





SECTION 4 —DISTRICT 4 SAFETY PLAN

4.2.5 Rural Two-lane Intersection Prioritization/Project Summary

e Atotal of 543 intersections along rural two-lane highways were analyzed and 88 intersections (16 percent) were found to have 3 or more factors.
Approximately $1.2 millionis the estimated implementation cost dedicated to the most common types of intersection projects, such as upgrading
trafficsigns and markings, adding street lights, and adding RICWS (Tables 4-10and 4-11).

Table 4-10. District 4 Rural Two-lane Intersection Prioritization
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Table 4-11. District 4 Rural Two-lane Intersection Project Summary

SECTION 4 —DISTRICT 4 SAFETY PLAN

Upgrade AT-Way Mamine
Intersection | Route | Route Signs & STOP Left & Right Dynamic All Approach
Page ID System No. Description RP Risk Ranking Markings Conversion | Street Lights | Turn Lanes [Warming Sign RICWS Roundabout | Project Cost

1 4.029.017 MN 29 TH 55 065+00.188 * * ok Kk k - - - 2 - - - $300,000

2 4.059.038 us 59 CSAH 9 LT/PELICAN RAPIDS 241+00.173 * %k ke - - - - - - - $0

3 4.029.013 MN 29 CR 29/POPE CO 051+00.735 * Kk ok ok 1 - - - - - - $3,000

4 4.210.017 MN 210 CSAH 29 RT/E SIDE FERGUSFLS 029+00.066 ¥ Kk - - 1 - - - - $6,000

5 4.028.050 MN 28 CR 29/POPE CO 083+00.180 %k ok 1 - - - - - - $3,000

6 4.027.035 MN 27 CO RD 91 SW/DOUGLAS CO 074+00.266 %k ke 1 - 2 - - - - $15,000

7 4.059.043 us 59 CSAH 17/6MI SDETLKS 256+00.828 * %k * 2 - 2 - - - - $18,000

8 4.009.011 MN 9 GRACE AV CSAH2 LTM 5 RT 041+00.560 * ko * 1 - 1 - - - - 39,000

9 4.059.023 us 59 MN 55/BARRETT 188+00.167 s % Kk - - 1 - - - - $6,000
10 4.113.007 MN 113 CR 35/BECKER CQO 033+00.950 * k ok x 1 - - - - - - $3,000
84 4.075.119 us 75 CSAH 34 RTCR100 LT/GEORGETOW 265+00.903 * kK 2 - 1 - - - - $12,000
85 4.078.003 MN 78 CSAH 82/ASHBY 004+00.572 * ok ok 2 - 1 - - - - $12,000
86 4.210.022 MN 210 OAK ST CSAH 5LT/CLITHERALL 049+00.627 * %k - - 1 - - - - $6,000
87 4.210.023 MN 210 CSAH 5 RTT 1461 LT/CLITHERALL 049+00.886 * k% 2 - 2 - - - - $18,000
88 4.210.027 MN 210 MN 108 DOUGLAS AVE/HENNING 060+00.618 * %k 2 - 1 - - - - $12,000

Totals 79 0 82 2 2 0 0| $1,179,000
TR0O111161028MSP 4-9



SECTION 4 —DISTRICT 4 SAFETY PLAN

4.2.6 Rural Four-lane Intersection Prioritization/Project Summary

e Atotal of 42 intersections alongrural four-lane highways were analyzed and 10 intersections (24 percent) were found to have 3 or more factors.
Approximately $4.2 millionis the estimated implementation cost dedicated to the most common type of intersection projects, such as converting
full accessintersectionsto RCl’s (Tables 4-12 and 4-13).

Table 4-12. District 4 Rural Four-lane Intersection Prioritization

Tiebreakers
Previous
Route Cross On/Near STOP
# Intersection ID  System  Route No. Intersection Description Product Skew Curve Development  Severe RA Density  (>5mi) Total Stars Crash Cost
1 4,010.050 us 10 W JCT CSAH10(OLD87)/BCKRCO * * * * ke $1,100,000
2 4.010.054 us 10 TH 228/LUCE * * * * * ok %k ok $601,800
3 4.010.023 us 10 TH 9/3 MIE GLYNDON * * * A $11,610,400
4 4.010.037 us 10 CSAH 11 RTM 18 LT/AUDUBON * * * * % $10,723,200
5 4.010.059 us 10 E JCT CSAH80(OLD10)/PERHAM * * * * ke $10,504,400
6 4.010.061 us 10 DIAMOND LKRDCSAH137/NYMILLS * * * LR 510,314,800
7 4.010.065 us 10 E JCT CSAH84{OLD10)/NY MLLS * * * * ke $344,200
8 4.010.038 us 10 CSAH 15 RT * * * * ok ok $174,800
9 4.010.036 us 10 CSAH 13 LT/AUDUBON * * * * e $125,400
10 4.075.068 us 75 N JCT TH 210 LT PRIV RDRT g * * LR S0
38 4.010.029 us 10 280TH ST CSAH37/EOF HAWLEY $125,400
39 4.010.030 us 10 297TH ST CR 118 RT/E OFHAWLEY 595,800
40 4.010.035 us 10 CSAH 51 LT/AUDUBON $95,800
41 4.010.031 us 10 CSAH 1 RTT 414 LT/CLAYCO 537,000
42 4.336.002 MN 336 CR 72 12TH AVE S/CLAY CO S0
Total Stars -- 14 20 17 9 2 4
Totals % That Gets Star—-  33% 48% 40% 21% 5% 10%
# %
LE S B 8 8 3 0 0%
* 4 Kk 0 0% Stars
* ok ok ok 2 5% Volume Cross Product - |If intersection has an ADT cross product > 6000000
& 8 19% Skew -|If intersection is skewed at an angle of 10 degrees or greater.
* & 11 26% On/Near Curve -|If intersection is on or within 1,000 feet of curve.
* 12 29% Development -|If intersection has a commercial development with access near intersection.
9 21% Severe Right Angle Crash Density - |If intersection has higher severe right angle crash density than 0.22.
42 100% Previous STOP (=5 mi) -|If stop-controlled vehicles have not had a previous stop along the roadway within 5 miles.
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Table 4-13. District 4 Rural Four-lane Intersection Project Summary

SECTION 4 —DISTRICT 4 SAFETY PLAN

4.2.7 Rural Horizontal Curves Project Summary

Upgrade Reduced
Intersection Route Risk Signs & Close Conflict Single Grade
Page ID System Route No Description RP Ranking Markings | Street Lights | Median(s) | Intersection Quadrant | Separated T | Project Cost
1 4.010.050 us 10 W JCT CSAH10(OLD87)/BCKRCO 052+00.622 * ok ok - - 1 1 - - $800,000
2 4.010.054 us 10 TH 228/LUCE 059+00.826 | **k* - 2 1 - - - $62,000
3 4.010.023 us 10 TH 9/3 MIE GLYNDON 012+00.786 * % %k - - 1 - - $750,000
4 4.010.037 us 10 CSAH 11 RTM 18 LT/AUDUBON 037+00.989 ok k - - 1 1 - - $800,000
5 4.010.059 us 10 E JCT CSAHB0(OLD10)PERHAM 068+00.332 * ok - - 1 1 - - $800,000
6 4.010.061 us 10 DIAMOND LKRDCSAH137/NYMILLS 075+00.409 * %k ¥ - 1 1 - - - $56.000
7 4.010.065 us 10 E JCT CSAH84(OLD10)/NY MLLS 078+00.346 * ok 1 1 1 - - - $59,000
8 4.010.038 us 10 CSAH 15 RT 038+00.690 * ok - 1 1 - - - $56,000
9 4.010.036 us 10 CSAH 13 LT/AUDUBON 037+00.833 & o ¥ - - 1 1 - - $800,000
10 4.075.068 us 75 N JCT TH 210 LT PRIV RDRT 207+00.4680 ok ok - - - - - - 30
Totals 1 5 8 0 0 $4,183,000

Six hundred thirty-one curves alongrural highways wereanalyzed and 68 curves (11 percent) were found to have 3 or more factors. Approximately

$1.2 millionis the estimated implementation cost dedicated to the most common type of curve project, such as upgrading curve warningsigns

(Table 4-14).
Table 4-14. District 4 Rural Horizontal Curves Project Summary
Advance
Horizontal | Advisory Cable | High Friction
Route Segment | Segment Chevron or TTto Alignment Speed | ClearZone |Median| Surface Project
Count| Curve ID | Segment ID | System | Route No. Start End Start RP End RP | Risk Rating | Arrow Board | Lighting | Single T| Warning Sign | Plagque | Maintenance | Barrier | Treatment Cost
1 |4.007.003] 4.007.002 | MNTH 7 5 MI N CSAH 3 _(SL 60 4 MI N ORTONVILLE (SL 40) 011+00.674 | 020+00.103] _ * % * % - - - - X - - $23,000
2 [4.007.012] 4.007.002 | MNTH 7 S MINCSAH 3 (SL 50 4 MI N ORTONVILLE (SL 40) 011+00.674 | 020+00.103 * ok ok X - - X $23,000
3 [4007.014] 4.007.002 | MNTH 7 S MINCSAH 3 (SL50 4 MI'N ORTONVILLE (SC 40) 011+00.674 [ 020+00.103 * ok x X - - - - X $23,000
4| 4.009.007| 4.009.005 | MNTH 9 N BENSON (SL 55) 5 MI'N CLONTARF 036+00.697 | 059+00.413 * % X - - - 33,000
5 |4.009.016] 4.009.019 | MNTH 9 N~ CAMPBELL (SL55) JCT US 75 DORAN T03+00.444 | 110+00.855 ok ke X - - - - - 33,000
6 [4.009.017] 4.009.079 | MNTH ] N CAMPBELL (SL 55) JCTUS 75 DORAN T03+00.444 | 110+00.855 * Ok X - - - 33,000
7 |4012005| 4012006 | USTH 12 AWMIECTY53 (SL 55) ZMEJCTNN 119 00T+00.660| 041+00977| * %% X - B - - - $3,000
& [4.0327.017] 4.027.002 | MNTH 27 TMINCR3 | 000+00.000( 022+00.528 * * X - - - - 33,000
9 14.027.043] 4027077 | MNTH 27 EOSAKIS [SL 40) JCT | 092+00.487 | 105+00.191 % 3 K X - - - - - $3,000
10 [4.028.012] 4.028.012 | MNTH 28 E CHOKIO (SL 55) W OF MORRIS (5L 40) 035+00.397 | 047+00.113 i - X - - - - 530,000
64 [4.114.012| 4.114.006 | MNTH 114 W JCT 55 JCT194 007+00.272 | 019+00.949 * * X - - - - $3,000
65 [4.114.016] 4.114.005 | MNTH 114 W JCT 55 JCT194 007+00.272]| 019+00.949 * * X - - - - $3,000
66 [4.117.002] 4.117.001 | MNTH 117 SOUTH DAKOTA STATE LINE JCT MN 27 000+00.000| 001+00.797 * & X - = = X $23,000
67 |4.200.002| 4.200.003 | MNTH 200 N OF MAHNCMEN (SL 55) JCT T 86 (SL 40 046+00.994 | 065+00.579 * ok k X - - - - $3,000
68 |4.329.001| 4.325.001 | MNTH 329 JCTUS 59 (SL 55) TMN 329 U OF M EXPERIVENTAL STATION | 000+00.000| 007+00.112 * X - X - 34,000
Totals 55 6 1 4 2 24 '] 1 $1,202,524
TR0111161028MSP 4-11




SECTION 4 —DISTRICT 4 SAFETY PLAN

4.2.8 Urban Segment Prioritization/Project Summary

Table 4-15. District 4 Urban Segment Prioritization

A total of 25 urban segments (20 miles) were analyzed and 19 of the segments (76 percent) were found to have 3 or more factors. Approximately

$430,000 isthe estimated implementation cost dedicated to the most common type of segment project, such as addressing access management
(Tables 4-15 and 4-16).

4-12

Route  Route Speed ADT Road Access  Speed Limit _ Primary _ Severe HO + RE + SSP + Access
# Corridor ID System  No. Start End length  Limit  Range  Geometry Density Range Land Use S50 Crash Density Total Stars | Crash Cost  Density
1 4029012 MNTH 29 .1 MI'SJCT 194 (SL45) 1.85 MI N JCT [ 94 (SL40) 1.92 45 * * * * * **k** | 58708200 89
2 4.029.016 MNTH 29 E JCT CR 82 (SL 30) N_ALEXANDRIA (SL 55) 091 30 * * * * * kxkkx |$2,883800 492
3 4029014 MNTH _ 29 UNDIV 4 LN ALEXANDRIA (SL 30) W JCT CR 82 (SL 30) 1.04 30 * * * * k*kk* | $6953,600  65.5
4 4.010.003 _USTH 10 .1 MI W 14TH ST (SL 45) W_DILWORTH (SL 30) 237 45 * * * * *x k| $5579,000 114
5 4010001 _USTH 10 NORTH DAKOTA STATE LINE (SL 30) SICTUS75 0.40 30 * * * * ** k% | 54395200 550
6 4010002 _USTH 10 W JCT US 75 (SL 30) .1 MI W 14TH ST (SL 45) 0.41 30 * * * * *x*x*k | $1,945600  72.5
7 4029015 MNTH 29 W JCT CR 82 (SL 30) EJCT CR 82 (SL30) 0.53 30 * * * * *x*x* | $1,659,200  50.9
8 4029013 MNTH 29 1.85 MI_N JCT 194 (SL 40) UNDIVIDED 4 LN ALEXANDRIA (SL 30) 0.40 40 * * * * k*kk* | 51,009,400  17.5
9 4010016 USTH 10 .25 MI W US 59 (SL 40) .2 MIE US 59 (SL 30) 047 40 * * * * kK ok X $786,600 105
10 4.210.004 _MNTH 210 4 LN DIV W FERGUS FALLS (SL 45) W ICT 194 0.40 45 * * * * kkk* | $280400  10.0
11 4010018 USTH 10 .3 MIE ROOSEVELT (SL45) .7 MI E ROOSEVELT (SL 50) 0.42 45 * * * * *kk*x | $248,400 24
12 4.075.028 USTH___ 75 1 MI'S W JCT US10 (SL 30) W JCT US 10 101 30 * * * KXk $6,038,000 552
13 4.075.027 _USTH 75 .47 MI'S ICT | 94 (SL 40) 1 MI'S W JCT US 10 (SL 30) 139 20 * * * * Xk $5,705,800 122
14 4.059.022 _USTH 59 .3 MIS US 10 (SL 40) .6 MI N MN 34 (SL 60) 0.90 40 * * * * Kk $2,486,600  12.2
15 4010017 _USTH 10 .2 MIE US 59 (SL30) .3 MI E ROOSEVELT (SL 45) 1.08 30 * * * * Kk 52,127,800 12.1
16 4010019 USTH 10 .7 MIE ROOSEVELT (SL50) .1 MIE CSAH 53 (SL 65) 127 50 * * * * Kk $1,401,000 3.1
17 4075029 USTH 75 E JCT US 10 (SL 45) .6 MIN E JCT US 10 (SL 60) 0.60 45 * * * * k. $968,800  20.0

18 4.075.026 __USTH 75 S_MOORHEAD (SL45) .47 MI S JCT 194 (SL 40) 0.60 45 * * * * x k 5418200 10.0
19 4029011 MNTH 29 .4 MISJCT 194 (SL50) .1 MIS JCT [ 94 (SL45) 0.19 50 * * * ok X $255800 105
20 4.009.008 MNTH 9 S MORRIS (SL 30) N MORRIS (SL 55) 1.20 30 * * * % $1,542,000 _ 57.4
21 4034005 MNTH 34 .5 MIW N JCT US 59 (SL35) N DETROIT LAKES (SL 55) 054 35 * * ** $806,400  24.0
22 4.009.007 _MNTH___ 9 .4 MI W JCT US 59 (SL 45) S MORRIS (SL 30) 0.51 45 * * *x $29,600 216
23 4028013 MNTH 28 W OF MORRIS (SL 40) .5 MIW MN 9 (SL 30) 0.45 40 * * $10,555,800 311
24 4034004 MNTH 34 N JCT US 59 (SL30) .5 MIW N JCT US 59 (SL 35) 0.59 30 * * $1,030,600 _ 57.6
25 4028014 MNTH 28 5SMIWMN 9 (SL 30) SICTMN 9 0.48 30 * * $381,200 503
Total Stars - 18 18 9 13 18 3
% That Gets Star - 72% 72% 36% 52% 2% 12%
# %  Mileage % Mileage
kKKK 0 0% 0.0 0%
Kk k ok ok 2 8% 28 14%
*kkk 9 36% 6.4 32%
* Xk 8 2% 7.0 35%
*x 3 12% 23 11%
* 3 12% 15 8%
0 0% 0.0 0%
25 100%  20.1 100%
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Table 4-16. District 4 Urban Segment Project Summary

SECTION 4 —DISTRICT 4 SAFETY PLAN

Route |Route Access Signalized | Cable Median 3-lane 5-Lane Signal Dynamic Speed | Project
Count Corridor ID | System | No. Start End Begin RP End RP | Length | Risk Rating | Management RCI Barrier Conversion | Conversion | Updates Feedback Sign Cost

1 4.029.012 | MNTH 29 .1 MISJCT 194 (SL45) 1.85 MI N JCT | 94 (SL 40) 076+00.893|078+00.783| 1.9 * Kk kK = E - - = - - -

2 4.029.016 | MNTH | 29 EJCT CR 82 (SL30) N _ALEXANDRIA (SL 55) 080+00.748| 081+00.550 0.9 | * & & &% 0.3 - - - - - - $98,811

3 4.029.014 | MNTH 29 UNDIV 4 LN ALEXANDRIA (SL 30) W JCT CR 82 (SL 30) 079+00.183| 080+00.219| 1.0 *ok ok Kk 0.5 - - - - - - $186,807

4 4.010.003 USTH 10 .1 MI'W 14TH ST (SL 45) W DILWORTH (SL 30) 000+00.930|003+00.118| 2.4 ok ok ok - - - - - - - -

5 4.010.001 | USTH 10 NORTH DAKOTA STATE LINE (SL 30) SICTUS 75 000+00.000| 000+00.428| 0.4 * %k %k 0.4 - - - - - - $144,030

6 4.010.002 | USTH 10 W JCT US 75 (SL 30) .1 MI'W 14TH ST (SL 45) 000+00.516/ 000+00.930|, 0.4 * ok ok ok - - - - - - N N

7 4.029.015 | MNTH 29 W JCT CR 82 (SL 30) E JCT CR 82 (SL 30) 080+00.219|080+00.748| 0.5 ok kK - - - - - - - -

8 4.029.013 | MNTH | 29 1.85 MI N JCT 194 (SL 40) UNDIVIDED 4 LN ALEXANDRIA (SL30) | 078+00.783|079+00.183| 0.4 ok ke - - - - - - - -

9 4.010.016 USTH 10 .25 MIW US 59 (SL40) .2 MI E US 59 (SL 30) 044+00.107| 044+00.567| 0.5 * ok ke ke - - - - - - - -

10 4.210.004 | MNTH | 210 4 LN DIV W FERGUS FALLS (SL 45) W ICT 194 023+00.889|024+00.248| 0.4 * ok kK - - - - - - - =

11 4.010.018 | USTH 10 .3 MI E RODSEVELT (SL 45) .7 M| E ROOSEVELT (SL 50) 045+00.643| 046+00.056| 0.4 * ok kk - - - - - - - -

12 4.075.028 USTH 75 1 MIS W ICTUSI0 (SL 30) W ICTUS 10 249+00.267|250+00.274| 1.0 * ok ke - - - - - - - -

13 4.075.027 USTH 75 47 MISICT 194 (SL40) 1 MIS W JCT US 10 (5L 30) 247+00.890| 249+00.267| 1.4 * ok - - - - - - - -

14 4.058.022 | USTH 59 .3 MIS US 10 (5L 40) .6 MIN MN 34 (5L 60) 263+00.682(264+00.573| 0.9 %k - - - - - - - -

15 4.010.017 USTH 10 .2 MIE US 59 (SL30) .3 M| E ROOSEVELT (SL 45) 044+00.567) 045400.643| 1.1 * ok ok - - - - - - - -

16 4.010.019 USTH 10 .7 MI E ROOSEVELT (SL 50) .1 MI E CSAH 53 (SL 65) 046+00.056| 047+00.341| 1.3 *Ok X - - - - - - - -

17 4.075.029 | USTH 75 EJCT US 10 (SL 45) .6 MIN E JCT US 10 (SL 60) 251+00.382( 252+00.006| 0.6 * * Kk - - - - - - - -

18 4.075.026 USTH 75 S MOORHEAD (SL 45) 47 MI S JCT 194 (SL40) 247+00.340|247+00.890| 0.6 L. - - - - - - - -

19 4.029.011 | MNTH 29 .4 MI S JCT 194 (SL 50) .1 MISJCT 94 (SL 45) 076+00.660| 076+00.893| 0.2 * * k - - - - - - = =
Totals 16.3 1.2 - - - - - 5429647
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4.2.9 Urban Intersection (Right-angle Crash Focus) Prioritization/Project Summary

e Atotal of 69 urbanintersections wereanalyzed with afocus on mitigating/preventing right-angle crashes and 53 (77 percent) were found to have
fouror more factors. Approximately $5.3 million is the estimated implementation cost dedicated to the most common types of intersection projects,
such as the addition of confirmation lights at trafficsignals (to aid in red-light running enforcement) and converting standard turn lanes to offset,
left-turn lanes with trafficsignal upgrades (Table 4-17and 4-18).

Table 4-17. District 4 Urban Intersection (Right-angle Crash Focus) Prioritization

Major Severe RA
Route Cross Traffic Corridor On/Near  Primary Crash
# | Intersection ID | System Route No. Description Speed Limit ~ Product  Control Speed Skew Curve Land Use Density Total Stars Crash Cost
1 4.029.025 MN 29 CR46/ALEXANDRIA 45 * * * * * * % %k %k ok kX $2,034,600
2 4.029.023 MN 29 50TH AV M111/ALEXANDRIA 45 * * * * * * * kK ok ok ok $1,692,200
3 4.029.027 MN 29 22ND AV CSAH 23 MSAS 121/ALEX 45 * * * * * * * %k %k Kk Kk Kk $1,427,200
4 4.010.009 us 10 21ST ST SRT 1ST AVN/MOORHEAD 45 * * * * * * * Kk % k Kk k $1,114,800
5 4.010.012 us 10 30TH ST/MOORHEAD 45 * * * * * * * * * * Kk *k $1,098,600
6 4.010.010 uUs 10 EJCT TH 75/MOORHEAD 45 * * * * * * * kK ok ok ok $885,400
7 4.059.047 us 59 MAIN ST/DETROIT LAKES 40 * * * * * * * %k %k Kk Kk Kk $631,000
8 4.029.026 MN 29 30TH AV MSAS 119/ALEXANDRIA 45 * * * * * * * Kk % k Kk k $560,800
9 4.010.008 uUs 10 14TH ST MSAS 122/MOORHEAD 45 * * * * * * * %k %k Kk Kk Kk $88,400
10 4.075.101 uUs 75 24TH AVE S/MOORHEAD 40 * * * * * * Kk ok k ok $11,749,800
65 4.009.022 MN 9 6TH ST/MORRIS 30 * * $125,400
66 4.009.024 MN 9 E 10TH ST/MORRIS 30 * * $7,400
67 4.034.006 MN 34 NORTH ST/DETROIT LAKES 30 * * S0
68 4.028.022 MN 28 E 6TH ST/MORRIS 30 $81,000
69 4.009.026 MN 9 PARK AVE/MORRIS 30 $7,400
64 37 26 20 23 62 5
93% 54% 38% 29% 33% 90% 7%
Totals
# %
%k %k ok k ok ok 0 0%
* %k K kK k 9 13%
* Kk %k Kk k 7 10%
* %k k Kk 12 17%
* %k * 25 36%
* * 11 16%
* 3 4%
2 3%
69 100%

4-14 TR0111161028MSP



Table 4-18. District 4 Urban Intersection (Right-angle Crash Focus) Project Summary

SECTION 4 —DISTRICT 4 SAFETY PLAN

TR0111161028MSP

Signal Upgrade +

Intersection | Route | Route Reference Signalized Grade Offset Turn Offest Turn | Confirmation All-Way: Project
# ID System | No. Description Point Risk Rating | Roundabout RCI RCI Separated T Lanes Lanes Lights Lighting | Stop Cost
1 4.029.025 MN 29 CR46/ALEXANDRIA NV * k %k k k k 1 2 $752,400
2 4.029.023 MN 29 50TH AV M111/ALEXANDRIA 077+00.071; * % % % % % 1 1 $751,200
3 4.029.027 MN 29 22ND AV CSAH 23 MSAS 121/ALEX 1 078+00.693: % % % % % % 1 2 $752,400
4 1 4.,010.009 us 10 21ST ST SRT 1ST AVN/MOORHEAD  : 001+00.340; * % % % % % 1 2 $752,400
5 4.010.012 us 10 30TH ST/MOORHEAD NV * %k * Kk k S0
6 | 4.010.010 us 10 E JCT TH 75/MOORHEAD 001+00.450; * % * % % * 2 $2,400
7 4.059.047 us 59 MAIN ST/DETROIT LAKES NV * K Kk ok kK S0
8 4.029.026 MN 29 30TH AV MSAS 119/ALEXANDRIA 078+00.307; * % * * k% 1 1 $751,200
9 4.010.008 us 10 14TH ST MSAS 122/MOORHEAD 000+01.010; * % % % % % 2 $2,400
10 4.075.101 us 75 24TH AVE S/MOORHEAD 248+00.645; Kk k kK * 2 $2,400
491 4.075.099 us 75 40TH AV SMSAS138/MOORHEAD 247+00.388 * ok k 1 $1,200
50 4.009.018 MN 9 ELM/MORRIS NV * ok k S0
51 4.029.028 MN 29 18TH AVE E/ALEXANDRIA NV * Kk * S0
52 4.009.019 MN 9 SOUTH ST/MORRIS NV * k% S0
53 4.009.023 MN 9 7TH ST/MORRIS 060+00.572 * * 1 $1,200

0 0 0 5 0 52 0 0

Total Estimated Project Cost $5,312,400
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