APPENDIX A4 — JURISDICTIONAL TRANSFERS

A-4 ROADWAY JURISDICTION TRANFER

As part of this Plan update, a comprehensive evaluation of jurisdictional alignment (or roadway system

ownership) was completed to ensure the appropriate level of government is managing each roadway. In

general, the higher mobility function of a roadway, the higher level of government should manage and

own it. A roadway jurisdiction can be considered for transfer to another agency either larger or smaller:

to the County (from Local), from the County (to State), from the County (to Local), or to the County

(from State). Roadway jurisdictional transfers occur for three reasons:

1. Transfer of a roadway segment from a lower to a higher level of government because the roadway
serves a higher mobility function than that jurisdiction typically provides;

2. Turnback of a roadway segment from a higher to a lower level of government as a result of the
construction of a replacement roadway; or

3. Turnback of a roadway segment from a higher to lower level of government for other reasons.

The correct level of government managing a roadway is important for access management and funding
resource availability. The Plan, and this Appednix, does not bind the County to taking specific action on
a future jurisdictional transfer item; rather, it provides a guide for future discussion and
implementation.

The County State Aid Highway (CH) definition from MN State Statute provides guidance for the
selection of a CH. These principles were used as a basis for developing an analysis approach for the
updated analysis in this Plan related to jurisdictional transfers or “turnbacks” from County to Township
or City. Specific concepts used in the evaluation approach to identify roadways for potential turnback
include: a roadway providing a connection of five miles or less, a roadway only connecting to one
community, low traffic volumes, local functional class, and proper spacing of Minor Arterials to support
Principal Arterials. Overall concepts used to evaluate jurisdictional transfers between all levels follow
four main factors: Roadway function; Length of trips served; Volume of traffic served; and Spacing
between roadways serving similar functions.

Current jurisdiction of all roads in Scott County is shown on Map VI-5 (Page VI-12). This section
discusses the potential for jurisdictional transfers between the County and the township/city levels of
government and between the state and the County. Maps on pages A-4 and A-5 show potential
jurisdictional transfers. The purpose of these Maps are to guide future discussion and implementation
of jurisdictional transfers in Scott County.

1. Potential Transfers between State and County

MnDOT’s Minnesota Jurisdictional Realignment Project Final Report, July 2014, was conducted
to ensure that Minnesota roads are owned and operated at the right jurisdictional level. This
report identifies potential jurisdictional transfers from MnDOT to Scott County of TH 21, TH
282, and TH 13 from TH 282 to CH 101/TH 13 interchange and potential jurisdictional transfers
from Scott County to MnDOT of CH 17 north of TH 13/TH 282 intersection, CH 42/CH 78, and
CH 86 from TH 19 to the County border.
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If and when segments are officially proposed by MnDOT for jurisdictional transfer to Scott
County, the County will carefully study the merits of each proposal. Scott County will then work
with MnDOT to develop agreements for appropriate jurisdictional changes. If such jurisdictional
transfers are proposed by MnDOT, a major concern for Scott County will be maintenance
funding for these additional roads.

2. Potential Transfers between County and Cities or Townships
The County system is periodically reviewed to identify potential jurisdictional changes. The
determination of which roads should be under County jurisdiction is based on the following
factors:
e Functional classification;
Connection to major activity centers;
Connectivity to the metropolitan transportation system,;
Mobility versus land access;
Spacing between County highways; and
Route continuity.

The following table is a list of segments for further discussion and study; the following list is meant to
document long-term planning in addition to short-term implementation potential of the turnback or
turn-up of segments. Statutory requirements direct the implementation of jurisdictional transfers. For
example, if a county road is turned back to a city or township, it will be in an appropriate condition, as
required by law at the time the turnback is made.
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Potential List of County to City or Township Roadway Transfers

Figure A-4
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Map of County to City or Township Roadway Transfers

Figure A-4
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Map of State to County Roadway Transfers

Figure A-4
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