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PROCEEDINGS OF THE 
EXECUTIVE POLICY BOARD OF THE 
GRAND FORKS/EAST GRAND FORKS 

METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION 
Wednesday, September 21st, 2011 – 12:00 Noon 

East Grand Forks City Hall Training Conference Room 
 

CALL TO ORDER 
 
Warren Strandell, Chairman, called the September 21st, 2011, meeting of the MPO Executive 
Policy Board to order at 12:03 p.m. 
 
CALL OF ROLL 
 
On a Call of Roll the following members were present:  Warren Strandell, Mike Powers, Mike 
Pokrzywinski, Steve Adams, Greg Leigh, and Doug Christensen.   
 
Absent were:  Gary Malm and Tyrone Grandstrand. 
 
Staff present were:  Earl Haugen, GF/EGF MPO Executive Director; Nancy Ellis, GF/EGF MPO 
Senior Planner; Teri Kouba, GF/EGF Planner; and Peggy McNelis, GF/EGF Office Manager. 
 
Guest(s) present were:   Jane Williams, Grand Forks Engineering. 
 
DETERMINATION OF A QUORUM 
 
Strandell declared a quorum was present.   
 
MATTER OF APPROVAL OF THE JULY 20 TH, 2011, MINUTES OF THE MPO 
EXECUTIVE POLICY BOARD 
 
MOVED BY POKRYZWINSKI, SECONDED BY POWERS, TO APPROVE THE JULY 20TH, 
2011, MINUTES OF THE MPO EXECUTIVE POLICY BOARD, AS SUBMITTED. 
 
Voting Aye:  Powers, Pokryzwinski, Adams, Strandell, Leigh, and Christensen. 
Voting Nay: None. 
 
MATTER OF STATUS OF SAFETEA-LU 
 
Haugen reported that back in December there was concern amongst surface transportation groups 
in the United States that what happened to federal aviation, or aircraft transportation could 
happen to surface transportation as well.  He explained that this concern was due to the fact that 
at the end of September the federal surface transportation act would have expired, and along with 
it the ability to collect fuel tax, but as of today both Chambers of Congress extended it another 
six months, therefore SAFETEA-LU authorization has been extended until at least the end of 
March. 
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Haugen stated that the next question is, how much funding will be appropriated.  He said that the 
Senate is going down a path of maintaining current funding levels, but the House is going down 
a path of reducing funding by 30%.  He added that at the end of the month the federal fiscal year 
ends and a new one begins, and without an agreement, it would appear that they will just kick 
that can down the road until March as well which would mean that they would just continue 
current funding levels. 
 
Haugen reported, however, if the House prevails we will need to go back and revisit all our 
documents as a 30% cut in funding would be substantial, and we would no longer be fiscally 
constrained.  He added that the MPO would continue to operate, however many projects would 
have to be put on hold until funding would become available. 
 
Haugen commented that there is also a possibility that the administration’s job bill might get 
traction.  He stated that if this were the case, the way it is currently fashioned for surface 
transportation, things would resemble what happened with the last stimulus whereby funding 
would be spent using a formula.   
  
Information only. 
 
MATTER OF SELF-CERTIFICATION 
 
Haugen reported that annually we need to do a self-certification with our DOT partners 
indicating that we are following the federal rules and regulations as we progress through our 
Annual Unified Work Program.  He stated that this is specifically schedule to occur when we 
approve our T.I.P., which identifies what projects get what funding.  He commented that the 
actual self-certification is also included as an appendix in the T.I.P. document, however Federal 
Highway requests that we have it as a separate agenda item, and act on it specifically. 
 
Haugen concluded, stating that this is just something we do annually during our T.I.P. approval 
process to show that we are maintaining our Long Range Transportation Plan, and that the 
projects being programmed are valid. 
 
MOVED BY LEIGH, SECONDED BY POWERS, TO APPROVE THE 2011 SELF-
CERTIFICATION, AS SUBMITTED. 
 
Voting Aye:  Powers, Pokryzwinski, Adams, Strandell, Leigh, and Christensen. 
Voting Nay: None. 
 
MATTER OF THE 2012-2015 T.I.P. 
 
Haugen reported that this is the time when we renew what our four year T.I.P. document has 
identified what projects will receive funds for the next four years.  He added that we also, in the 
appendices, show the current status of projects, how they are progressing, and which ones are 
still awaiting bids.   
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Haugen referred to Appendix 2 of the T.I.P. document, and pointed out that it shows the actual 
funding spent on projects programmed in 2010.   
 
Haugen commented that a public hearing was held on this at last week’s Technical Advisory 
Committee meeting.  He stated that no one was present for discussion, and no written comments 
were submitted either. 
 
Haugen reported that the T.I.P. document has been reconciled to match what each state is 
showing in their draft S.T.I.P. document.  He added that since last month the only significant 
changes were the awarding of a Safe Routes To School project in East Grand Forks and a 
significant increase in cost for an enhancement project out on U.S. Highway 2 by the Grand 
Forks Airport.  He stated that these changes were implemented into the document. 
 
MOVED BY LEIGH, SECONDED BY ADAMS, TO APPROVE THE FINAL FY 2012-2015 
T.I.P., AS SUBMITTED. 
 
Voting Aye:  Powers, Pokryzwinski, Adams, Strandell, Leigh, and Christensen. 
Voting Nay: None. 
 
MATTER OF PRELIMINARY APPROVAL OF AMENDMENT TO LONG  RANGE 
TRANSPORTATION PLAN 
 
Haugen reported that this is to formally begin the process of amending our Long Range 
Transportation Plan.  
 
Haugen pointed out that, essentially, Columbia Road south of 36th Ave S is identified in the latter 
stage of our plan, and the City of Grand Forks would like to have it considered in the current 
stage of our Long Range Transportation Plan instead.  He stated that in order to make that 
change we needed to identify a project that we could move to our later years, and the City of 
Grand Forks identified the 17th Avenue Overpass project to fulfill that requirement.   
 
Haugen commented that action today would be to preliminarily approve this change, and allow 
us to go through the formal public hearing process.  He added that it will be back before this 
body in November for final approval. 
 
MOVED BY LEIGH, SECONDED BY CHRISTENSEN, TO GRANT PRELIMINARY 
APPROVAL OF THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE LONG RANGE 
TRANSPORTATION PLAN, AS SUBMITTED. 
 
Voting Aye:  Powers, Pokryzwinski, Adams, Strandell, Leigh, and Christensen. 
Voting Nay: None. 
 
Leigh asked when the 17th Avenue Overpass would be done.  Haugen responded that it would 
not be eligible for funding until after 2022, under our current plan. 
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MATTER OF APPROVAL OF SOUTH WASHINGTON STREET WELLN ESS 
TRAFFIC STUDY 
 
Ellis reported that she is bringing a request for final approval of the South Washington 
Street/Choice Health and Fitness Traffic Study, explaining that it is no longer called “the 
Wellness Center”. 
 
Ellis reminded the board that she did present a draft final report at the last meeting.  She 
explained that they held their last committee meeting on September 10th, at which there were 
some minor changes required to the cost estimates.  She stated that she did present this to the 
Park Board, and they were receptive to the plan, however they did comment on the two bus route 
alternatives and the two bus shelters shown.  She said that no decision has been made yet as to 
whether or not they are going to build a bus shelter onto the building, or if Altru will be building 
a shelter on their property instead, so that is still be worked out with Cities Area Transit staff. 
 
MOVED BY POWERS, SECONDED BY CHRISTENSEN, TO GRANT FINAL APPROVAL 
OF THE SOUTH WASHINGTON STREET/CHOICE HEALTH AND FITNESS TRAFFIC 
STUDY,  AS SUBMITTED. 
 
Voting Aye:  Powers, Pokryzwinski, Adams, Strandell, Leigh, and Christensen. 
Voting Nay: None. 
 
MATTER OF DRAFT RFP FOR SOUTHWEST GRAND FORKS STREET NETWORK 
STUDY 
 
Ellis reported that this is the third study that involves 47th Avenue South and South Columbia 
Road.  She stated that they are now looking at that section of property located west of Columbia 
Road, between I-29 and South Columbia Road, with 47th Avenue South being the southern 
border, and 32nd Avenue South would be the northern border. 
 
Ellis gave a brief overview on the need for the study, explaining that in the past there have been a 
number of different plans on how to address north/south road connections to 47th Avenue South, 
as well as east/west road connects, but each time someone changes their mind.  She stated, then, 
that this study will attempt to determine the best alternatives in order to give developers and city 
staff an idea of what right-of-way needs to be reserved. 
 
Ellis referred to a map of the area and went over it briefly; pointing out where right-of-way 
currently exists, where various connection possibilities are located, what property is owned by 
the Park District, what property is owned by developers, what property is owned by the City, 
etc.. 
 
Ellis reported that in recent months there has been discussion that we need to get some right-of-
way established so that we can plan future streets and highways, reserve right-of-way, and do 
some planning for future roadway, and that is why the MPO was asked to conduct this study. 
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Ellis stated that, based on what we have in the RFP, what we are hoping to do is to establish 
some sort of map that shows/establishes right-of-way, shows where we would like to see both the 
north/south and east/west collector connections.  She said that there will be representatives from 
the Park District, engineering, and developers on the steering committee in order to establish a 
plan or a map that can be agreed upon by all and that can then be moved forward by the City.   
 
Christensen asked what the size of the  study area is.  Ellis responded that it is about 1 square 
mile.  Christensen asked how much the study will cost.  Ellis responded that it will cost about 
$50,000.  Christensen asked why we need the MPO to do this study when we have engineering 
people that could do it.  He said that he sees absolutely no reason for the MPO to do this study.  
Ellis responded that the MPO was not the one who proposed the study, we were asked by the 
engineering and planning departments to try to get all the… 
 
Christensen commented that this is a pretty small area to study, and it is $50,000, but you already 
have engineering and CPS involved, so who do you expect to hire to assist everyone.  Ellis 
reported that this study has been included in the MPO Annual Unified Work Program for a 
number of years, but we have actually postponed it, or not done it, because engineering and the 
Park District have come to us and said that they have come to an agreement, however the issue is 
that engineering and planning have had a number of different plans, and the Park District either 
agrees to that plan and then backs out of it, or they don’t like it at all, so we have been asked to 
bring everyone to the table and get an official, formal agreement between everyone, so the MPO 
will facilitate that agreement. 
 
Christensen stated that he doesn’t think we need to spend $50,000 to get people to agree.  He 
referred to the map of the area and pointed out that if the Park District doesn’t want a road going 
through their park, then why don’t we just build the road here, and be done with it, that doesn’t 
take $50,000, it takes fifteen minutes.  Adams responded that the issue is that that road is not 
wide enough to handle traffic all the way through, but 34th was, so it becomes an issue of where 
we stand as a City.  Christensen said that he understands that, but then we can widen 38th.  
Adams responded that it cannot be widened at the intersection, and that is what is creating some 
of the problems we are having going to the south.  Haugen added that we really need to have 34th 
connect to 47th somehow, so the MPO is acting as a mediator between the two sides to try to get 
that accomplished.   
 
Christensen asked if they couldn’t find something else to spend the $50,000 on.  He stated that if 
they want to get this done, they are going to get it done.  He added that he doesn’t think the 
Metropolitan Planning Organization should be a mediation organization, it isn’t in your job 
description.  He said that they can hire their own engineers to do this, and it sounds like there is 
already money invested with CPS.   
 
Christensen commented that Curt Kreun and himself have been working back and forth with 
these people for two years, and they have attempted to get some land, but it has gone back and 
forth and it seems like the Park District just can’t make up its mind.  He added that the last time 
he checked the City does have the ability to take land, even from another government agency, 
and if they decided to take and extend 34th, they could do that, so is you want to spend $50,000 
to help a bunch of adults make a decision, and hire another engineering firm, then your welcome 
to that, but he doesn’t think it is necessary. 
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Leigh stated that if it were him he would run 34th straight south, he would take the land from the 
Park District and run it straight south.  He said it is a main street, it is wide enough to carry the 
traffic, and he would take the land and move the park somewhere else as there are enough parks 
in town.  Christensen agreed, adding that they are going to sell that land, that they have already 
raised the rates and mills for the wellness center, and they don’t have capacity to do that without 
selling this land.  He stated that although he doesn’t think they will sell Kiwanis Park, this is a 
really good piece of development land, and they’ll have to focus so he would just let it sit for a 
while because they have to sell it just like they have in the past. 
 
Haugen reported that, just to explain how this got here; city staff requested, through the Service 
Safety Committee and the City Council, that we do this study, and that is how it got here today, 
so it wasn’t just staff coming to the MPO Board and asking that the MPO do this, it went through 
the process, but we don’t have to do it. 
 
Leigh commented that he is voting no against this because he thinks city staff should be able to 
get together with the Park District and figure this out.  He added that he thinks the road should go 
straight through there, it is a major arterial street.  Pokryzwinski asked if this went through the 
City Council.  Haugen responded that it did.  Christensen said that it got to the council level but 
they didn’t know what it was about.  Pokryzwinski suggested, then, that this go back to the city 
council for further discussion. 
 
MOVED BY LEIGH, SECONDED BY CHRISTENSEN, TO DENY APPROVAL OF THE 
SOUTHWEST COLLECTOR STREET NETWORK STUDY RFP. 
 
Leigh asked if Christensen could ask his city council if they want the study.  He stated that if 
they do, he has no problem with it, but it should come from them.  Christensen asked what there 
is to study.  Leigh commented that negotiations between the city and the Park District is to have 
that road go straight south.  Christensen asked what there is to study.  Leigh responded that 
negotiations between the city and the Park District is to have that road go straight south.   
 
Pokryzwinski said, suppose for the sake of this session, that you get outvoted six to one, and it 
comes back to this body, would we then go forward.  Christensen responded that by the time it 
gets back to us some of us may no longer be on the council.  Adams added that the developer 
could also work things out as well. 
 
Powers stated that he wishes he had more background on the Park District’s feelings on this.  
Adams responded that he has a lot of history on that because he worked for Art Greenberg when 
it was all going through, and he has done a lot of work for Mr. Useldinger, and attended a lot of 
the meetings that were going on then.  He stated that the original issue was that when the 
wellness center was proposed to go there, they didn’t want a street going through because it 
would screw up the development, but the wellness center isn’t going there anymore so the Park 
District should be more flexible in working out a road configuration for that area.  He added that 
he knows they don’t want the land they got from Mr. Greenberg because it is a big park in the 
wrong spot.   
 



PROCEEDINGS OF THE 

GF/EGF MPO EXECUTIVE POLICY BOARD 

Wednesday, September 21
st

, 2011 

 

 7 

 

Christensen commented that Mr. Adams is right, it is going to get sold, and Mr. Kreun and 
himself have dealt with the Park District a couple of times in the past, specifically on issues like 
the fire station where we gave them some land and they gave us some land, and he is thinking 
this is the same thing. 
 
Leigh asked, in the future, when Useldinger comes to plat his property will they take into 
consideration they want 34th to go straight south, how do you eliminate the problem we have 
now in the future.  Christensen stated that you say it will be a three lane, so when they come in to 
plat the property we will say it is a thoroughfare, or a collector. 
 
Williams reported that this is part of what this study is all about.  She said that models will be 
run, and they also want to address Ruemmele Road, as it is now acting as more than a local road 
and that shouldn’t be happening, so they want to reroute traffic so there isn’t as much traffic on 
that roadway. 
 
Williams commented that in order to design this area they also want to take into account that if 
there were an interchange at 47th, where would the road alignment be for 38th, and do we need 
some kind of outer highway configuration or something, does 38th need to come straight south, 
does it need to come down and bend to the east in order for us to get our road alignments in 
there.  She stated that all of this is going to require modeling runs, and staff does not have the 
software and everything necessary to do this, and this is what the MPO does, it does the 
modeling, and this is actually part of the circulation that the MPO does, so this is why they 
turned to the MPO to do this because in order to plan all this out, determine the sizes of the 
roads, and figure the different scenarios, we need their modeling expertise. 
 
Christensen stated that this is much bigger than what Ms. Ellis said.  Ellis responded that she is 
sorry, but she didn’t get to finish, but the RFP does say all the things that Ms. Willliams just said.  
 
Christensen said that he is more concerned with what the plan is for 47th, is that what this study 
is about.  Williams responded that it is.  She added that we need to look at this link and ask what 
is going to happen, and she is going to let Ms. Ellis take it from here because it is included in the 
RFP.  Ellis responded that it is included in the RFP.  She added that she was asked to give some 
background as to why this section was, and why we don’t have the north/south collectors, and 
the reason is because of the park land, but we also need to address another road that will lead into 
this area, what is going to happen in this area, and what is going to happen with this section in 
conjunction with 47th.  She added that if commercial development should go in we also need to 
address how the roadways will network to accommodate that traffic as well. 
 
Christensen commented that you all have to remember that we just kicked the can down the 
street, to 2023, for 17th Ave S overpass;  and now we are talking about extending 47th to the 
interstate, which will require another interchange.  He stated that if the study is as big as she 
says, than that is another story, but just to get the Park District on board then he is against it.  He 
asked when the study would be completed if done.  Ellis responded that it would be completed in 
June 2012.   
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Christensen asked for an overview on the modeling needed.  Haugen responded that, if you 
aren’t going to extend 34th, and that is where the hang-up is now, where the two staff have tried 
to agree as to how 34th can extend out, then the question is can you can make that decision 
sooner than June, because once the decision is made then the modeling and stuff would be part of 
our normal Long Range Transportation Plan update, but in order to help the Park District, city 
staff, and others try to see what other options are available for 34th and 38th,  we would need to 
do the modeling now.  Christensen stated that he would like to wait on this for another six weeks 
or so to see what he and Mr. Kreun can get done with these guys.   
 
Leigh reiterated that he feels that 34th needs to go straight south, and once that determination is 
made then you can do all the modeling you want because you have something to go off of.      
 
MOVED BY CHRISTENSEN, SECONDED BY LEIGH, TO AMEND THE MOTION TO 
POSTPONE ACTION ON THIS ITEM UNTIL THE NOVEMBER 16TH MEETING OF 
THE MPO EXECUTIVE POLICY BOARD. 
 
Voting Aye:  Powers, Pokryzwinski, Adams, Strandell, Leigh, and Christensen. 
Voting Nay: None. 
 
MATTER OF PROPOSED UPDATE TO FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICAT ION AND 
URBAN ROADS MAPS 
 
Kouba reported that the City of Grand Forks, as well as the County of Grand Forks, have made 
some changes to the street network.  She stated that one of those modifications, 1st Avenue 
North, has been vacated between 5th and 4th Streets so that needs to be taken off our functional 
class map.  Leigh asked which street this is, is it between the school and City Hall or the ramp 
and the school.  Kouba responded that it is the one between the ramp and the school.  Haugen 
commented that this is where the new performing arts theater is going to be located.  Williams 
added that they just narrowed the right-of-way so it is no longer a classified street, it is just a 
local street now.  Leigh asked if it will be a dead end now.  Williams responded that it will not be 
a dead end, it will just be a local street.   
 
Kouba stated that they modified, this was once a planned minor arterial and since it’s there they 
have changed it to an existing, and 17th Avenue linking up to in-between the interstate is still 
planned and won’t change until the interchange is built. 
 
Kouba said that another change is towards the south there, on Columbia, where there is a red 
dotted line, underneath that red dotted line there is a yellow line that indicates that the County 
has changed that road to a County Major Collector, and then we are still planning on, once it 
comes in closer to that area, we will classify it as a Principal Arterial. 
 
Kouba commented that they also moved 47th out more to connect up with South 38th Street just 
so that it will be matching up with the rest of the network.   
 
Kouba reported that, with those changes, they have also made similar changes to the Urban 
Roads Map as well.  She stated that they will be looking for approval of these changes.  
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MOVED BY LEIGH, SECONDED BY CHRISTENSEN, TO APPROVE THE CHANGES TO 
THE NORTH DAKOTA FUNCTIONAL CLASSIFICATION AND URBAN ROADS MAPS, 
AS DISCUSSED. 
 
Voting Aye:  Powers, Pokryzwinski, Adams, Strandell, Leigh, and Christensen. 
Voting Nay: None. 
 
MATTER OF 47TH AVENUE SOUTH STUDY PRELIMINARY RECOMMENDATION 
 
Leigh asked how this agenda item is different from the Southwest Collector Street Network 
study just discussed, other than that one is west of Columbia Road and this is one is east of 
Columbia Road, because it is still dealing with 47th Avenue South, so isn’t this a duplication.  
Ellis responded that we only studied to South Columbia, what was in city limits.  Leigh said, 
though, that had we approved that RFP you were going to go to Columbia and 47th, so you would 
still be dealing with 47th,  just from South Washington to I-29 instead of Columbia to I-29.  Ellis 
responded that they did this same thing with their South Washington Study, they did 47th all the 
way out to Belmont, and looked at it in sections.   
 
Ellis reported that this is an informational agenda item only.  She stated that the draft document 
includes recommendations for the intersections of South Columbia Road and 47th Avenue South, 
and 20th Street South and 47th Avenue South.  She explained that 20th Street is the street that 
leads north/south by Walmart, and directly connects with the South Middle School entrance.  She 
added that there are also recommendations for all modes of transportation, including bike/ped 
and transit.   
 
Ellis stated that the draft addresses issues we have been having on 47th Avenue South; mainly 
such things as safe bike/pedestrian crossings, and school drop-off and pick-up concerns, etc. She 
added that they are looking at this with the knowledge that this is still a rural section of road, and 
we need to determine how we are going to urbanize it.  She said that they have put everything 
into short-term and long-term improvements, along with some cost estimates. 
 
Ellis referred to slides illustrating the various alternatives being proposed, and went over them 
briefly (copies are included in the file and available upon request). 
 
 1) 47th Avenue South and South Columbia Road Intersection Improvements – 

Signalization is the preferred alternative. 
 
 2) 20th Street South and 47th Avenue South Intersection Improvements – Roundabout 

is the preferred alternative. 
 
  3) 47th Avenue South Corridor Improvements – There were two alternatives 

discussed: 
 
  a) Three lane section with a center left turn lane. 
  b) Two lanes with turn lane pockets and concrete median in center. 
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Because this is a complete reconstruct, the road would have to be lowered, and  
curb and gutter and storm sewers would need to be put in.   

 
The cost difference between the median and the three lane section is not a real 
noticeable difference. 

  
The feeling at this time is that the median would not be completely necessary, so 
the most feasible option would be the three lane section road. 

  
 4) Bike/Pedestrian Accommodations: 
 
  a) A suggestion was made that we add a 10-foot multi-purpose trail on the 

north side of 47th Avenue South.  There is currently a trail on the south 
side that connects from the front of the school and dead-ends at the Ulland 
complex.  The request is to provide some sort of complete street scenario 
where you would have trails on both sides. 

 
  b) Because of the amount of morning pedestrian traffic crossing via the 

roundabout, a request was made to look into some alternatives that would 
make that crossing safer.  Two options were given: 

 
   1) Underpass. 
   2) Hawk Signal.   
 
   Although the Underpass alternative is the preferred one of the School 

Board, because of concerns that once you have an underpass, issues such 
as bullying can become a problem, she would like to keep both 
alternatives in the plan. 

 
Ellis added that they haven’t addressed any engineering, groundwater, EDA, etc., issues they 
aren’t sure yet if, when it comes down to the design phase, what alternatives will make the most 
sense. 
 
Ellis reported that the bus currently travels on 47th at an hourly headway.  She stated that they try 
to get the school buses to go around to the back side of the school, however there are some 
students that are riding the City Bus, and to go there they still have the option of them crossing 
the street, so at the time of rebuild they have added some bus pull-outs so that the bus can pull 
off the road, and continue to allow traffic to move in an east/west direction, and then the students 
can either use the Hawk Signal or use the other crossing to get to school property. 
 
Ellis commented that the three lane, as well as the two improvements to the intersection, are 
what are termed, mid- or long-term improvements.  She explained that this means that they are 
not necessary within the next five years based on the level of service, and the fact that there isn’t 
any crash data that supports them being done in the near future.  She added, however, that when 
the road is urbanized the possibility of adding the roundabout then would seem to be the most  
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logical time because you could do all the construction at once which would help save on costs, 
but those plans are in the mid-term to long-term timeframe, anywhere from 2015 out to 2035. 
 
Ellis stated that you did ask them to consider what would happen if we had average daily traffic 
numbers that would require a four-lane roadway, and they did provide us with a drawing for 
improvements past the 2035 timeframe should an interchange come in, or if there were any other 
type of improvement that would cause an increase in traffic there.  She pointed out that it does 
show that the road itself would fit within the exiting right-of-way, however the bike/pedestrian 
path might need to be pushed outside of the right-of-way, so when we ask them to redo the draft 
we will ask them to include that as part of the right-of-way to make sure we don’t have to do any 
property acquisition. 
 
Ellis pointed out that the document also shows any accesses that have been planned, so we know 
how to accommodate it.   
 
Christensen asked where the consultant, Bonestroo, is from.  Ellis responded that they have 
offices in Rochester, Minneapolis, and Fargo.  Christensen said, then, this is our first roundabout 
being proposed.  Ellis responded that there is a roundabout included in the T.I.P. for construction 
by the Columbia Mall.  Christensen stated that this is a major thoroughfare.  Leigh commented 
that his personal opinion is that he doesn’t like roundabouts, he doesn’t like the one out at the 
airport, and while that is neither here nor there, it is his personal opinion.  Christensen said that 
he is curious as to how the School District would approve a roundabout in that location, because 
you are talking about the safety of children.  He asked when 47th would be built out.  Ellis 
responded that it would be sometime after 2017. 
 
Leigh stated that his recommendation, if it counts for anything, would be to have stop-lights 
there because he doesn’t like roundabouts, but that is his opinion and he isn’t sure if this is the 
right place to say this.  Christensen responded that he thinks this is the place to say it because we 
are supposed to be the people to look at this from the macro level, the 20,000 feet, or the 
metropolitan area, so you have to ask yourself is the right place to put in a roundabout, at a major 
thoroughfare.  Leigh suggested that they could have a push button right there at the corner, just 
like a lot of our cities have.  Christensen commented that you don’t see very many roundabouts 
in Minneapolis either.  He said that you might think he is just a stick in the mud by saying this, 
but why wouldn’t you wait to see how a roundabout is accepted behind Columbia Mall before 
you plan to put one in here.  Ellis responded that administration at South Middle School thought 
it was a very good idea because those children that will go to South Middle School and are now 
at Century Elementary School, which is within a block of the proposed roundabout at 34th and 
24th, so they thought that a majority of those parents will already have more than enough practice 
on a roundabout to be comfortable with the one proposed at South Middle School.  Christensen 
said, that is very nice, Miss Ellis, but I’ll tell you what, that’s a small area of town, and most of 
the people using 47th, from the south end  of town, they don’t access that roundabout, and will 
have no experience on a roundabout unless they choose to use it to go to Alerus Financial.  Ells 
commented that it takes a lot of education.  Christensen said, then, that you have to ask yourself 
when do you start the education, and where, and he is glad the parents feel that way because your 
not going to cause the people that live in his area, and Mr. Sande’s area, to have the same 
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experience with a roundabout, so he is going to suggest that you get two recommendations on the 
intersection – signal or roundabout - so a future council can make a decision rather than be 
driven by this one.  Ellis responded that they are both in the study, and, again, when they are in 
the design phase it is the city that makes the decision on the design. 
 
Williams reported that what they did on the Choice Wellness Center was to ask that the MPO 
refer the study to the City as being the best information available at the time so that the city 
could use the information, and then make a final determination with the realization that it is 
consistent with the existing Long Range Transportation Plan, but also knowing that things 
change over time so when we get far enough along to consider doing some of these things, it 
may have changed, so that way on these studies it doesn’t lock the city in to doing something.  
She added that she thinks that addresses what Mr. Christensen is talking about, so that when the 
recommendation actually comes in, it is to accept it with the best information available at the 
time, but it doesn’t lock us in to doing something specific ten years from now.  Christensen said 
that that makes sense. 
 
Christensen stated that what is going on here is that this planning body is being ingrained with 
the current vogue of transportation designs, specifically roundabouts, and we should all be 
thinking about wanting data to support these kinds of designs and recommendations.  He added 
that he has been out on the east coast, and there are a lot of roundabout out there, but there aren’t 
many out here in the mid-west, he doesn’t see any in Minneapolis.  Ellis responded that there are 
quite a few in Minneapolis.  Christensen asked where they were located.  Ellis responded that 
they are located around schools.  She added that Fargo/Moorhead has twelve of them.  
Christensen said that this is one of those discussions on where you want to see your community 
go, when you start getting these plans, and you should have a philosophy of some of these things 
that you would like to see in your plan rather than get it piecemeal.  He said that we are supposed 
to be doing long range planning, so you just said you don’t like the roundabout at the airport, 
let’s get a sense of the community before you just adopt some of these plans.  Pokryzwinski 
commented that he thinks this does leave the option of the roundabout in the plan, but he isn’t in 
favor just deciding today that in fifteen years our eyes are closed and we aren’t going include 
both options, but he also thinks there are some situations that are unique, and he thinks there are 
one or two in East Grand Forks where roundabouts, while hard to get used to, are the best 
solution, so just because we have never done it before doesn’t mean it isn’t a good idea, so as 
leaders we maybe should be willing to climb out on a limb once in a while and try something 
new.  He added that he has traveled in a lot of areas that have roundabout, and, yes, they are hard 
to get used to but they do make sense.  Christensen said that he agrees that we need to be 
cognizant of the future, but we need to look at all options available. 
 
Haugen stated that he would provide this body with a presentation on roundabouts at its next 
meeting.  
 
MATTER OF SOLICITATION FOR 2013-2016 T.I.P. 
 
Haugen reported that we just approved the 2012-2015 T.I.P., and now we have to start the next 
T.I.P. cycle process.  He pointed out that he included copies of the North Dakota and Minnesota 
T.I.P. process schedules in the packets.  He stated that the important thing is that anything that is 
going to be suggested for federal funding needs to be submitted to the MPO by November 30th, 
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which means it has to go through the various committees, and the City Council for their approval 
prior to that date.  He said that in December we will consider those projects.  He added that on 
the Minnesota side, it’s a month later, January 4th, that we need all the Minnesota projects we 
want to seek federal funds for submitted to the MPO. 
 
 
MATTER OF ALTERNATIVE CONCEPTS FOR WASHINGTON STREE T AND 
UNDERPASS CORRIDOR STUDY 
 
Haugen reported that they spent all day yesterday working on the Washington Street Corridor 
Study.  He stated that they had meetings for the north end property owners in the morning and 
for the south end property owners in the afternoon, and finished with a public meeting last 
evening.   
 
Haugen commented that they are looking at three major improvements that are necessary: 
 
1) Street pavement needs to be redone along the corridor 
2) Intersection improvements at DeMers/Washington 
3) Underpass needs to be reconstructed or repaired 
 
Haugen reported that the major issue discussed yesterday was how we can improve safety along 
the corridor.  He stated that there are essentially two different concepts: 
 
1) Introducing a median down the middle 
2) Leaving the median out 
 
Haugen commented that the main difference between the two concepts is that a median requires 
we have a larger footprint, which would require we purchase more property; and without a 
median we are able to meet minimum standards, and improve safety without having to purchase 
additional property. 
 
Haugen stated that they identified where we have direct driveways onto Washington, as well as 
where there are alleys or side streets available that could accommodate those accesses instead.  
He said that they are suggesting that we could remove some of these driveways to improve safety 
along the corridor.   
 
Haugen referred to slides illustrating the north side properties, where accesses are located, as 
well as where there are alleys and side streets available to provide that access, and went over the 
information briefly.  He stated that they are suggesting that wherever alternative access is 
available to a business, the direct driveways be closed.  Leigh asked who would pay for these 
changes.  Haugen responded that it would be part of the construction costs.  He explained that 
another reason they are suggesting this option is because if they have to rebuild all of the existing 
driveways, and meet ADA requirements, we would actually have to go into their property to do 
that. 
 
Haugen then referred to slides illustrating the south side properties, pointing out where there are 
misaligning streets, 8th Avenue and 10th Avenue, and stated that they are suggesting that they can 
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align these two streets.  He explained that the reason they are showing them being aligned to the 
north instead of to the south is that they feel there is an opportunity to purchase just parking lot 
area versus getting into a business area.  He added that, based on turning movement data, it is felt 
that 9th Avenue is not as critical to remain open so they are trying to work with Paradiso to get 
this done with a possible swap to allow them a larger parking lot on the north side of their 
building. 
 
Haugen commented that most everyone agrees that there are too many driveways along the 
corridor, but there are some businesses where that is their only access, so we have to maintain 
them.  He stated that the most affected business was Mr. Tire/Sinclair, although they are 
recommending that only one of their driveways be eliminated, but when you look at the 
improvements to the DeMers/Washington Intersection, a median will most likely be 
recommended simply because we have a tremendous amount of left turns taking place to go west 
bound on DeMers, which would already more or less close off any left turn access into this 
property.   
 
Haugen stated that the comment period for this study ends October 5th.  He added that they 
distributed the maps as best they could, and at the next Executive Policy Board meeting they will 
have recommendations as to how to best phase these three improvements in, and their cost 
estimates.   
 
Christensen asked how they were going to establish the value of taking property, will the City of 
Grand Forks be responsible.  Haugen responded that everyone maintains access, just not 
necessarily direct access, but they will all still have access to their property. 
 
OTHER BUSINESS 
 
None. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
MOVED BY LEIGH, SECONDED BY POWERS, TO ADJOURN THE SEPTEMBER 21ST, 
2011, MEETING OF THE MPO EXECUTIVE POLICY BOARD AT 1:26 P.M. 
 
Voting Aye:  Powers, Pokryzwinski, Adams, Strandell, Leigh, and Christensen. 
Voting Nay: None. 
 
Respectfully submitted by, 
 
Peggy McNelis,  
Office Manager 
 
 
 

 


