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Study Update: Needs and Alternatives for Trunk 
Highway 52 Interchange at County Roads 62 or 66 in 

Vermillion Township

Dakota County Physical Development Committee of the Whole

September 13, 2022

Doug Abere, Senior Project Manager

• Study Background and Approach

• Safety and Mobility Needs

• Crash issues, connections, & growth

• Need for a long-term vision

• Interchange Alternatives (four advanced for detailed study)

• Stakeholder Engagement and Input Received

• Next Steps & Discussion

Presentation Outline
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Study Area:
Two County Road Intersections with Hwy 52

CR 62 (190th St)

CR 66 (200th St)

Study Background and Approach
• Interchange concepts in plans for more than 20 years 

• Current Study: Recognizes unique 
resources around the CR 66 junction: 

• Vermillion River Trout Stream & MN Aquatic 
Management Areas (AMAs) est. 2009-2013

• Small-acreage specialty farming est. 2011-2013

• Alternatives to avoid/minimize impacts

2002 MnDOT 

Hwy 52 

Interregional 

Corridor Plan

2006 Dakota 

County East‐

West Corridor 

Plan
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Approach – Balancing of Issues

Need for an Interchange

Safety
• MnDOT installed reduced‐conflict U‐turns

• Higher crash risks here vs. similar junctions in Minnesota

• Increasing traffic will reduce safe gaps on Hwy 52
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Need for an Interchange

Mobility and Connections
By 2040: 5,000+ daily County Road connections at Hwy 52

Need a long‐term vision for roadway safety and mobility

Existing Traffic (2021): 

VERMILLION

Needs vs. Many Options 

• No Build (Do Nothing, No Action) 
• Reduction to right-in/right-out at one or both 

intersections 
• Construction of acceleration lanes for turn movements 
• Construct a signalized reduced-conflict intersection
• Close all access (Hwy 52 freeway) 
• Construct an overpass and serve connections 

elsewhere 

• Interchange Alternatives - Bridges and on/off ramps
• Interchange at CR 66  
• Interchange at CR 62 
• Other interchange locations  

Safety and 
connectivity 
needs not 
addressed

Complete 
long‐term 

plan
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Interchange Location Alternatives

One concept for more 
study (Alt. 1A) 

One concept for more 
study (Alt. 1A) 

Two concepts for more 
study (Alts. 2A & 2C) 
Two concepts for more 
study (Alts. 2A & 2C) 

Not advanced for more studyNot advanced for more studyOne concept for more 
study (Alt. 4A) 

One concept for more 
study (Alt. 4A) 

Eight concepts developed and reviewed; four advanced for more study

Range of tradeoffs; now sharpen focus on four concepts

Alt. 1A – CR 62 Over Hwy 52 Concept 

•Efficient connection, Hwy 52 & City of Vermillion

•Avoids and minimizes impacts at CR 66 & Hwy 52

• High cost; high overall property impacts

•Opportunities to further manage impacts and costs, esp. impacts to trout stream

EMPIRE

TOWNSHIP

VERMILLION

TOWNSHIP

Other roadway 
options to be 
considered
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Alt. 2A – CR 66 Over Hwy 52 Concept 

• Least overall roadway construction vs. other alternatives

• Less direct Hwy 52 connection for City of Vermillion (vs. Alt. 1A)

• Impacts to CR 66 & Hwy 52 area properties, the S. Branch of Vermillion River, and small‐acreage farming

• Low‐moderate cost; limited overall property impacts

EMPIRE

TOWNSHIP

VERMILLION

TOWNSHIP

Alt. 2C – Hwy 52 Over CR 66 Concept 

• Less direct Hwy 52 connection for City of Vermillion and vicinity (vs. Alt. 1A)

• Limited impacts to CR 66 & Hwy 52 area properties and Vermillion River

• High cost, but with opportunities to further manage costs/impacts, esp. small‐acreage farming

EMPIRE

TOWNSHIP

VERMILLION

TOWNSHIP
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Alt. 4A – Split Interchange Concept 

•Flexible connections for the City of Vermillion and others

• Impacts at both locations ‐ high cost; moderate‐high property impacts

• Large‐scale alternative, but with some opportunities to manage costs and impacts

EMPIRE

TOWNSHIP

VERMILLION

TOWNSHIP

Recent Stakeholder Input
• July 27, 2022 – Public Open House (approx. 100 attended)

• Top Themes
• Needs – Support for safety improvements and local connectivity

• Travel patterns and access with future alternatives

• Interchange alternatives
• Most supported CR 66 or CR 62 concepts 

• Less support for Split Interchange 

• Minimal interest in a “no build” scenario or at-grade intersections

13

14



9/13/2022

8

Next Steps

• Publish feasibility study draft; refine the four advanced design alternatives

• Objective: Resolve long-standing questions about a future interchange 

• Challenges: Project scope and scale, funding/approvals, implementation 

WE ARE HERE

Questions/Discussion
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