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NEWS RELEASE FOR PUBLIC INFORMATION 
MEETING AND PUBLIC HEARING 



Department of Transportation 
Office of the Secretary 
700 E. Broadway Ave 
Pierre, SD 57501 
Phone: 605/773-3265 
FAX: 605/773-3921 
 
 
 

 
For Immediate Release: July 1, 2008 
Contact:  Steve Gramm, Data Analysis Engineer, (605) 773-6641 

 
Department of Transportation Seeks Public Input into I-29 

Corridor Study 
  
The South Dakota Department of Transportation in conjunction with the City of Sioux Falls will 
hold a public meeting on Thursday, July 17, 2008, to gather public input on the options 
developed by URS Corporation as part of the ongoing I-29 Corridor Study. 
  
The study seeks to determine the future needs of the I-29 corridor from Exit 73 to Exit 77 in 
reaction to recent land development announcements within the area served by the 
corridor. Additional information on the study is available online at 
www.sddot.com/pe/projdev/planning_ss_I29.asp. 
  
The meeting will be held from 6:00 to 7:30 p.m. in the Sioux Falls Convention Center Exhibit 
Hall #1, 1101 N. West Avenue. A brief, summarizing presentation will be made at approximately 
6:15 p.m. A concurrent open house public meeting will also be held on the final draft reports for 
the I-90/I-229 Interchange Study. 
  
Notice is further given to individuals with disabilities that this public meeting is being held in a 
physically accessible place. Please notify the SDDOT ADA Coordinator within 48 hours of 
the public meeting if you have special needs for which this agency will need to make 
arrangements.  The telephone number for making special arrangements is 605-773-3540 or 1-
800-877-1113 (Telecommunication Device for the Deaf). 
  
For more information, contact Steve Gramm, Data Analysis Engineer, at (605) 773-6641 or by 
email at steve.gramm@state.sd.us. 
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Recommendations – I-90/I-229Recommendations – I-90/I-229

Alternative 5

Key Elements:
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– Adds Access at 60th Street
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Road

Few Potential
Environmental Issues

Cost:  $22 Million
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I-90/I-229 INTERCHANGE AREA DISPLAYS 



Figure
I-90/ I-229 Interchange Improvements

Alternative 2 – Full Cloverleaf
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Figure
I-90/ I-229 Interchange Improvements

Alternative 3 – Directional with Lewis Avenue Extension
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Figure
I-90/ I-229 Interchange Improvements

Alternative 4 – Full Directional Interchange
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Figure
I-90/ I-229 Interchange Improvements
Alternative 5 – Cloverleaf with Flyover
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I-29/57TH STREET INTERCHANGE AREA DISPLAYS 
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All Reviewed Relative to
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All Eliminated:
– 2 Due to Adjacent Impacts
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Operations
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Conclusions:
– 57th Street Reasonable Idea 10-

15 Years Ago

– Not Today – Too Many Impacts
to Justify
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Figure
I-29/57th Street Interchange Alternatives

Ma
rio

n 
Ro

ad
Ma

rio
n 

Ro
ad

2929

229229

No Scale

Ramp/Loop Ramp
Mainline/Arterial

Legend

57th Street57th Street

49th Street49th Street

Ma
rio

n 
Ro

ad
Ma

rio
n 

Ro
ad

2929

229229

57th Street57th Street

49th Street49th Street

Ma
rio

n 
Ro

ad
Ma

rio
n 

Ro
ad

2929

229229

57th Street57th Street

49th Street49th Street

Tight Diamond/Button HookTight Diamond/Button Hook
Tight DiamondTight Diamond Split DiamondSplit Diamond



 

 

 
 
I-29/69TH STREET INTERCHANGE AREA DISPLAYS 
 



Figure
Preliminary 69th Street Crossing of I-29

69th Street Crossing Under I-29 (Depressed)
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Figure
Preliminary 69th Street Crossing of I-29

Southern 69th Street Crossing Over I-29
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Figure
Preliminary 69th Street Crossing of I-29

Section Line 69th Street Crossing Over I-29
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Figure
Preliminary 69th Street Crossing of I-29

Section Line 69th Street Crossing Under I-29 (At-Grade)
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Figure
Preliminary 69th Street Crossing of I-29

Middle Southern 69th Street Crossing Over I-29
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I-29/I-229 SYSTEM INTERCHANGE AREA DISPLAYS 
 



Figure
Preliminary Interchange Concept – I-29/I-229

Completely Rebuild Directional Interchange – North 69th Street Alignment (Overpass)
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Figure
Preliminary Interchange Concept – I-29/I-229

Completely Rebuild Directional Interchange – North 69th Street Alignment (Overpass)
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Figure
Preliminary Interchange Concept – I-29/I-229

Re-Align Southbound I-29
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Figure
Preliminary Interchange Concept – I-29/I-229
Maintain Current Configuration – Modify Radii
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Figure
Preliminary Interchange Concept – I-29/I-229

Southbound Interstate Flyovers
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Figure
Preliminary Interchange Concept – I-29/I-229

Southbound I-29 Flyover and Southbound I-229 Ramp Modification
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Figure
Preliminary Interchange Concept – I-29/I-229

Southbound I-29 Loop Flyover and Southbound I-229 Ramp Modification
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Figure
Preliminary Interchange Concept – I-29/I-229

Southbound I-29 Loop Flyover and Southbound I-229 Ramp Modification
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I-29/85TH STREET INTERCHANGE AREA DISPLAYS 
 



Figure
Preliminary Interchange Concept – I-29/85th Street

Arterial Overpass Concept
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Figure
Preliminary Interchange Concept – I-29/85th Street

Diamond Interchange Concept
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Figure
Preliminary Interchange Concept – I-29/85th Street

Diamond Interchange Concept – Minimized Ramp Length
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Figure
Preliminary Interchange Concept – I-29/85th Street

Folded Diamond Concept
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Figure
Preliminary Interchange Concept – I-29/85th Street

Folded Diamond Concept
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Figure
Preliminary Interchange Concept – I-29/85th Street

Partial Cloverleaf
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Figure
Preliminary Interchange Concept – I-29/85th Street

Diamond Integrated with Re-aligned Southbound I-29
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OVERVIEW PRESENTATION SLIDES 
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Sioux Falls Interstate Access Evaluation
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Purpose of the Meeting:
– Projects Covered
– Format
– Comment Forms
– Questions

Projects Purpose and Need
Alternatives Development/Screening
I-90/I-229 Recommendations (Preliminary)
Next Steps
– I-29 Corridor Study
– I-90 EA Finalization
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Open House from 6:00 PM
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– Why
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I-90/I-229 Issues-Purpose and NeedI-90/I-229 Issues-Purpose and Need

Issues:
– Loop Ramps – Low Speed

– Banking through Loops

– Ending of I-229

– “Weave” Between I-90 Loops

– Narrow Ramp Lanes

– On-ramp Taper Width

– Traffic Operations:
• Current - OK

• Future Operations
(Arterials/Mainline)

Corridor Preservation
– Footprint of Recommendations
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Current and Future (2025) TrafficCurrent and Future (2025) Traffic

Average Growth:
– 6%/Yr

Average by Corridor:
– I-90:  6.4%/Yr

– I-229:  6.5%/Yr

– Benson Road:
4.2%/Yr

West Side Mostly New

Development

– Cliff Avenue:
5.1%/Yr
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Alternatives Reviewed/ScreeningAlternatives Reviewed/Screening

Variations on Six Alternatives
Evaluated (12 Total):
– Eliminate Geometric Deficiencies

– Address I-229 Termination at 476th Ave

– Accommodate Future Traffic:
• Mainline
• Arterials
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Purpose and Need – I-29/I-229Purpose and Need – I-29/I-229

Existing Traffic Operations:
– Louise Ave Ramp Intersection
– 41st St Ramp Intersection

Future Operations (2025):
– I-229 Southbound to Louise

Avenue Off-ramp
– I-229 Southbound to I-29

Southbound Off-ramp
– Louise Ave Ramp Intersection
– 41st St Ramp Intersections
– Arterial Operations along Louise

Ave and 41st St
Local Desire for More Access to
the Regional Routes
(Interstate(s))
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Design Issues:
– Bridge Width for I-29 Over I-

229
– Banking along Ramps
– Right Shoulder Width

Ramps
– Off-ramp Lengths are Too

Short
– Southbound I-29 to North-

bound I-229 Left On-ramp

Corridor Preservation
– Footprint of

Recommendations
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Additional Access:
– Across I-29 and I-229
– New Interchanges

• 57th Street (6)

• 69th Street (24)

• 85th Street (5)

Improve I-29/I-229
Interchange:
– Increase Lanes
– Bring into Consistency of Design

Guidelines
– Accommodate Additional Access
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EA Alternatives Evaluation CriteriaEA Alternatives Evaluation Criteria

Traffic
Socioeconomics:

Land Use
Social and Demographic Setting
Housing
Economics
Employment and Labor

Air Quality
Noise
Water Resources

Groundwater Hydrology
Surface Water Hydrology
Water Quality

Vegetation and Wildlife
Vegetation
Wildlife
Threatened and endangered species
Wetlands
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Traffic Operations
– Minimum of Level of Service D Operations
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– Interchange Spacing/Ramps
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Initial Screening Criteria (Cont.)Initial Screening Criteria (Cont.)

Residences/Businesses
– Estimate the Number of Properties Impacted By

Action
Wetlands
– Estimate Acres Based “Footprint” of Alignment

Cultural Resources
– Historical Properties

– Archaeological Features

Residences/Businesses
– Estimate the Number of Properties Impacted By

Action
Wetlands
– Estimate Acres Based “Footprint” of Alignment

Cultural Resources
– Historical Properties

– Archaeological Features



Recommendations – I-90/I-229Recommendations – I-90/I-229

Alternative 5

Key Elements:
– Modifies Access to 476th

Avenue

– Removes Tightest Loop

– Adds Access at 60th Street

– Adds Loops to Benson
Road

Few Potential
Environmental Issues

Cost:  $22 Million
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Recommendations – I-29/I-229Recommendations – I-29/I-229

No I-29/57th Street Interchange
Short Term/Mid-Term
– Short:  Solberg-Tallgrass Overpass
– Mid:  Results of On-going Work

Key Elements:
– Provides Access N-S of I-229 and

E-W of I-29
– Arterial Corridor Support for

Louise Avenue, 57th Street and
41st Street

Few Potential Environmental
Issues
Cost:  $6 Million (Solberg-
Tallgrass)
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Next StepsNext Steps

July 2008:  Today
Written Comments accepted through
August 1
Summer-Fall 2008 Finalize I-90/I-229 EA:
Continue I-29 Corridor Study:
– Tallgrass-Solberg (Coordinate with I-29/I-

229)
– I-29/I-229 Options
– I-29/69th Street Options
– I-29/85th Street Options

Winter 2008 I-29/I-229 Final Public
Meeting
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Public Information Meeting:  Today

SDDOT Web Site:
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E-Newsletters – Access through SDDOT
Website

Email:  Bill_Troe@urscorp.com
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Cary Cleland - SDDOT
367-5680

cary.cleland@state.sd.us
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COMMENT FORMS 
 
 
 



 
 
 

 
You can e-mail the study project manager at bill_troe@urscorp.com.  

 

Comment Sheet 
 
 
Please record your comments and/or questions regarding the alternatives presented at the July 
17, 2008 public information meeting. After finishing your comments, please turn it in at the 
table by the entrance door.  You may also mail this comment sheet to Bill Troe, URS 
Corporation, Inc., 12120 Shamrock Plaza, Suite 300, Omaha, NE 68154.  Please provide your 
name and address in the space provided below.  
 
 

Comments, Ideas, & Concerns 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

> Continue on the back or attach additional sheets 

Name    Address    City  State Zip 

July 17, 2008 
Public Information Meeting 
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Meeting Date: February 26, 2009Meeting Date: February 26, 2009



SOUTH DAKOTA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
CITY OF SIOUX FALLS

NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING / OPEN HOUSE
FOR

THE I-29 CORRIDOR STUDY
LINCOLN AND MINNEHAHA COUNTIES

I-29 from Exit 73 (Tea) to Exit 77 (41st Street)
I-229 from Exit 0 (I-29) to Exit 1 (Louise Avenue)
57th Street from Marion Road to Broadband Lane

69th Street from Bremerton Place to Louise Avenue
85th Street from Sundowner Avenue to Tallgrass Avenue

Solberg - Tallgrass Avenues from 59th Street to 69th Street
Date: February 26, 2009
Time: 6:30 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Place: Explorer Elementary School Gymnasium

4010 W. 82nd Street
Sioux Falls, SD 57108

The South Dakota Department of Transportation (SDDOT) in
conjunction with the City of Sioux Falls will hold an open house style
public meeting to discuss and receive public input on the options
developed by the above corridor study to be taken through an
Environmental Assessment. The open house will be informal, with
one on one discussion available with SDDOT, City & Consultant staff.

Between 6:30 p.m. and 8:00 p.m., SDDOT, City, & Consultant staff
will be available with displays to discuss the proposed options and
answer your questions. During this time, you will also have the
opportunity to present written comments. A short presentation will be
given at approximately 6:45 pm.

Notice is further given to individuals with disabilities that this open
house/public meeting is being held in a physically accessible place.
Please notify the SDDOT ADA Coordinator at least 48 hours prior to
the open house/public meeting if you have special needs for which
this agency will need to make arrangements. The telephone number
for making special arrangements is 605-773-3540 or 1-800-877-1113
(Telecommunications Device for the Deaf).

All persons interested in this study are invited to attend this meeting /
open house to share your views and concerns, any time between
6:30 p.m. and 8:00 p.m.
For further information regarding the study, contact Steve Gramm at
(605) 773-6641 or by email at steve.gramm@state.sd.us.
A study webpage has been established at
http://www.sddot.com/pe/projdev/planning_ss_I29.asp

mailto:steve.gramm@state.sd.us
http://www.sddot.com/pe/projdev/planning_ss_I29.asp
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Meeting FormatMeeting Format

Open House from 6:30 PM

Presentation (20 Minutes)

Open House Until 8:00 PM

Comments/Questions:
– Form for Written Comments

– Staff from City/SDDOT and Consultant
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Welcome/Purpose of the Meeting:
– Update on I-29 Corridor Study
– Format
– Take Comments

Future Traffic Conditions
Alternatives Screening
Questions
Next Steps
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I-29 Corridor Study AreaI-29 Corridor Study Area

I-29:
– 41st Street to Tea

Interchange (Highway 106)

I-229:
– Louise Avenue to I-29
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Questions Answered through Corridor
Study
Questions Answered through Corridor
Study

How Much Traffic Will
Come from Proposed
Developments?

Can Existing Roads Handle
the Traffic?
– Focus on interstates

If No, What Would Help?

Benefits/Costs:
– Traffic
– Construction/Maintenance

Cost
– Driver Comfort
– Adjacent Environment
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Current Daily Trips:
– 29,800

2033 (Build-Out) Daily
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2033 Traffic Operations2033 Traffic Operations



Range of AlternativesRange of Alternatives

Arterial Capacity
Improvements:
– Upgrade Existing
– New Routes

Arterial Interstate Crossings

Interstate Capacity
Improvements

New Interstate Access

Upgrade/Modify Existing
Interchange(s)

Expand Transit
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Design ConsiderationsDesign Considerations

Spacing Between
Interchanges

“Weaving” Traffic

Lefthand vs. Righthand
Entrance/Exit

Ride Comfort:
– Profile for mainline and ramps

Cost:
– Bridges relative to

embankments/retaining walls
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Design ConsiderationsDesign Considerations

Spacing Between Interchanges

“Weaving” Traffic

Lefthand vs. Righthand
Entrance/Exit

Ride Comfort:
– Profile for mainline and ramps

Cost:
– Bridges relative to embankments/

retaining walls
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Cost:
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FHWA – 8 Review FactorsFHWA – 8 Review Factors

Interchanges and
Arterial Streets

Interchanges and
Arterial Streets

Can be Reasonably
Mitigated

Can be Reasonably
Mitigated

1. Existing do not Provide the Access nor
Capacity Intended by the Proposal.

2. All Reasonable Non-new Interchange
Alternatives have been Evaluated – Do
not Address Need

3. No Significant Adverse Impact on
Safety and/or Operations

4. Provides for All Movements
5. Consistent with Land

Use/Transportation Plan
6. Interstate Network Study was Done -

Supports Request
7. Looked at Needs Up and Down the

Interstate, Not just at I-29/85th St
8. Interstate Justification Report was

Completed
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Preliminary Findings/ConclusionsPreliminary Findings/Conclusions

Solution:  Must Include Both
Interstate and Arterials (Single
Focus Not Solution)
If Add I-29/85th St Interchange:
Must “Braid” Ramps with I-29/
I-229
I-29/85th Street Interchange:
Results in Minor Change to
Congestion:
– Louise Avenue
– Highway 106
– 57th Street
– 41st Street
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Preliminary Findings/ConclusionsPreliminary Findings/Conclusions

Phased Implementation:
– Cost Versus Funding will

Require Phasing
– Coordinate with Development
– Arterial Network – Will Be

Congested Prior to Interstate
(Address First)

– Can Accommodate 40 – 45%
of Proposed Development on
Current System

– Corridor Preservation is a
Priority
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I-29/I-229 Modifications - TBD11
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Configuration TBD10
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Project Status – February 2009Project Status – February 2009

Completed Draft I-29 Corridor Traffic
Operations Report – Product:
– List of Concepts to Document to FHWA
– Concepts for Environmental Assessment

Presently in Review by SDDOT and City:
– Operations
– Costs
– Timing of Range of Needs (Interstate/City

Arterials)
– Timing for Modifications
– Phasing Possibilities
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Operations Report – Product:
– List of Concepts to Document to FHWA
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Presently in Review by SDDOT and City:
– Operations
– Costs
– Timing of Range of Needs (Interstate/City

Arterials)
– Timing for Modifications
– Phasing Possibilities



Next StepsNext Steps

Determine Alternatives to Address in IJR

Finalize IJR (From Corridor Operations
Report)

FHWA Review (3-5 Months)

Refine Costs

Prepare/Submit EA
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Questions?   Please Contact:Questions?   Please Contact:

Bill Troe - URS Corporation
(402) 952-2522

Bill_Troe@urscorp.com

Steve Gramm – SDDOT
(605) 773-6641

steve.gramm@state.sd.us

Cary Cleland - SDDOT
367-5680

cary.cleland@state.sd.us

Bill Troe - URS Corporation
(402) 952-2522

Bill_Troe@urscorp.com

Steve Gramm – SDDOT
(605) 773-6641

steve.gramm@state.sd.us

Cary Cleland - SDDOT
367-5680

cary.cleland@state.sd.us

SDDOT Project Web Site
www.sddot.com/pe/projdev/planning_ss_i29.asp

SDDOT Project Web Site
www.sddot.com/pe/projdev/planning_ss_i29.asp

Thanks for Coming to the
Meeting

Thanks for Coming to the
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Alternative 2:  I-29 / 85th Street Diamond
Interchange
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Alternative 3:  I-29 / 85th Street Folded Diamond
Interchange
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Alternative 4:  I-29 / 85th Street Partial Cloverleaf
Interchange
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Alternative 5:  I-29 / 85th Street Single-Point
 Urban Interchange

Legend

Roadway
Modifications

New Structure



57th St

69th St

So
lb

er
g A

ve

85th St

Ta
llg

ra
ss

 A
ve

Su
nd

ow
ne

r A
ve

§̈¦29

§̈¦229

q

Alternative 10: I-29 / I-229 Interchange Modification -
Ramp Modifications
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Alternative 11: I-29 / I-229 Interchange Modification -
Directional Ramps Option A
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Alternative 11B: I-29 / I-229 Interchange Modification -
Directional Ramps Option A (Inverted)
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Alternative 12: I-29 / I-229 Interchange Modification -
Directional Ramps Option B
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Alternative 12B: I-29 / I-229 Interchange Modification -
Directional Ramps Option B (inverted)
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Alternative 13: I-29 / I-229 Interchange Modification -
Realign Southbound I-29
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Alternative 13B: I-29 / I-229 Interchange Modification -
Realign Southbound I-29 (Inverted)

69th Street
Alternate
Crossings



57th St

69th St

So
lb

er
g A

ve

85th St

Ta
llg

ra
ss

 A
ve

Su
nd

ow
ne

r A
ve

§̈¦29

§̈¦229

q

Alternative 14B: I-29 / I-229 Interchange Modification -
Complete Interchange Reconstruction (Inverted)
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Alternative 14: I-29 / I-229 Interchange Modification -
Complete Interchange Reconstruction
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Alternative 15: I-29 / 85th Street Braided
Southbound Interchange

Legend

Roadway
Modifications

New Structure

Roadway
Removal



17,00017,000

23,100
23,10044,10044,100

68,500
68,500

2,
11

0
2,

11
0

8,9508,950

Figure 6. Future (2033) No Build and Build
Scenario Daily Traffic Volumes
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Future (2033) Build Scenario with 69th Street
Crossing Daily Traffic Forecasts
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Figure 24. Future (2033) Build Scenario Alternative 6
Daily Traffic Forecasts
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Figure 13. No-Build Scenario Mainline Traffic
Operations Summary



LEGEND
- LOS A/B

- LOS C

- LOS D

- LOS E/F

- AM/PM Junction LOS

Figure 14. No-Build Scenario Intersection Traffic
Operations Summary
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Figure 27. Alternatives 6A through 6C Intersection Traffic
Operations Summary
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Build I-29/85th St Interchange, Modify I-29/I-
229 and 69th Street Crossing Traffic Operations
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Figure ##. Alternative 14 with Southbound Slip Ramp
to 85th Street Mainline Traffic Operations
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Build I-29/85th St Interchange, 69th St Crossing, Aux.
Lanes on Interstate, Braid Ramps Operations









Lana <lanajb@iw.net> 

02/27/2009 01:10 PM
Please respond to

lanajb@iw.net

To <bill_troe@urscorp.com>

cc

bcc

Subject I-29 corridor study.

History: This message has been replied to.

Bill, 

I attended the meeting last night at Explorer School. I live between Tallgrass and 
I-29. My home is located in the "perfect" location. There is virtually no traffic past 
my home and I like my neighbors. It is a 5 minute trip to get to wonderful southern 
Sioux Falls. 

BUT.......I know the inevitable is coming.

The big explosion of building and traffic WILL happen and by putting off the 
decision for the 85th St. interchange is simply wasting time and money...........by 
sitting on the fence, so to speak, all the development infastructure money will be 
just sitting idle. When things start happening with a new roadways, then and only 
then, Sioux Falls will progress. The plans for 229, Tallgrass overpass, 69th St west 
and 85th St. exchange will pay dividends. That is my opinion.
 
                                                                                Sincerely,
 
                                                                                Lana Bartling
 
                                                                                47088 85th St.



You can e-mail the study project manager at bill_troe@urscorp.com.

Comment Sheet

Please record your comments and/or questions regarding the information and concepts
presented at the February 26, 2009 public information meeting. After finishing your
comments, please turn it in at the table by the entrance door.  You may also mail this
comment sheet to Bill Troe, URS Corporation, Inc., 12120 Shamrock Plaza, Suite 300,
Omaha, NE 68154.  Comments may also be emailed to bill_troe@urscorp.com.  Please
provide your name and address in the space provided below.

Kurt Brost 1305 W. 18th Street Sioux Falls SD 57117

Comments, Ideas, & Concerns
Sanford Health has the following concerns with the findings of this study:

1.  Priority of Projects:  It seems illogical to Sanford that the proposed higher priority
projects at 69th, Sundowner and 85th Street overpass will have the positive traffic flow
impact of the interchange at 85th.  Even if the Interchange needed to be included with other
improvements it would seem that the money would be well spent in a way that would
actually fix the problem for the short and long term as opposed to doing minor patches that
would need to be added to or even redone at later times to actually provide significant
relief to congestion.  It seems that prolonging the real fix will do nothing but make the take
more cumbersome and costly as the area grows up around it.  It would make more sense to
actually do what is needed sooner and not delay the fix, than to create more problems and
cost in the future.

2.  Economic Impact:  The delay of the interchange project at 85th street will have a
detrimental impact on the success of the Research Park project.  While it will not have near
the damaging effect on the research park as it will the proposed commercial development,
it will nonetheless be harmful.  Many things make these parks successful.  The availability
of labor, land, incentives, etc., all has impacts.  However, in regards to facilities, two things
are critical according to the Association of University Research Parks.  One is good access
and design, and the second is surrounding commercial development and housing to support
the park’s tenants.  Without the interchange at 85th, the type of supporting development
referenced will not be possible.  Moreover, it places an unnecessary hurdle in the path of
our effort to bring new and exciting jobs to the region.

3.  Put them together:  Given the two above points, it would seem logical to put our money
where our mouths, or more the point, jobs and dollars are.  When given the chance to
spend money on projects that can make a difference, both in the short and long term, we
should do so.  This area needs the interchange to help offset the damage caused by the
downturn in the economy in the short term, and to expand our employment base and tax
base in the long term. Given the lack of a silver bullet to cure all traffic ills in the area and
the incremental difference between all the projects outlined, logic dictates that we spend

Name Address City State Zip

February 26, 2009
I-29 Corridor Study

Public Information Meeting
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You can e-mail the study project manager at bill_troe@urscorp.com.

our limited resources on the one that provides the biggest economic impact.  All the
projects appear to be necessary in the long term.  Why not start with the largest and most
meaningful while the land is available, the project will cost less, and the need is greatest?

> Continue on the back or attach additional sheets

mailto:bill_troe@urscorp.com


You can e-mail the study project manager at bill_troe@urscorp.com.

Comment Sheet

Please record your comments and/or questions regarding the information and concepts
presented at the February 26, 2009 public information meeting. After finishing your
comments, please turn it in at the table by the entrance door.  You may also mail this
comment sheet to Bill Troe, URS Corporation, Inc., 12120 Shamrock Plaza, Suite 300,
Omaha, NE 68154.  Comments may also be emailed to bill_troe@urscorp.com.  Please
provide your name and address in the space provided below.

Bentwood Place, Inc. 4600 Vista Ln. Sioux Falls, SD  57105

Comments, Ideas, & Concerns
It is good to see that there has been some progress on this study.  We, along with our
fellow Citizens and developers, are eager to get started on our projects that are directly
affected by the decisions made by this study.  I believe it has been over a year since this
study has started and it seems that the end gets pushed back every month or so.  Thus, it is
very frustrating for us developers to have an idea as to when our property would be
ready to be developed.  We are waiting on URS and the city to get this done, so we can
get roads and utilities to our properties so they can be marketed.
Here is a list of most of the developers that have land in this area:
Bentwood Place, Inc., Sanford Health, North Central Heart LLC, Medical Development
LLC, Viereck, Lloyd\Rickert, Hegg, Sonler, Harr-Lemme, Johnson, KNWC.  These are the
owners of over 1000 acres of land (that’s over 54 million square feet).  A lot of this land is
either commercial, office, or apartment.  I’m not sure we can estimate the huge boost to the
tax base for the city of Sioux Falls, much less for Lincoln County, but it must be a very
large number.  The most important part of this future development is the exit at 85th St.
This is the keystone that will make this area work.  It is far more important than trying to
put 69th St. over I-29.  I know that there is an opinion that the arterial roadways
would be able to handle 40-45% of the traffic to these developments without having the
exit at 85th St.  However, it is really the exit at 85th St. that will really spur development in
this area.  True, there will be some development without it, but it will be very slow growth
which helps no one.   Thank you for the work thus far.

> Continue on the back or attach additional sheets
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Comment Sheet

Please record your comments and/or questions regarding the information and concepts
presented at the February 26, 2009 public information meeting. After finishing your
comments, please turn it in at the table by the entrance door.  You may also mail this
comment sheet to Bill Troe, URS Corporation, Inc., 12120 Shamrock Plaza, Suite 300,
Omaha, NE 68154.  Comments may also be emailed to bill_troe@urscorp.com.  Please
provide your name and address in the space provided below.

Jean Brockmueller
Property Manager
Sonler Property 100 N. Phillips Sioux Falls SD 57104

Comments, Ideas, & Concerns

It is very frustrating to learn that the 69th Street I-29 overpass is being given priority
consideration over the 85th Street Interchange.  The 69th Street overpass may be desirable
to relieve 57th Street traffic at some point in the future, but it does nothing to stimulate or
open up economic activity to our community and particularly the Sanford Research Park
area.  Economic activity is vital to our community at the present time.  The Sanford
Research Park holds great potential for bringing quality economic activity to our
community, but without swift action to provide access to the area, it is possible and
probable that the area will not thrive through lack of residual economic activity.

Also, timing is critical and it is unfortunate to learn that by reason of the over-study and
lack of design, all of the I-29 corridor projects have missed an opportunity to share in the
federal economic stimulus money.
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