


Bismarck-Mandan

E
METROPOLITAN PLANNING OQRGANIZATION

AGENDA

Regional North-South Beltway Corridor Study

Bismarck-Mandan
Metropolitan Planning Organization
Public Input Meeting

5:30 PM, December 4, 2008
Morton County Commission Room

. Open House

Introductions (5:45)

Discuss Meeting Format (Steve Windish — Ulteig)
a. Meeting Purpose
b. Comments

Review Study Background (Steve Windish — Ulteig)
a. Reasons for the Study
b. Study Issues
c. Corridor Evolution
d. Key Facts Regarding the Beltway

Review Draft Report (Steve Grabill — Ulteig)
a. Corridor Analysis
b. Draft Report Conclusions
¢. Study Recommendations

Discuss Remaining Public Participation Process and Schedule
a. Comment Forms (On Table as You Entered). Fill one out tonight and
return it to the table or take it with you and mail it to:
Steve Windish
Ulteig Engineers
1412 Basin Avenue
Bismarck, ND 58504

Visit our Website at http:/nscorridors.ulteig.biz

Receive Public Input

Closing/Open House




BISMARCK-MANDAN MPO
NORTH SOUTH REGIONAL BELTWAY CORRIDOR STUDY
PUBLIC INPUT MEETING
DECEMBER 4, 2008

To:  Project File - UEI Project No. 307.155

From: Steve Grabill, PE, Steve Windish, PE

CC: SRC, File

Date: December 10, 2008

Re:  Regional North-South Beltway Corridor Study
Summary of Public Input Meeting
December 4, 2008

A public input meeting was held on December 4, 2008 at the Morton County Commission Chambers
in Mandan, ND. The meeting began at 5:30 pm with an open house. The formal presentation began
at 5:45 pm. The meeting was adjourned at 7:00 pm. Approximately Twenty seven property owners
and business representatives were in attendance. See attached attendance roster.

Prior to the formal presentation, attendees reviewed project displays and meeting handouts and
discussed project issues with staff. Steve Windish opened the meeting with introductions and
discussion on the status of the study. Steve Grabill followed by reviewing the analysis
completed to-date, and findings and recommendations of the study report. The study includes
a future major north-south beltway and interchange on the west side of Mandan. This roadway
will extend along 24* Avenue from 1 mile north of 1-94 to 6 miles south of Business 94.

Steve Grabill presented the remaining public input process, opportunities for input, and
schedule for completing the Report, review and adoption. '

The meeting was then opened to questions and comments from the public. The following
questions or comments were made:

What is the existing and projected traffic counts on Highway 25, 94 Business Loop, and
Highway 6. These routes appear to be adequate for handling the traffic. Why spend on
building these roads when State Highways exist 20-30 years?

Short to intermediate timelines recognize that these existing routes will function adequately as a beltway.
There is no justification plan in place for the next interchange.

It is important to preserve corridors because we don’t want future development to restrict major roadway
construction.

With no further discussion, the meeting was adjourned.
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Bismarck-Mandan

METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION
AGENDA

Regional North-South Beltway Corridor Study

Bismarck-Mandan
Metropolitan Planning Organization
Public Input Meeting

5:30 PM, December 3, 2008
Bismarck Public Works

. Open House

Introductions (5:495)

Discuss Meeting Format (Steve Windish — Ulteig)

a.
b.

Meeting Purpose
Comments

Review Study Background (Steve Windish — Ulteig)

;oo

Reasons for the Study

Study Issues

Corridor Evolution

Key Facts Regarding the Beltway

Present Draft Report (Steve Grabill — Ulteig)

a.

b.
c.
d.

Corridor Analysis
Draft Report Conclusions
Study Recommendations
Recommendations

Discuss Remaining Public Participation Process and Schedule

a.

Comment Forms (On Table as You Entered). Fill one out tonight and
return it to the table or take it with you and mail it to:

Steve Windish

Ulteig Engineers

1412 Basin Avenue

Bismarck, ND 58504

Visit our Website at http://nscorridors.ulteig.biz

Receive Public Input

Closing/Open House




BISMARCK-MANDAN MPO
NORTH SOUTH REGIONAL BELTWAY CORRIDOR STUDY
PUBLIC INPUT MEETING
DECEMBER 3, 2008

To:  Project File - UEI Project No. 307.155

From: Steve Grabill, PE, Steve Windish, PE

CC: SRC, File

Date: December 10, 2008

Re:  Regional North-South Beltway Corridor Study
Summary of Public Input Meeting
December 3, 2008

A public input meeting was held on December 3, 2008 at Bismarck Public Works building in
Bismarck, ND. The meeting began at 5:30 pm with an open house. The formal presentation began at
5:45 pm. The meeting was adjourned at 7:45 pm. Seventy-three property owners and business
representatives were in attendance. See attached attendance roster.

Prior to the formal presentation, attendees reviewed project displays and meeting handouts and
discussed project issues with staff. Steve Windish opened the meeting with introductions and
discussed the status of the study. Steve Grabill followed by reviewing the analysis completed
to-date, and findings and recommendations of the study report. The study includes a future
major north-south beltway and interchange on the east side of Bismarck.

Steve Grabill presented the remaining public input process, opportunities for input, and
schedule for completing the Report, review and adoption.

The meeting was then opened to questions and comments from the public. The following
questions or comments were made:

Bill Delmore — Represents 35 households
Clients” Concerns:
e Continued use of “beltway” and “5-lane”
e Only evidence for a major rural arterial corridor is NE of Bismarck from I-94 to US
Highway 83 '
e Zoned, platted, developed residential
e Speeds, volumes, health and safety issues
e Trucks
e Environmental: Crossing Apple Creek and Missouri River will be very difficult
¢ Residents like the 2-lane alternative with turn lanes




Discussion of term beltway was debated by staff and they feel there is value in keeping the beltway term.
However, they will leave it up to elected officials to make the final determination in light of the issues.

Sean Johnson:

Residents trust property to be zoned correctly

Rural residential and 55 mph 5-lane roadways don’t mix
Should have been zoned correctly

Want guarantee that it will never be more than 3-lane, 35 mph

No one can guarantee in perpetuity
Citizen: Explain in greater detail the future plans of the 71 and Centennial Road intersection.
Standard 4-leg with turn lanes, safety improvements in short range.

Jon Mill — timing — curves will remain until roadways north and east develop taking traffic off
Centennial Road.

Citizen: Why another curve at 66t if current configuration at Centennial is a problem, what is
the thought process?

There are existing homes at the intersection. The process looked at the difficulty of acquisition, relocating
driveways, and grades at the intersection. The diagonal is another alternative that provides separation
from existing homes and good spacing of intersection to enable development of turn lanes.

Citizen: The detail shows 2:1 slopes, how are they to be maintained.
Actual 6:1 or 5:1 on inslopes and 4:1 or 3:1 backslopes

Citizen: What will the slopes be in areas where terrain may be difficult?
These are design issues, this study is conceptual.

Major Glenn Christmann — Lincoln:

e The city is also concerned about speed. The road will be a road whatever the results of
the study. Lincoln needs connection to major roadway - interstate. No industrial or
commercial planned south. Truck traffic speed is part of purpose and need.

e There is not industry, but do need to develop roadway to move people.

e People work north of Bismarck need to move through.

Bob Johnston — Lincoln Council: Lincoln has 2500 residents, need access; speed is determined
by future governing boards, this route is a reasonable alternative.



Citizen: Who is this going to serve? The adjacent residents are impacted by moving traffic
away from Centennial. This will result in problems including moving trucks from major
highway to residential areas. This roadway won’t get the residents to work quicker or school
quicker.

Not looking as relocating traffic, but to relieve traffic, moving too far out will not fully develop relief.

Citizen: Trucks will go out of their way.

Citizen: North of Lincoln on 66 is residential. South of Lincoln on 66 and 48™ is residential.
How can reduced speed make a quicker alternate route? Move the beltway further out.

Citizen: What are the percent of traffic increase?

Depends on the locations.

Citizen: Where is it coming from and going to?

New residential development is biggest factor for increased traffic.

Citizen: Trucks Interstate 94 to Highway 83, it is the same distance moving the corridor to 84,

Traffic projections on 71 with 66" being developed — not much different than existing traffic due
primarily to building other corridors. These routes will take traffic away, providing additional system

capacity.
Citizen: On Centennial to Highway 83, what is the percentage of trucks?

Less than 10%. Report states this route is to carry truck traffic. Different portions have different traffic
characteristics.

Citizen: It will be hard to build consensus.

Need to find corridors to move additional traffic. Mile line arterial by definition will carry the proposed
traffic and be constructed to similar standards.

Citizen: “Preserving an interchange at Highway 83” what is meant by that?

There is undeveloped property in this area. City leaders will have to decide if the right of way will be
preserved. ‘ : :

Citizen: When will NDDOT make this decision?




Unlikely NDDOT will, likely local decision.
Jim Silbernagel - Any plans for Centennial Road?

Yes, development of 5 lane improvements to about %2 mile north of Century, nothing programmed further
north.

Leonard Brosz — 2-lane with center turn, will there be access?

Yes, report will alert city and county to prepare for where new accesses belong and how to maintain
existing access, future access relocation may be sought during construction where select problems exist.

I don’t want to drive %2 mile out of the way to access a frontage road.

Not usually the case.

If the roadway develops into a 5-lane will there be more changes to access.
Yes, though reasonable access must be maintained.

Citizen: What is proposed for yards backing the roadways?

Depending on location, could be a multi-use path, or a ditch. Trees or other improvements are
considered.

Plan for a retaining wall or barrier?
No, not at this time.

Citizen: In Gibbs Township the intersection of 66 and 71+ recently reconstructed is very
dangerous.

We have received other similar comments and forwarded them to Burleigh County.

Citizen: Prior meeting it was stated that the improvements may be needed in 8-10 years and
could be outdated in 20 years. Why not plan for future?

Goes back to evolution of a beltway, east Century, while use of the term“beltway” gets outdated, local use
remains.

Citizen: Can’timagine growth of Bismarck/Mandan is as great as predicted.

Historically 1%- 1 ¥2% per year.




Discussion on traffic projections.
Is there room for Lincoln to grow that much?

16,000 vehicles per day is the highest projection near the proposed interchange and drops off considerably
further south.

Citizen: How will compensation to property owners on 71 diagonal be handled?
Staff is currently working on a process.

If 71+ traffic doesn’t increase, why construct the proposed improvements?

Safety.

When, and how much will it cost?

1t is estimated to cost $1,000,000 per mile, to be built when the need occurs.

71t and Centennial will become a 4-leg intersection, why not leave curve to continue to carry
truck traffic? ”

The curve will be eliminated due to thru traffic to 66! Street. Increase in traffic is not necessarily
developed by Beltway but more likely residential growth.

Open house discussion included: compensation for trees, reduced value of property, increased
truck traffic, and other discussion on issues and concerns. -







