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TABLE 3
COTTAGE GROVE TOTAL HOUSEHOLDS AND EMPLOYMENT

 Households Retail
Employment

Non-Retail
Employment

Total
Employment

2005 11,203 1,540 4,876 6,416
2030 20,000 2,500 9,000 11,500

POTENTIAL CAPACITY ISSUES

The year 2030 traffic volume projections allows for the evaluation of potential capacity issues along roadway segments where volumes have been projected. This
planning level evaluation utilizes the capacity of roadway segments evaluated against the 2030 volume projections. Table 4 provides these evaluations for County
and City controlled roadways.

The planning level thresholds indicate that two County roadways will be over capacity by 2030.Keats Avenue (CR19) north of Highway 61 will experience
substantial growth and a four-lane facility will be required.  70th Street (CR22) will also experience substantial growth from Highway 61 to Jamaica Avenue and
will require improvement to a four-lane facility. It doesn’t appear as though any City controlled roadways will require expansion of through lanes although as
volumes increase it may be necessary to add turn lanes or improveme intersection capacities. These volumes can change due to ever-changing land use and
regional characteristics and need monitoring on an annual basis. The City will work with Washington County to plan improvements to those County roadways
that are expected to have potential capacity issues.











TABLE 2

ROADWAY VOLUME/CAPACITY PLANNING LEVEL THRESHOLDS YEAR 2030

Roadway
Existing

Cross-Section

Year 2030
ADT

Projection

Planning Level
ADT Capacity

Volume
Over/Under

Capacity

TH95 – Manning Avenue 2 Lane Undivided Rural 8,700-9,800 14,000-15,000 Under
CR19 – Keats Avenue – North of Highway 61 2 Lane Undivided Rural 22,000 14,000-15,000 Over
CR19 – Keats Avenue – South of 80th Street 2 Lane Undivided Rural 13,400 14,000-15,000 Under
CR19 – Keats Avenue – North of 80th Street 2 Lane Undivided Rural 14,000 14,000-15,000 Under
CR39 – Hadley Avenue – North of Grange Blvd. 2 Lane Undivided Urban 7,800 8,000-10,000 Under
CR22 – 70th Street – Highway 61 to Hinton Avenue 2 Lane Undivided Urban 20,000 8,000-10,000 Over
CR22 – 70th Street – Hinton to Jamaica Avenue 2 Lane Undivided Urban 12,900 8,000-10,000 Over
CR22 – 70th Street – Jamaica to Keats Avenue 2 Lane Undivided Urban 7,400 8,000-10,000 Under
CR13 – Hinton Avenue – 70th Street to N. City Boundary 4 Lane Undivided Urban 9,700 18,000-22,000 Under
CR20 – Military Road – East City Boundary to Keats Avenue 2 Lane Undivided Rural 6,400 14,000-15,000 Under
CR20 – Military Road – Keats Avenue to Jamaica 2 Lane Undivided Rural 9,500 14,000-15,000 Under
CSAH74 – 65th Street 2 Lane Undivided Urban 1,800 8,000-10,000 Under
Kimbro Avenue – North of Highway 61 2 Lane Undivided Rural 2,000 14,000-15,000 Under
Innovation Road – South of Highway 61 2 Lane Undivided Rural 3,500 14,000-15,000 Under
Jamaica Avenue – Military Road to 80th Street 4 Lane Divided Urban 8,700 28,000-32,000 Under
Jamaica Avenue – 80th Street To E. Point Douglas 4 Lane Divided Urban 17,000 28,000-32,000 Under
Jamaica Avenue – E. Point Douglas to Highway 61 4 Lane Divided Urban 21,000 28,000-32,000 Under
Jamaica Avenue – South of Highway 61 4 Lane Undivided Urban 14,000 18,000-22,000 Under



TABLE 2

ROADWAY VOLUME/CAPACITY PLANNING LEVEL THRESHOLDS YEAR 2030 (CONTINUED)

Roadway
Existing

Cross-Section

Year 2030
ADT

Projection

Planning Level
ADT Capacity

Volume
Over/Under

Capacity

Hinton Avenue – 70th Street to 80th Street 4 Lane Undivided Urban 9,000 18,000-22,000 Under
Hadley Avenue – Grange Blvd. to 95th Street 2 Lane Undivided Urban 9,000 8,000-10,000 Under
Hadley Avenue – 95th Street to 100th Street 2 Lane Undivided Urban 3,000 8,000-10,000 Under
100th Street – Hadley to Jamaica 2 Lane Undivided Urban 4,500 8,000-10,000 Under
East Point Douglas – South of Four-Lane Connection to
90th Street

2 Lane Undivided Urban 9,000 8,000-10,000 At Capacity

95th Street S. – Hadley to Jamaica 4 Lane Undivided Urban 6,000 18,000-22,000 Under
80th Street – East Point Douglas to Highway 61 4 Lane Divided Urban 25,000 28,000-32,000 Under
80th Street – East Point Douglas to Hinton 4 Lane Divided Urban 21,000 28,000-32,000 Under
80th Street – Hinton to Jamaica 4 Lane Divided Urban 14,500 28,000-32,000 Under
80th Street – Jamaica to Keats 4 Lane Undivided Urban 7,000 18,000-22,000 Under
80th Street – Keats to Kimbro 2 Lane Undivided Urban 3,500 8,000-10,000 Under

DEFINITIONS

Undivided:   An undivided roadway does not have a raised median separating opposing traffic or left-turn lanes for turning traffic.
Divided:   A divided roadway has a raised median separating opposing traffic, left-turn lanes and right-turn lanes.
Rural:   A rural design implies higher speeds, fewer cross streets/accesses and cross streets/accesses with low volumes.
Urban:   An urban design implies lower speeds, more cross streets/accesses and cross streets/accesses with higher volumes.
Freeway:   A freeway is a divided roadway with limited access and no traffic signals or other traffic control.











Criteria Principal Arterial Minor Arterial Collector Local Street
Place Connections Interconnects metro centers and

regional business
concentrations

Interconnects major
trip generators

Interconnects neighborhoods
and minor business
concentrations

Interconnects blocks within
neighborhoods and land parcels
within commercial areas

Developed
Areas

2 - 3 miles ½ - 1 mile ¼ - ¾ mile As needed to access land usesSpacing

Developing
Areas

3 -6 miles 1 – 2 miles ½ - 1 mile As needed to access lane uses

Roadway Connections To interstates, principal
arterials, and selected minor
arterials and collectors

To interstates,
principal arterials,
other minor arterials,
collectors, and some
local streets

To minor arterials, other
collectors, and local streets

To collectors, other local streets, and
some minor arterials

Mobility Highest High Moderate Low
Access No direct property access Limited access to

property
Access to properties is
common

Unrestricted property access

Percent of Mileage 5-10% 15-25% 5-10% 65-80%
Percent of Vehicle Miles
Traveled

40-65% 15-40% 5-10% 10-30%

Intersections Grade separated or high-
capacity intersection controls

Traffic signals and
cross-street stops

All-way stops and some
traffic signals

As required for safe operation

Parking Non Restricted as necessary Restricted as necessary Usually restricted
Large Trucks No restrictions No restrictions Restricted as necessary Restricted as necessary
Typical Average Daily
Traffic

15,000-200,000 5,000-30,000 1,000-15,000 Less than 1,000

Right-of-Way Width 100-300 ft 60-150 ft 60-100 ft 50-80 ft
Transit Accommodations Priority access for transit in

peak periods
Preferential treatment
where needed

Designed for use by regular
route buses

Normally used as bus routes only in
non-residential areas

Source: Metropolitan Council, Transportation Policy Plan, 1995





































Forecasts 
 

CTU_NAME Component   
POP 
2010 

POP 
2020 

POP 
2030   

HH 
2010 

HH 
2020 

HH 
2030   

EMP 
2010 

EMP 
2020 

EMP 
2030 

Cottage 
Grove 

Private 
sewer 

  2277 800 0  800 300 0  1300 1300 1300

Cottage 
Grove 

Metro 
System 

  33723 44600 53000   11800 16200 20000   7200 8700 113700

Cottage 
Grove 

TOTAL   36000 45400 53000  12600 16500 20000  8500 10000 115000
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Location in SWMP

Section 1.2
Section 3.3

Executive Summary
Section 2

Section 3.2 - Policies 1.2 and 6.1

Section 3.2 - Policies 1.1 and 4.1

--

i. Adopting erosion and sediment control ordinances that are consistent with NPDES Construction Stormwater permit and MS4 permit requirements Section 3.2 - Policies 3.3, 6.1, and 6.8

ii. Preparing wetland management plans Section 3.2 - Policy 5.1
iii. Adopting ordinances that control peak runoff Section 3.2 - Policy 2.3

iv. Adopting best management practices for development that will result in TSS and TP reductions of 80% and 50% respectively Section 3.2 - Policy 3.2

v. Adopting best management practices for redevelopment that will result in TSS and TP reductions Section 3.2 - Policies 6.1 and 6.7

vi. Including funding mechanisms that support implementation and enforcement Section 3.2 - Policy 6.6

Section 3.2 - Policies 3.3, 6.1, and 6.8

Section 3.2 - Policies 1.2 and 6.1

NA

Sections 5, 6, and 7.9

Section 5.5

i. If a TMDL study is not completed, the city should identify the priority it places on addressing impaired waters and how the city intends to participate in the
development or implementation of TMDL studies.

Section 5.5

ii. If the city is not directly involved in the TMDL study, the city should show how it intends to implement the study findings once the study is completed by the
responsible party.

Section 5.5

iii. If a TMDL study is completed for the impaired water… NA

Section 7.9

Section 7.6

5. Establishment of policies and goals

WRMPP Requirements

6. Assessment of problems and corrective actions for problems identified

7. Financial considerations

1. Purpose of plan
2. Water resource management related agreements
3. Executive summary
4. Land and water resources inventory

E. Developed and developing communities listed as nondegradation communities as part of their NPDES MS4 permit need to revise their SWPPP to include the required
information for nondegradation. Nondegradation policies and goals should be summarized or integrated into their LWMP.

F. Rural planning area communities…

A. All communities need to assess the water quality and quantity related problems in their community, prioritize the problems and include actions to adequately solve the
problems that were identified.

B. All communities must acknowledge and list any impaired waters within their jurisdiction as shown on the current MPCA 303d Impaired Waters list. A community that
discharges water to an impaired waterbody within or adjacent to the community, needs to explain how and if it intends to be involved with the development of the TMDL
study.

A. All communities need a strong policy statement to show that they are committed to a goal of no adverse impact (nondegradation) for area water resources.

B. All communities need goals for their lakes consistent with Watershed Management Organization (WMO) plan goals.

C. The Council’s 2030 Regional Development Framework classified communities as urban planning areas (developing and developed areas) and rural planning areas.
Communities classified as developed or developing need to include actions that show the community is committed to the goal of no adverse impact or nondegradation goal
for area water resources. Actions should include:

D. Developing and developed communities that are a Phase I or Phase II NPDES MS4 permit community need to integrate their Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan
(SWPPP) policies and goals into their Local Water Management Plan (LWMP), in accordance with MPCA requirements and schedules.

A. All communities need to include a 5-year CIP that includes funds to solve the problems identified in number 6 above.

B. All communities need to include funding in their CIP or operating budget for ongoing maintenance of their stormwater infrastructure.



Location in SWMP

--

i. Include an erosion and sediment control ordinance consistent with NPDES Construction Stormwater permit and MS4 permit requirements. Sections 5.6 and 7.9

ii. Identify ways to control runoff rates so that land-altering activities do not increase peak stormwater flow from the site for a 24-hour precipitation event
with a return frequency of 1or 2, 10, and 100 years.

Section 3.2 - Policy 2.3

iii. Require criteria for wet detention basin minimum pollutant removal efficiency to protect and improve stormwater runoff quality. BMPs for development and
redevelopment should result in TSS and TP reductions.

Section 3.2 - Policy 3.2, Section 6.1.4

iv. Require infiltration of the first ½ inch of runoff from the impervious areas created by new projects where there are A and B soils. Use of infiltration
techniques is prohibited in some potential stormwater hotspot areas, e.g. vehicle fueling areas.

Section 3.2 - Policies 6.1 and 6.2

v. Recommend adding a soil amendment and requiring soil ripping 1 ½- 2 feet after mass grading is complete for all soil types. Section 3.2 - Policy 6.4

vi. Require infiltration in wellhead protections areas to be based on the community’s wellhead protection plan and at the discretion of the LGU. Section 3.2 - Policy 6.2

vii. Require pretreatment of stormwater prior to discharge into all lakes and streams. Section 3.2 - Policy 4.3

NA
NA
NA

Section 3.2 - Policies 3.1, 6.1, 6.2, and 6.4

Section 3.2 - Policies 3.1, 3.2, 3.7 and Section 7.4

Section 3.2 - Policies 5.1, 5.2, 5.3, Section 4

--

i. Public education and outreach Section 3.2 - Policy 3.10, Section 7.3
ii. Public participation/involvement Section 3.2 - Policy 3.10, Section 7.3.3
iii. Illicit discharge detection and elimination Section 3.2 - Policy 3.8
iv. Construction site runoff control Section 3.2 - Policy 3.3 and 6.7
v. Post-construction runoff control Section 3.2 - Policy 3.3
vi. Pollution prevention/good housekeeping. Section 3.2 - Policy 3.7

vii. Activities planned to be undertaken along with numerical goals, strategies, and timelines Section 7.9

viii. Funding source for the various required activities. Section 7.6

Section 3.2 - Policies 1.2 and 6.1, Section 5.6.1, Section 5.7

Section 7.7

A. Developed and developing MS4 communities  need to provide information on how they intend to manage stormwater:

B. Rural planning area communities…

WRMPP Requirements

8. Implementation priorities and program

C. All communities with designated trout streams…
D. All communities with special waters…

E. All communities need to consider the use of stormwater practices that promote infiltration/filtration and decrease impervious areas, where practical.

F. All communities need to include information on the types of BMPs to be used to improve stormwater quality and quantity and the maintenance schedule for the BMPs.

G. All communities need to include a wetland management plan or a process and timeline to prepare a plan. At a minimum, the wetland management plan should
incorporate a function and value assessment for wetlands. Other items to address in the plan include the pretreatment of stormwater prior to discharge into all wetland
types, and the use of native vegetation as buffers for high quality wetlands. Buffers should be consistent with the functions and values identified in the plan.

H. Developed and developing communities that are a Phase II NPDES MS4 permit community need to include information on how the community is meeting the permit
conditions for required SWPPP:

I. Developed and developing communities which are required to revise their SWPPP to include the required nondegradation information as part of their NPDES MS4 permit
need to summarize or integrate the nondegradation information into the LWMP.

 Each local plan must include year the plan extends to and establishes the process by which amendments may be made.

9. Amendment procedures:


























