Attachment B
APPENDIX J
Public Information and Open House Documents

Public Informational Meeting - Open House
Old Snelling Avenue and County Road E Improvements
Dear Property Owner:
The Arden Hills City Council has authorized the preparation of a feasibility study as a first step in
considering proposed improvements to Old Snelling Avenue. A project location map is provided on the
back of this page. The following potential improvements are being considered at this time:





Reconstruction of Old Snelling Avenue from County Road E to Highway 51;
Construction of a single lane roundabout at the intersection of County Road E and Old Snelling
Avenue in partnership with Ramsey County;
Construction of a pedestrian trail along Old Snelling Avenue from County Road E to Highway 51;
Replacement of watermain, sanitary sewer, and storm sewer based on a condition assessment
currently underway.

City staff will be hosting a public informational meeting to provide information on the project and to solicit
your input on the proposed improvements. This meeting will be an open house format. You may attend
the meeting anytime between 4:30 PM and 7:00 PM at your convenience to discuss the project with City
staff.
Informational Meeting – Open House
Thursday, October 17, 2019
4:30 PM to 7:00 PM
Arden Hills City Hall Council Chambers
1245 West Highway 96
Arden Hills, MN 55112
It is important to note that this project may result in an assessment to properties with driveway access
directly onto Old Snelling Avenue / Old Highway 10. An additional public informational meeting will be
conducted at a future date if the City Council determines that the project should proceed to the design
phase.
If you have any questions or cannot attend the open house meeting, please feel free to contact me at
tblomstrom@cityofardenhills.org or 651-792-7846.
Sincerely,

Todd Blomstrom, PE
Interim Public Works Director/City Engineer
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Project Update
OLD SNELLING AVENUE AND COUNTY ROAD E IMPROVEMENTS
RESCHEUDLED TO 2022 CONSTRUCTION SEASON
November 4, 2019
The City of Arden Hills and Ramsey County are in the early stages of planning for roadway
improvements along Old Snelling Avenue and County Road E. The City’s Capital Improvement
Plan identifies improvements to Old Snelling Avenue from County Road E to Highway 51 to
address deteriorated pavement conditions. The City’s capital plan and County’s transportation
improvement program also identify reconstruction of the intersection at County Road E and Old
Snelling Avenue to improve safety and traffic operations.
An open house informational meeting for the project was held on October 17, 2019 to provide an
opportunity for residents to review initial concept drawings and provide input for the project.
The open house meeting was well attended by approximately 50 people providing many valuable
questions and comments.
This project update is being sent to residents near the project area to provide information
regarding the anticipated project schedule. The project was initially planned for construction in
the 2020 or 2021 time frame. However, Ramsey County will be reconstructing Lexington
Avenue between County Road E and I-694 in 2021. Major improvements to Old Snelling
Avenue and County Road E during the same time line as construction along Lexington Avenue
would be difficult for local traffic, particularly given current road work underway along I-35W.
The Old Snelling Avenue project has been rescheduled for the 2022 construction season. This
schedule will allow additional time for planning the project and additional opportunity for public
input during the design process. The City and County will work together to align the proposed
improvements at the intersection of Old Snelling Avenue and County Road E on this same
construction schedule.
All residents are encouraged to visit the project website to stay updated on the project. The
project page is located at www.cityofardenhills.org/constructionprojects. If you have additional
questions, please contact the City Public Works Department at 651-792-7800.
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Todd Blomstrom
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Jolene Trauba
Monday, January 4, 2021 8:14 AM
Todd Blomstrom
Dave Perrault
FW: Redoing Old Snelling

-----Original Message----From: TED & TERRY HOXMEIER
Sent: Sunday, January 3, 2021 6:37 PM
To: AHInformation <AHInfo@metro-inet.us>
Subject: Redoing Old Snelling
Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

I walk Old Snelling everyday. We do not need a walking path or a rumble lane. Just make it wide enough with clear while
lines and snow plow all the way to the ditch. That’s all we need to be safe. And enforce a speed limit.
Theresa Hoxmeier
3320 Lametti Circle

1

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Kate Olson
David Swearingen
Trail on old Snelling
Wednesday, February 17, 2021 5:32:51 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.
Hello
I am writing to voice my opinion on the trail on old Snelling between Snelling and cty rd e.
When I moved here from Minneapolis, I was immediately disappointed to see the lack of trails
for pedestrian safety. However was excited when I researched all the proposed trails and felt
confident that Arden hills would progress forward like all the surrounding cities and make
pedestrian safety a priority.
The trail along old Snelling is a key trail that would begin connect us to so much commerce in
Roseville. It would benefit families that live south of cty rd E to be able to feel confident thee
we it kids could bike and walk to school safely.
I understand the cost is high, but if this trail does not happen because of cost, I can only
foresee that if cost becomes the issue this time, then it will continue to be the reason and none
of the proposed trails will happen.
How do other cities manage to find money to build trails?

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Emily Ogaard
David Swearingen
Snelling Ave N and Cummings Ln Project Feedback
Monday, March 8, 2021 11:26:00 AM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.
Good Morning David,
I just watched the project presentation from February for the road improvements scheduled for
Snelling Ave N and Cummings Ln and wanted to send my input.
We live at 1399 Cummings Ln, which is the corner lot on the north intersection of Snelling
and Cummings LN. When I first learned about this project, I was thrilled at the possibility of a
trail on Snelling. We have two small children and a dog, we walk and ride bikes along
Snelling on a daily basis. While I usually feel safe, speeding cars and lack of visibility where
the road curves on Snelling makes me nervous.
The presentation made me question the trail design though. I like the wide shoulder that runs
along our property line on Snelling, a vast reduction of that shoulder - bringing cars closer to
the yards along the east side would make me even more nervous. I think I would be very
happy with Version 2, a wider west shoulder and safety improvements along the shoulders. I
also just wanted to thank the City for including Cummings Ln on this project, our street
desperately needed it.
Thank you,
Emily Peterson
651-373-3403

Todd Blomstrom
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Todd Blomstrom
Wednesday, December 23, 2020 2:49 PM
'Mike.Halleckson'
'Jamie Halleckson
RE: Old Snelling project

Hi Mike,
Thank you for your message. I do see that the figure needs to be revised to show your driveway. The driveway location
was recorded during the field survey, but was missed on the drawing. I have walked the portion of your driveway within
the right of way and can understand your concerns.
A trail extension south of Arden Place becomes increasingly more difficult, with terrain, drainage, trees, and driveway
challenges. Sightlines at your driveway crossing would certainly be considered if the project proceeds with Alternative
1. Based on City Council comments on Monday and past work sessions, staff will be focusing on a variation of
Alternative 2, with the travel lanes shifted east by two feet and providing a 10-ft wide shoulder on the west side of
Snelling Avenue.
I have made a note of your comments in the project file. Feel free to contact me if you want to discuss this more.
Todd A. Blomstrom, PE
Public Works Director / City Engineer
City of Arden Hills, Minnesota
Main 651-792-7800 | Direct: 651-792-7846

From: Mike.Halleckson
Sent: Tuesday, December 22, 2020 12:58 PM
To: Todd Blomstrom <TBlomstrom@cityofardenhills.org>
Cc: 'Jamie Halleckson
Subject: Fwd: Old Snelling project

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.
Hi ToddJamie and I appreciate all of your communication throughout the planning of this project. We listened to the update on
the project in the Arden Hills City Council meeting last night (12/21) and it sounds like the most likely option will be to
find a solution within the existing road footprint (more closely aligned to Alternative 2). There was a comment that it
would be fairly easy to add a trail from County Rd E to Arden Place due to the existing curb and from Arden Place to
Skiles Lane due to the fact that the trail would jog away from the road and not impact drainage. While we are supportive
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of a path and safer pedestrian walkway, the current proposed path in Alternative 1 between Arden Place and Skiles Lane
is our concern. As the only house with a drivewa y that would be impacted on this stretch (it is not currently documented
in the plan), our concern is with safety of where the proposed path would cross our driveway. Due to the hills and trees I
am concerned that it would create a blind intersection between pedestrians and vehicles backing out/coming in to our
driveway and a safety hazard to my family and pedestrians on the path.

If the current design remains Alternative 1 and part of the official proposal, I request that a safety assessment of this
intersection be conducted.
Jamie and I would be happy to discuss further so please let us know if you have questions or would like to talk through.
Thank you and Happy Holidays!
Mike and Jamie Halleckson
1471 Skiles Lane
From: Jamie Halleckson
Sent: Monday, December 21, 2020 8:28 PM
To: Mike.Halleckson
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Fwd: Old Snelling project

Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:
From: Jamie Halleckson
Date: August 27, 2020 at 12:59:59 PM CDT
To: Todd Blomstrom <TBlomstrom@cityofardenhills.org>
Subject: Re: Old Snelling project
Thanks for the timeline. A speed study would be great. That would include Old Snelling
(specifically the stretch south of Lindy’s?) I had thought that was a state road, but that’s great if
it’s not.
Sent from my iPhone
On Aug 27, 2020, at 12:13 PM, Todd Blomstrom
<TBlomstrom@cityofardenhills.org> wrote:
The proposed roundabout may be discussed at a work session next month, otherwise
the feasibility report for the overall project would be completed and presented to the
City Council in November. Snelling Avenue North is a city street, so the City will conduct
a speed study as part of the design process.
From: Jamie Halleckson
Sent: Thursday, August 27, 2020 11:31 AM
To: Todd Blomstrom <TBlomstrom@cityofardenhills.org>
Subject: Re: Old Snelling project
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Sally Literski
David Swearingen
Support for roundabout at County Rd E and Old Snelling
Tuesday, February 16, 2021 5:18:33 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.
Hello,
I just watched your presentation yesterday. Very well done. I'm sending a quick note to say
that I strongly support installing a round-about at the Cty Rd E/Old Snelling intersection. I
regularly see drivers rolling through the stop signs and at busy times it becomes something of
a game of chicken. Also, drivers cut the corners to make quick turns which makes it somewhat
risky to be waiting in the left turn lane.
I know that it's not part of this project, but I'd also like to recommend that the access at the
south end of Old Snelling onto Highway 51 should be closed. It's unnecessary since we have
the Cty Rd E access so close. There is really no acceleration lane onto Hwy 51 and visibility is
limited because of the curve so it's unsafe.
Thank you,
Sarah Literski
1378 Forest Lane

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

DAVE O
David Swearingen
Snelling Avenue North and Cummings Lane Street Improvements
Friday, March 12, 2021 9:11:29 AM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.
Hi David,
Kris, my wife, and I have lived on Cummings Lane since 1984. We are happy to hear that Old
Snelling and Cummings Lane will be re-done next year. It really needs it. Kris and I even went
to a city council meeting about 10 years ago to bring attention to this deterioration and point
out the safety concerns.
One issue that you should be aware of when you are designing Cummings Lane is that it is
more than a residential, one block street. There is a group home-care business that has
operated next door to us the whole time we have lived here. There are three buses that pickup home-care residents in the morning and drop them off in the afternoon, Monday through
Friday. There are 2-3 caregivers for two shifts that are also coming and going each day. All this
additional traffic creates excessive wear to the street. You can see that the street has eroded
from this traffic. I do not believe the street had been designed to handle this amount of traffic.
It is also important that the east end of Cummins Lane is designed so the buses and other
commercial vehicles can turn around at the end of the block.
We prefer the Alternative 2 with trail. If the six safety features are implemented on Old
Snelling, we think the walking trail on the west side of Old Snelling will be acceptable. The
speed limit should be reduced to 30 MPH. Old Snelling from County Road E to Hwy 51 is used
as a drag strip at the present time. Not safe!
We also prefer the roundabout for the intersection at County Road E and Old Snelling. People
have been making rolling right-hand turns here for years. Might as well make it a roundabout.
Give us a call if you have any questions. Thank you for your time.
Dave and Kris O'Brien
1377 Cummings Lane
Arden Hills, MN 55112
651-636-1851

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

John Hoffmann
David Swearingen
Re: Public Comment for Snelling Ave N and Co E improvement project
Monday, March 8, 2021 9:01:21 PM
image001.jpg

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.
Hello David,
Thank you for the quick reply and detailed response! It was very informative. With that being
said, my overall opinion is there has been turnover in the neighbors along old Snelling ave and
a lot of new active families with small children have moved in. Along with the increased
college rentals, there is a lot of pedestrian traffic on Old Snelling. Safety improvements for
pedestrians are needed along that stretch of road and I think the best option is alternative one
with the trail. I also agree that there is a need for a path by the High School, but I don't think
this should be framed as a "either or "situation. With generational low interest rates, bonding
should be considered as well to improve the safety of old snelling and replace the water main
when the city controls the timing of the fix.
Thank you for considering my opinion.
John
On Mon, Mar 1, 2021 at 10:41 AM David Swearingen <DSwearingen@cityofardenhills.org>
wrote:
John,
Thank you for providing feedback for this project, it is appreciated especially during the
planning phase. Please see comments to your questions below in red.
Regards,

David Swearingen
Interim Public Works Director
Mobile: 651 788 0269
Office: 651 792 7847
Picture1

From: John Hoffmann
Sent: Friday, February 26, 2021 5:13 PM
To: David Swearingen <DSwearingen@cityofardenhills.org>

Subject: Public Comment for Snelling Ave N and Co E improvement project
Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.
Hello David,
Thank you for posting the information and opening it up for public comment. I am new to
reviewing city planning documents, so if there are answers elsewhere on the City's website,
please let me know. I have a couple questions
1. For the water main work on Snelling Ave. How many more years before the water
main would require replacement? The water main consists of Cast Iron Pipe and was
installed in 1970. Water main replacement is decided after reviewing factors such as
age, material type, break history, location (under pavement or not), potential new land
developments, etc. That being said, there isn’t an exact life cycle set for replacement
but rather condition and risk is assessed for water main segments throughout the City.
The water main along this section of Snelling does not have a history of breaks and
the pipe is sized adequately to service the area which is why we aren’t proposing to
replace everything within the project area. With the age of the pipe over 50 years old,
there is a higher risk of breaks and we want to avoid impacting the new roadway with
repairs if that happens. The segments identified for replacement are below what will
be newly constructed pavement, fortunately most of the existing pipe is located
outside the roadway within the boulevard and that pipe can be repaired much more
easily.
2. For funding sources. Are the Sanitary, Water & Storm. Do those funding sources just
come from the rates residents are charged for water? Each funding source is separate,
the rates can be found in the fee schedule
https://www.cityofardenhills.org/DocumentCenter/View/8/Fee-Schedule-2021?bidId=
, page 10 under Utility Use Charges.
3. Has the City looked for any State Grant program as a funding source? Yes, with every
project we look into other sources of funding and with these programs it is usually a
match of project costs anywhere from 25 to 50%. Recently in 2018 a trail was
constructed along Old Snelling from County Rd E to County Rd E2 and connected a
few segments along Cty Rd E2 to 35W. Looking at our records this project consumed
much of our State Aid project funding. Another trail project that is of high priority is
the Mounds View High School Trail that extends from the high school along Lake
Valentine Rd to Old Highway 10 then extends south along Old Highway 10 to County
Rd E2. This project was just approved to move forward with design at a recent
Council Meeting to prepare it for grant opportunities.
Thanks!
John Hoffmann
3500 Glenarden Rd

Amy Hoffmann
3500 Glenarden Road
Arden Hills, MN 55112
612-805-9519

March 8, 2021
Dear David Swearingen,
I’m writing to express my support for the trail along Snelling Avenue south of County Road E. This trail
will greatly improve the safety of this corridor for pedestrians and bikers and will connect these
neighborhoods with broader trail systems in the area. After attending the City Council meeting on this
topic earlier in January, I understand there are concerns around the cost of the trail that need to be
addressed before the project is approved. I’d like to share perspective and feedback on these concerns.
Of utmost priority for the City Council should be safety of our residents in the area. This stretch of road
is heavily used by pedestrians and bikers, and improvements by way of a curbed trail in this area is
greatly needed. As a family with three kids, we use this road almost daily and a dedicated trail would
improve the accessibility and safety of the area. On numerous occasions, we have personally witnessed
and experienced vehicles driving at excessive speeds, swerving, and not paying attention to the road.
Because of these facts, it is imperative the City Council make this needed investment in a curbed trail.
Additionally, students within certain area of Valentine Hills Elementary School and Mounds View High
School are not available for free busing as they are considered in walking distance of the respective
schools. Given the current state of the road and lack of a dedicated trail, I would not feel safe sending
my kids to walk to school.
During the City Council meeting, certain members of the council raised concerns about the cost of the
trail due to complexities arising with a water main and toxic soil. I suggest that the council prioritize the
trail and find solutions that meet the needs of the residents. Below are a few ideas the City Council
could consider to drive towards a solution:
1. Instead of the wide paths in other recent improvements such as the path from E2 to E along
Snelling, allow for a narrower curbed trail that could accommodate 2 people. I would think 4-6
feet wide would be sufficient and would reduce cost of the trail.
2. For any section of trail that is particularly driving up the cost such as the toxic soil and steep
shoulders, consider skipping a trail in that section and resume trail where it is feasible to do so.
Doing this would allow for a vast improvement in the most cost-effective way. For example, if
any section is too steep or possibly where toxic soil is located, simply shift the trail back to the
shoulder of the road.
3. Consider moving trail to the East side of the road where there are already curbs in Lindey’s park.
This side of the road may mitigate the water main and toxic soil issues. As the trail gets closer to

the pond where the banks are steeper, this section could remain as road shoulder (as stated in
point #2 above) with extra safety precautions put in place.
4. Leverage the existing footprint of the road and consider shifting the driving parts of the road a
few feet such that one shoulder is a bit narrower and the other side of the road is wider. This
could mitigate or reduce widening the road to accommodate a trail and instead utilize the
overall width of the space. This option could reduce the overall cost of the project.
5. Overall safety measures such as rumble strips, flashing lights for pedestrians, dedicated crosswalks, speed flash signs, bright white paint for the shoulder, and reduced speed limits are all
additional measures that could be taken at relatively low cost to improve safety in this stretch of
road.
I strongly urge the City Council to dedicate time to a public comment meeting where residents can pose
questions and discuss this project with our councilmembers.
In summary, this investment to the community needs to be made to allow for Arden Hills residents a
safe and beautiful trail to enjoy the scenic views that we all appreciate and value. Please do not hesitate
to reach out if you have any questions. I look forward to continuing to monitor the progress on the trail.

Sincerely,
Amy Hoffmann

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

David Swearingen
"Gregg Larson"
David Grant; Dave McClung; Fran Holmes; Steve Scott; Brenda Holden; Dave Perrault; Jill Oleson; Natalie Yaeger
RE: SNELLING AVENUE FEASIBILITY REPORT
Tuesday, March 2, 2021 9:20:51 AM

Gregg,
I apologize for the delayed response but thank you for the call the other day we appreciate the
feedback especially during the planning phase. I understand how the feasibility report appears to
only present an obvious choice if you were to look at cost alone, but I can ensure you that this report
was not created without taking all options into consideration. Staff had consulted with State Aid
representatives about design requirements as we do with all projects within designated MSAS
(Municipal State Aid Street) routes. As it is stated in the feasibility report on page 11, and I’m sure
you are well aware, this segment consists of many challenges but more specifically steep slopes
directly adjacent to the road surface. Any addition of curb on what is currently a “rural” street would
be considered reconstruction, thus triggering rules we are bound to by State Aid. To achieve the
maximum in-slope of 4:1 and maintaining ADA compliance for a grade separated trail would be very
difficult and that is where you are seeing the drastic difference in cost.
Reviewing the alternatives you provided and using standards from State Aid, Alternatives 1, 2, 3, 5
and 6 would all be considered “Reconstruction” and Alternative 4 would be considered a
“Reconditioning” project. In your email you mention removal of Old Snelling from the MSA system,
yes this is an option and would allow us to design the road without limitations but it is highly advised
against. Arden Hills already has relatively low MSAS mileage at 7.64 miles. Old Snelling accounts for
0.86 miles which is 11.25% of the total. Removing this segment from the system would burden
available funding for any future State Aid route projects.
This response is not to ignore your requests but to inform you that the feasibility report was created
with all possibilities in mind. We understand this section of trail is very important to the surrounding
community and pedestrian safety is of utmost importance. It is misleading in the feasibility report
that Alternative 2 is labeled “no trail” as I can guarantee you that safe pedestrian travel will be a top
priority in the design phase for this project regardless of what Alternative is chosen.
Again, thank you for your feedback during this phase of project planning and feel free to reach out to
me with any questions or discussion.
Regards,

David Swearingen
Interim Public Works Director
Mobile: 651 788 0269
Office: 651 792 7847

From: Gregg Larson
Sent: Sunday, February 28, 2021 8:13 PM
To: David Swearingen <DSwearingen@cityofardenhills.org>
Cc: David Grant <DGrant@cityofardenhills.org>; Dave McClung <DMcClung@cityofardenhills.org>;
Fran Holmes <FHolmes@cityofardenhills.org>; Steve Scott <SScott@cityofardenhills.org>; Brenda
Holden <BHolden@cityofardenhills.org>; Dave Perrault <DPerrault@cityofardenhills.org>; Jill Oleson
; Natalie Yaeger
; Gregg Larson

Subject: Re: SNELLING AVENUE FEASIBILITY REPORT
Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.
David,
The comments that I sent last Tuesday on the feasibility report have been revised to correct the
number of drives on the west side of Snelling (13 rather than 12), and a new paragraph (#6) has
been added regarding the roadway and shoulder width. The two revisions appear in red below:

1)    There are roughly 200 homes in the neighborhoods bounded by Highway 51 and Lake
Johanna, south of County E and Lake Johanna Boulevard. The residents occupying these
homes must currently use the shoulders on both sides of Snelling for walking, bicycling,
running, and connecting to other Arden Hills trails, as do students at Mound View High
School and Bethel University. Only a painted white line divides those using the shoulders
from traffic traveling at 40 MPH. A trail on Snelling Avenue has been an element of Arden
Hills’ planned trail system for many years, but has never come to fruition because of the
lengthy delays in improving the road.
2)    The current feasibility study (December 16, 2020) sets up a false choice between two
extremes. Alternative #1 is the most expensive because it provides for road
reconstruction and a trail on the west side of Snelling with higher costs than an east side
trail. Alternative #2 is the least expensive because it provides for less costly road
reclamation and does not include a trail. There are no alternatives offered in between
these two extremes. We would like to see the following alternatives described and costed
because they represent a methodical approach to a building a full range of design and cost
options:
Alternative 1:
Alternative 2:
Alternative 3:
Alternative 4:
Alternative 5:
Alternative 5:

Snelling full reconstruction, no trail.
Snelling full reconstruction with trail on west side of Snelling.
Snelling full reconstruction with trail on the east side of Snelling.
Snelling full-depth reclamation with no trail.
Snelling full-depth reclamation with trail on the west side of Snelling.
Snelling full-depth reclamation with trail on the east side of Snelling.

Many of the elements for costing out these alternatives can be derived from the current
feasibility study.
3)    It appears that a trail on the west side of Snelling would be more expensive and less
safe than a trail on the east side of Snelling. Full reconstruction with a west side trail

would require replacement of much of the existing water main infrastructure and hydrants
due to excavation, whereas most of the more limited water main infrastructure east of
Snelling is located further away from the street and less likely to be affected by an east
side trail. In addition, a west side trail would require installation of 12 13 private drive
aprons compared with 5 on the east side. A trail on the east side also would be a safer
location because many fewer cars travel northbound on Snelling between Highway 51 and
County Road E.
4)    Full-depth reclamation of Snelling, rather than reconstruction, would not only
significantly reduce the cost of Snelling improvement, but also would be exempt from a
Rice Creek Watershed District (RCWD) permit (C.2.c.). In addition, a trail less than 10 feet
in width would be exempt from the definition of a Public Linear Project (C.2.e.), and would
not create an acre or more of impervious surface because the addition of the trail would
still be within the existing forty feet of paved road and shoulders. Minnesota State Aid
(MSA) design standards applicable to a collector roadway also grant greater flexibility to
reconditioning (their term for reclamation, Subparagraph 30, 8820.4020) projects vs.
reconstruction projects.
5)    In addition, there are other design options that could further lessen costs and
contribute to a safer trail, irrespective of a location on the west or east side of Snelling.
These options would include:
a)     Driving lane widths of 11 feet, rather than the current 12 feet, to provide more
room for trail needs, minimize any additional impervious surface, and slow traffic.
b)    No more than a three or four-foot shoulder on the non-trail side of Snelling to
discourage use of the shoulder by pedestrians and bicyclists and provide additional
width and safety for the trail side of the road. Some locations could be widened for
parking bays on the non-trail side, but Snelling is generally not used for residential
parking, and adjacent roadways can accommodate some additional parking.
c)     If necessary, guard rails on the non-trail side where the grade beyond the shoulder
is especially steep. There are two of these steep slope locations on the east side of
Snelling (between Forest Lane and Skiles Lane and south of Glenarden Road), and one
on the west side of Snelling (north of Lametti Lane).
d)    Construction of curb and gutter where necessary to separate the road and the
trail. There’s no reason why residents living in the roughly 200 homes in the
neighborhoods east and west of Snelling should not be afforded the same safety as
provided to residents using the new trails on Snelling north of County Road E and on

County Road E. Rumble strips or plastic posts are not acceptable safety features.
e)    Rather than a more expensive stormwater drainpipe collection system, use of
culverts to carry runoff from catch basins where curb is constructed, under the trail to
the existing rural section drainage ditches that discharge to adjacent ponds and
wetlands.
6)    As the feasibility study notes (page 4), the current roadway is 40 feet wide and consists
of two 12-foot lanes and two 8-foot shoulders. If the 12-foot lanes are narrowed to 11
feet, 18 feet remains to be allocated for shoulders or for an 8 or 10-foot trail. The 18 feet
should be sufficient to accommodate a trail, still leaving ample space for a 3 or 4-foot
shoulder on the non-trail side that meets MSA standards for reconstruction or
rehabilitation and for a buffer space/reaction strip between the roadway edge and trail on
the trail side.

7)    Variances should be sought if these or other design features do not meet RCWD or
MSA design standards, depending on the road reconstruction or
reclamation/reconditioning improvements. Variances are provided for in both RCWD rules
(Rule L) and MSA rules (8820.3300). If there is no MSA financing available for the Snelling
Avenue project, the City should consider the pros and cons of removal of Snelling south of
County Road E from the MSA system, and improve the road without having to adhere to
any limiting MSA standards.
8)    Page 11 of the feasibility study states that the trail would terminate at Highway 51 with
no safety improvements to cross the highway. We don’t consider the trail at Highway 51 a
dead end and are not seeking a Highway 51 crossing. An unimproved trail continues on
the Highway 51 ROW south to Glenhill Road and the Edgewater neighborhood. From that
neighborhood, routes continue around Lake Johanna or further south to Lydia Avenue. In
addition, a trail on Snelling would give residents in neighborhoods along Snelling safer
access to other Arden Hills trail segments to the north, east, and west, some of which also
are trail dead ends.
We’re confident that full consideration of all the alternatives for improvement of Snelling, and
the addition of a trail, can yield one at a reasonable cost, and a win-win solution for the City
and its residents.
On Tue, Feb 23, 2021 at 11:13 AM Gregg Larson <l

David,

> wrote:

As discussed in our phone conversation on Friday, our comments on the Snelling Avenue
Feasibility Report follow.
1)    There are roughly 200 homes in the neighborhoods bounded by Highway 51 and
Lake Johanna, south of County E and Lake Johanna Boulevard. The residents
occupying these homes must currently use the shoulders on both sides of Snelling for
walking, bicycling, running, and connecting to other Arden Hills trails, as do students at
Mound View High School and Bethel University. Only a painted white line divides
those using the shoulders from traffic traveling at 40 MPH. A trail on Snelling Avenue
has been an element of Arden Hills’ planned trail system for many years, but has never
come to fruition because of the lengthy delays in improving the road.
2)    The current feasibility study (December 16, 2020) sets up a false choice between two
extremes. Alternative #1 is the most expensive because it provides for road
reconstruction and a trail on the west side of Snelling with higher costs than an east side
trail. Alternative #2 is the least expensive because it provides for less costly road
reclamation and does not include a trail. There are no alternatives offered in between
these two extremes. We would like to see the following alternatives described and
costed because they represent a methodical approach to a building a full range of design
and cost options:
Alternative 1:
Alternative 2:
Alternative 3:
Alternative 4:
Alternative 5:
Alternative 5:

Snelling full reconstruction, no trail.
Snelling full reconstruction with trail on west side of Snelling.
Snelling full reconstruction with trail on the east side of Snelling.
Snelling full-depth reclamation with no trail.
Snelling full-depth reclamation with trail on west side of Snelling.
Snelling full-depth reclamation with trail on east side of Snelling.

Many of the elements for costing out these alternatives can be derived from the current
feasibility study.
3)    It appears that a trail on the west side of Snelling would be more expensive and less
safe than a trail on the east side of Snelling. Full reconstruction with a west side trail
would require replacement of much of the existing water main infrastructure and
hydrants due to excavation, whereas most of the more limited water main infrastructure
east of Snelling is located further away from the street and less likely to be affected by
an east side trail. In addition, a west side trail would require installation of 12 private
drive aprons compared with 5 on the east side. A trail on the east side also would be a
safer location because many fewer cars travel northbound on Snelling between Highway
51 and County Road E.
4)    Full-depth reclamation of Snelling, rather than reconstruction, would not only

significantly reduce the cost of Snelling improvement, but also would be exempt from a
Rice Creek Watershed District (RCWD) permit (C.2.c.). In addition, a trail less than 10
feet in width would be exempt from the definition of a Public Linear Project (C.2.e.),
and would not create an acre or more of impervious surface because the addition of the
trail would still be within the existing forty feet of paved road and shoulders. Minnesota
State Aid (MSA) design standards applicable to a collector roadway also grant greater
flexibility to reconditioning (their term for reclamation, Subparagraph 30, 8820.4020)
projects vs. reconstruction projects.
5)    In addition, there are other design options that could further lessen costs and
contribute to a safer trail, irrespective of a location on the west or east side of Snelling.
These options would include:
a)     Driving lane widths of 11 feet, rather than the current 12 feet, to provide more
room for trail needs, minimize any additional impervious surface, and slow traffic.
b)    No more than a three or four-foot shoulder on the non-trail side of Snelling to
discourage use of the shoulder by pedestrians and bicyclists and provide additional
width and safety for the trail side of the road. Some locations could be widened for
parking bays on the non-trail side, but Snelling is generally not used for residential
parking, and adjacent roadways can accommodate some additional parking.
c)     If necessary, guard rails on the non-trail side where the grade beyond the
shoulder is especially steep. There are two of these steep slope locations on the east
side of Snelling (between Forest Lane and Skiles Lane and south of Glenarden
Road), and one on the west side of Snelling (north of Lametti Lane).
d)    Construction of curb and gutter where necessary to separate the road and the
trail. There’s no reason why residents living in the roughly 200 homes in the
neighborhoods east and west of Snelling should not be afforded the same safety as
provided to residents using the new trails on Snelling north of County Road E and
on County Road E. Rumble strips or plastic posts are not acceptable safety features.
e)    Rather than a more expensive stormwater drainpipe collection system, use of
culverts to carry runoff from catch basins where curb is constructed, under the trail
to the existing rural section drainage ditches that discharge to adjacent ponds and
wetlands.
6)    Variances should be sought if these or other design features do not meet RCWD or
MSA design standards, depending on the road reconstruction or
reclamation/reconditioning improvements. Variances are provided for in both RCWD
rules (Rule L) and MSA rules (8820.3300). If there is no MSA financing available for
the Snelling Avenue project, the City should consider the pros and cons of removal of
Snelling south of County Road E from the MSA system, and improve the road without
having to adhere to any limiting MSA standards.

7)    Page 11 of the feasibility study states that the trail would terminate at Highway 51
with no safety improvements to cross the highway. We don’t consider the trail at
Highway 51 a dead end and are not seeking a Highway 51 crossing. An unimproved
trail continues on the Highway 51 ROW south to Glenhill Road and the Edgewater
neighborhood. From that neighborhood, routes continue around Lake Johanna or further
south to Lydia Avenue. In addition, a trail on Snelling would give residents in
neighborhoods along Snelling safer access to other Arden Hills trail segments to the
north, east, and west, some of which also are trail dead ends.
We’re confident that full consideration of all the alternatives for improvement of Snelling,
and the addition of a trail, can yield one at a reasonable cost, and a win-win solution for the
City and its residents.
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Pat Burlingame
David Swearingen
Comments on Snelling Ave N Street and Utility Improvements
Wednesday, April 21, 2021 6:24:21 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.
Hi Mr. Swearingen,
Thank you for your civil service. I am writing you to provide comments on the Snelling Ave N Street
and Utility Improvement project on behalf of myself and my family. I read the report, and have a
basic understanding of the project now.
Please don’t build a trail. All of the public comments, thus far, have failed to account for the
introverts and extremely busy people that will never use the trail. Some people just plain old don’t
like taking walks. What benefit does it give to those people? As a victim of the city’s trail
installation, I would highly discourage the construction of this trail, as the right of way is basically
clear cut, and turned into tarmac. Installation of a trail would remove the privacy and pollution
barriers for any property along Old Snelling Ave. I know this from first hand experience. On top of
that, I get the luxury of having strangers walk through my property right of way, and in front of our
house. Privacy is gone. Feel free to check out my address on Google street view:
https://goo.gl/maps/DfAW7Unj4mToDxvV7. Then, compare to how it’s today. The city was unable
to finish the project by working with the contractor. They went into litigation, and never followed up
with me. I had to fork out hundreds of my own dollars to landscape and seed the right of way
myself. Any property owner should consider the impact a trail will have on both curb appeal and
right of way deforestation.   Pedestrians can walk safely along Old Snelling Ave without a trail. Has
anyone ever gotten run over? Not building a trail would also save a lot of money. If we can’t afford
it, we don’t buy it.
I extend my support for a roundabout. Literally a no brainer, as they are proven to be safer, and
more effective with traffic flow. I can personally confirm there has been several accidents at this
intersection, and it’s configured awkwardly due to it being constructed as an overpass to Highway
51, then abandoned. None of the public comments, thus far, have provided any significant evidence
as to why the roundabout should be installed. It seems like a lot of resistance to change, and
complaining about construction inconvenience. Where’s the evidence that traffic volume would
increase? This intersection is categorized as needing a roundabout due to traffic flow rates. Please
install the roundabout, as they will cause less accidents, and improve traffic flow. Stop signs are
from the stone age.
No need to reply.
Thank you.
Pat Burlingame
3590 Snelling Ave N
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David Swearingen
Public Hearing Input, 4-26, Snelling, Brad Note
Thursday, April 22, 2021 12:24:51 PM

Caution: This email originated outside our organization; please use caution.

Dear Mr David Swearingen,
The City Clerk informs me that this email to you will be put in the public record for the above captioned hearing
about Snelling Avenue road improvements, scheduled for April 26, 2021.
We spoke previously about a proposed traffic circle at the Snelling/County Road E intersection and the proximity of
Ridgewood Road off the west side of the intersection becoming hazardous.
Please ensure that a public trail like the one extending north of said intersection is continued to the south. This is
important to me and I know many others in my neighborhood.
Traffic on Snelling, south of the intersection, appears to be far less that in previous years when Snelling was a real
highway, The wide 12' lanes should be narrowed to facilitate a trail.
Sincerely yours,
Brad Bjorklund
3550 Ridgewood Court
Arden Hills, MN 55112
651 253 3498

