHOULD ANY OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED POLICIES BE CANCELLED BEFORE
THE EXPIRATION DATE THEREOF, NOTICE WILL BE DELIVERED IN
ACCORDANCE WITH THE POLICY PROVISIONS.

For Informational Purposes Only
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