West Fargo Planning and Zoning Meeting
West Fargo City Hall Commission Chambers

800 4th Ave E, West Fargo, 58078
Tuesday, November 8, 2022 5:30 PM

Call to Order

2. Approval of Minutes — September 13, 2022

w

N o O bk

Public Hearing — A22-18 — The Wilds 22nd Addition, a subdivision and rezoning from A:
Agricultural to R-1: One & Two Family Dwellings and P: Public Facilities, property located in the
S’ of Section 31, T139N, R49W, City of West Fargo, North Dakota — Westport Investments

Resolution of support for the FM Metropolitan Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan
Downtown Master Plan Discussion

Non-Agenda ltems

Adjourn
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Aaron Nelson, Director of Planning and Zoning
Lisa Sankey, Planner
Malachi Petersen, Planner

Conaf e
‘ WEST Chanda Erickson, Office Manager
FARGO

www.westfargond.gov

West Fargo Planning & Zoning Commission
Tuesday, September 13, 2022 at 5:30pm
West Fargo City Hall

Members Present: Joe Kolb, Lana Rakow, Mike Thorstad, Brady Woodard, Aleyna Leibfried
Members Absent: Eric Dodds, David Gust

Others Present: Aaron Nelson, Lisa Sankey, John Shockley, Chanda Erickson

Minutes Submitted by: Chanda Erickson, Office Manager

Meeting was called to order by Chair Kolb at 5:30pm.

Commissioner Rakow moved and Commissioner Leibfried seconded to approve the August 9,
2022 meeting minutes. No opposition, Motion carried.

A22-15 - Maple Ridge at the Preserve 8th Addition, a retracement plat of Lots 7 & 8, Block 1 of
Maple Ridge at the Preserve 4th Addition (3060 and 3100 Sheyenne River Way), City of West
Fargo, North Dakota. Commissioner Thorstad moved and Commissioner Woodard seconded

to approve the application. No opposition. Motion carried.

Commissioner Kolb opened a Public Hearing - A21-16 - Zoning Ordinance Amendment to Title
IV of the City Ordinances allowing for campgrounds within the A: Agricultural District, City of
West Fargo, North Dakota. There was public comment.

e Michael Schommer of 620 Westwynd Drive had several points to address. He believes
the fairground isn’t addressing the issues or alternative options. He feels a chain link
fence isn’t going to help.

o Light pollution, noise pollution in their backyards

o Data from calls to service show an increase of calls for law enforcement

o Negative impact to the community with increased drug trafficking and human
trafficking

o He feels the campground will be a man camp for diversion and construction
workers

e Terrance Thomason of 486 Westwynd Drive has concerns over air quality and his
property values. He stated there are lots of bonfires at night that brings smoke into his
home.

e David Wolf of 716 Westwynd Drive has concerns with all the traffic noise. He feels that
this campground is just a revenue generator for the fairgrounds with no regard to the
established neighborhood.
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The Public Hearing was closed. After discussion, Commissioner Woodard moved and
Commissioner Thorstad seconded to approve the application with the conditions listed in the
staff report. No opposition. Motion carried.

City of West Fargo Planning Needs Assessment Discussion

There were no non agenda items.

Commissioner Leibfried and Commissioner Rakow seconded to adjourn. No opposition.
Meeting adjourned.

Planning and Zoning Commission meetings are published on YouTube City of West Fargo Channel; and are also included in our video archive
at https://www.westfargond.gov/1202/Agendas-Minutes

People with disabilities who plan to attend the meeting and need special accommodations should contact the Planning Office at 701.515.5370.
Please contact us at least 48 hours before the meeting to give our staff adequate time to make arrangements.

Minutes are available on the City of West Fargo Web site at https://www.westfargond.gov/1202/Agendas-Minutes
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CITY OF WEST FARGO PLANNING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

STAFF REPORT

A22-18 SUBDIVISION/REZONING

The Wilds 22" Addition

S% of Section 31, T139N, R49W, City of West Fargo, North Dakota

Owner: Westport Investments, LLC

Applicant: Blake Carlson, Christianson Companies | Staff Contact: Lisa Sankey

Planning & Zoning Commission Public Hearing:

11-08-2022

Public Hearing & 1°* Reading:

2" Reading & Final Plat Approval

PURPOSE:
Plat and zone land for residential development and religious institution.

STATEMENTS OF FACT:

Land Use Classification:

G-2: Sub-Urban — Growth Sector

Existing Land Use:

Vacant

Current Zoning District(s):

A: Agricultural

Zoning Overlay District(s):

CO: Corridor Overlay District

Proposed Zoning District(s):

R-1: One & Two Family Dwellings & P: Public Facilities

Proposed Lot size(s) or range:

9,414 to 20,313 square feet for residential lots; 541,026
square feet for church property; 29,579 square feet for trail
and 308,606 square feet for Lot 17, Block 5 (will remain Ag)

Total area size:

45.29 Acres

Adjacent Zoning Districts:

North — R-1A: Single Family Dwellings; East — A: Agricultural
West — P: Public Facilities, PUD: Planned Unit
DevelopmentR-1A: Single Family Dwellings

South - City of Horace

Adjacent/Proposed street(s):

Mulberry Ln (Local); 5™ Street W (Local); 6™ Street W (Local);
9t Street W (collector) 50" Ave W (Local) 52"¢ Ave W (Minor
Arterial)

Adjacent Bike/Pedestrian Facilities:

Sidewalks and multi-use path along east side of
development.

Available Parks/Trail Facilities:

Park within the Wilds development within % mile accessible
by multi-use path and sidewalks

Land Dedication Requirements:

Dedication required.

DISCUSSION AND OBSERVATIONS:

e The applicant has submitted an application, preliminary plat, and zoning plans for single family

dwellings.

e Preliminary plans show 61 residential lots, a future church site, 10’ trail and future PUD: Planned
Unit Development for a townhouse development.
| ® Right-of-way widths for local streets on the preliminary plat provided are adequate.

1|Page
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CITY OF WEST FARGO PLANNING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

STAFF REPORT

Negative access easements are included along a portion of 5™ Street West, along 52" Avenue West,
as well as along 9™ Street West.
The developer is proposing single family dwellings to the north, to be zoned R-1; however,
proposed Lot 17, Block 5 will remain zoned Agricultural until an application for a replat and rezoning
is submitted at a later date. A proposed church facility is shown on proposed Lot 1, Block 6, to be
zoned R-1.
Land dedication is proposed with a 25-foot wide lot (Lot 2, Block 6) to be zoned P (Public Facilities)
and to accommodate a shared use path which is acceptable to the park district. This shared use
path will connect the existing path to the north with the right-of-way for 52" Ave W, for a future
trail connection.
The right-of-way for 50" Ave W includes additional width to accommodate a shared use path
connection between 9™ St W and the shared use path along the east side of the development.
As of the writing of this staff report, staff is continuing to work with the applicant on the following
revisions to the preliminary plat:

0 Addition of rear yard drainage easements, where necessary

0 Maodification to Lot 2, Block 6 to accommodate trail linkage to 50" Ave W

0 Minor formatting issues
Since the notification to property owners and applicable agencies and departments, the applicant
has inquired about changing the layout of the residential lots north of 50" Avenue West, east of 5
Street West to include cul-de-sacs. Public Works has indicated opposition to cul-de-sacs due to
maintenance issues.
The applicant has submitted a two graphics illustrating this alternative option for cul-de-sacs for
discussion purposes. They have been informed should they intend to pursue this, they would need
to submit a revised application for review at the December 13" Planning and Zoning Commission
meeting.

Sent to: I Property owners within 150’ and applicable agencies and departments

Comments Received:

The Park District indicated they will accept the 25-foot wide lots for a bike path as shown on the
proposed plat. Remaining cash-in-lieu should be utilized for The Wilds amenities. The trail should
line up with the existing trail to the north with adequate crossing on 50" Avenue West and it be
installed in conjunction with street and sidewalk installation.

A call from a property owner in the adjacent Ranch at the Wilds Addition was received asking for
more information.

CONSISTENCY WITH COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND OTHER APPLICABLE CITY PLANS AND ORDINANCES:

The mix of housing types and increased densities will increase the diversity of the neighborhood
housing stock consistent with goals of the Comprehensive Plan’s Action Plan Big Idea to
“Strengthen Neighborhoods and Expand Housing Choice”.

Parks and Recreation Big Ideas discusses addressing incomplete gaps and the need to provide a
continuous and seamless network of trails/paths for residents’ enjoyment and transportation
needs. The north/south connection from existing facilities to the north and a future multiuse path

2|Page
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CITY OF WEST FARGO PLANNING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
STAFF REPORT

along 52" Avenue would facilitate this connection, as would the east/west connection along 50"
Avenue West.

RECOMMENDATIONS:
It is recommended that the City approve the proposed application on the basis that it is consistent with
City plans and ordinances with recommended conditions of approval as follows:

1. Anupdated drainage plan is approved by the City Engineer.
| 2. The plat is updated to address outstanding staff review comments, as noted in this staff report.

Zoning map

Aerial map

Applicant’s area plan

Applicant’s proposed zoning graphic

Preliminary plat

Applicant’s alternative layout for Block 1 (for discussion purposes)

ok wnN P
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45TH AVE W

A22-18

Proposed
Subdivision

West Fargo Zoning

[ JA: Agricultural

B C: Light Commercial

1 C-OP: Commercial Office Park
5 DMU: Downtown Mixed Use

[JLI: Light Industrial

B M: Heavy Industrial

B8 P: Public

21 PUD: Planned Unit Development

58 R-4: Mobile Home \_‘zb
[T R-L1A: Large Lot Single Family Dwelling M R-5: Manufactured Home Subdivision

3 EMU: Entertainment Mixed Use - R-1A: Single Family Dwelling

M HC: Heavy Commercial

[JR-1: One and Two Family Dwelling

B R-1SM: Mixed One and Two Family Dwelling
[JR-2: Limited Multiple Dwelling
[JR-3: Multiple Dwelling N

I R-1E: Rural Estate
I R-R: Rural Residential

Fadge 7 ol /4



SUNRISE DR
NEWPORT LN
10TH STW

(I}
-
S T
A (V2]
) b
AW s
ERRY LN
\ P
3 &
)
$04~
7&)’9
U,
Ty
49TH TERW
50TH AVE W
RANIA WAY W
51STAVEW
MIRA WAY W
52ND AVE W
=
&
z STW
s £
- (-]
[~)
A
5
(&é
,\x\
S
A
&
ALBERT DRW

45TH AVEW

LILAC DR

A22-18
Proposed
Subdivision

()
®
o
Z
m
()
—

47TH AVE W

Page 8 of 74




/ Area Plan/ Propoed Zonmg f

4. 06 B BEes TIN5 5767 150

Slngle Family Homes
R
-

wne - S iclemalik

<0 e\walk
. Sittewralk

Sidewalk .
: : — Sidewalk
Sidewalk e

m /0.00] 70.00) i/0.00" /0,00 170.0006 £40.8/829.2182570.00 170.00f

Single Family Homes

170.00f

N 00°46'50" W 366.69

170.01f

I893 13

=<
o,
%
°
‘DN
Future
PUD

$(02°50'34" E 1280.74 588

o —

ﬂé‘..ﬁ’é_ ' NIA

«. =

-.-""'ﬂlm
_ - g 7 0 5 Bt ; 3, . ' g : - l . - -ﬂ;;r--p-:_* '-—_._._




&S
2= o
=
Y= ([©
= o o
) Md 0\0
£ w .S S
r w “- Qo \
Wm 2 w o M S I TR
= O < TN -y A - o
WC_J m “ £ = ﬁNU ..ﬂ m \ . B ||w.1.w\_.\ / nu 1.H\,<\\<|M\,1L\ s dq
== 5k & Z zo ) _ SRS AR
<0 O w Ywz < 2 - £ - —— — ]
hr = = %) n _
=) oZ a. (@) Z 0 % a4 S C n —_
S Wy = O g I w < = o . —
xpn =z x £ - O QO W = o = I
No = 2 w o > o W o + |m.n N
o) wrr_ S - 9 8 0 € A c ©c > - —
=9 e 59 Z 2 = = 133941S > —
[ x5 P D 5 o o _ —
LEE XJ z 2 E 852 ) c — =
0aw 2F 25 2205 44 < ca - — —
— mADn_ID KO 2 B W w & 2 x u P
o DInDBM g ﬁum_nu ’
L c —— " =
2 z WWWW | 8 | 2 c
- L emon _ S | Ly .mM
9 247G 2 ) _ S @ Q I 2 @9 —
» ag o e oS ] +— <
22w = | 2 < 8 u 55
o
T e |
@ =T L _ v > oo . s
> - ~
Yo ) _ 2 ] < wg - B <
= = | —_ - ~ ~ .
. - | = g 2
o - o = - NP
<7 - <
PSP o - s
« _> . X “ N /
~T o~ < >
( > [ / -
- ~_7 (Sy -
N PR >
D

J—

7
¢
[
A
\
/\\\
. N
/\/\\/v/
\
’
! 1
o0~
3
ot
[
<
\
\ B
\
\ﬁ
/
/

- —_—
_—
_—
—_—
- —
_—
_—
_—

k,
|
|
|
|
|

- —
—_—
_—
- —
- —

/
[

F
\
o
\
e
\
\ rﬂ\il' 3
Ao

\ N~/ <7 TN T~
- ’ < S O
-~ R =
4% ANERY v -~
&8 \ N ) e
— ~7 N
N NN
N o) o — >
— N7
P R M/_O N -
/ - 4 :N\\q a7 \ /\/\ ,
PN S oot s
AR A > =
- P N
>
_
- - | v P
- R A/Y\«
-~
\l \\\ -
-~
\ SN
—_— )
—_— oL e
/ 40 N /
o= C
/ v

N, CASS COUNTY, NORTH DAKOTA

” i
;N DS
o ,! & ﬂ\v
A N \k \\l, = ®||1 @ L
- R A “e
/\ o - v/ 0871 3.7€.05.C05 L __ z Ll
— — 29 ; RO
- N ; v2'60CT [
\/x» — \/ S & opre 3.,97.5L50S | iseLs'6c O\ Lo | S
R = LC pp—— 0099 YOZSTT M WVEOS.CON | & S
/ Ny T B g T T oy w " “ | 8
_ B (V] S9 A
, , e L IR
N, 5. oM ] | o EAN
~ N N z © | -
WA QM\HM 16'8¥C z/__oq_mmo , __ “ ® Sy
~ P ~ -
X
@) B B - | © |
_— ~_ - ) | = =23
NS g | 1 <27
e ~o o gle . 15.22.E0N o | I 3|e | ¥
U L © 80CSC Mulawcto U< o ! N
N 1 B o ol S | | {Z | e
PN Tt =t e o < © &% B
_ T RN | v - 7 _ o .
\___ o0 _ ~ _
v BN - o _ _
=z [ . - 3
—_ — Tr'TST 3 ,ET.LS, P -~
N — V/ \’/ [ & TERLSOON — _ T : 3 O “ “ ”
o _[s o S | _- o o
N m Of ¥ < S T NI _ — _
a - Qv © _ 7z < _ —
s ’ QJ ~ _ E _ - sh,»l_ .~ - _ _ _ o
,A«C ? ) /T ] T A _ (o))
, o N g 1292 3.,9%,v€,I0N ] | -, BAER L ~
AR £ Ol g = | . \ = e
Aaplz %) 600 8 S //\( N f _ o0
i Oy ~w [ov ol W[ _
‘ ) R X O 1E=E g |z
m -
/ W ) mOZ@o " S0'LLZ 3.900E.1 ® = 3| " ~
s o ™ YN 4 = = o~
> O//\, _0/\ Ow hwu L 7 a [z, E - _ _ N
~ & an RIS R o
7 v \ o)
bpv X /S)\ N e : _ o < 5 _ ) |s
V/ NN oY/ ¥ o 60°04Z 3 .9%.vE.TON b 31 o %
w58, 3 f § T, 12T 2 _
© N T S e, C R E |
ANGIRLIN NSRS il o |
NPT Y . S/ v o %\ 687191 3.9vvETON |
. S 3 S ¥/ 159 w855 | seeog|
& P o &)\ S i Q N _
N A ~o,. N > & o @ |
© %) (4 ™ 2 > N n n
/e o) AN/ PR S $ i R _ |
o™ S N N Q ,WN,bv @.)\ W =
N z = [T
S & ./wmu /N wa\rw/ BN %0 ™ o i | 5
— u O 5 . g 5 /V G . : | G -
— th % i o5
\ 00 % o
= = ™
O R~ =5 06 L96=4 ¥1'C95=1
3 | _ _
- . O ,
" \
R
w L
%
=M@
o
o : A
— A
= - T — = 2
-~ 3 o fINet oo — _ T | N
| N \V — — T T o
\ o
O \ Ne! 71867 M W T0TTEON / \4 — — OS|e
o [°9] ¢ © / - <7 e -7 Sl=
(a o Q o o x yd = A - S o S £z |g
/ A A T — Ve L E S SR
0 - e - ;o ST | b EE
"> [*)] o -~ - .z
(N \ v &d N A ols ™ S|9 S9'LET M. T090.Z0N | 1 e s 1 TS e R
~ © © ~J=2 IR B ~|w» o S R Y- ~ — s YT (ARIN
\ WS , <~Lh<__ 5wt — |k S ~ = v - L —_— | L AR EN
I« —Lrke L0'9 ~| o < . S L
T 9 & IN“I > =T > SR —f ~ V\ v - Ly W
A /WA\_ 91> 87'8€T M .10,90.CON S - \’ - N A b =
— 00,3 .—yw mm .—rm _I_.._|® o o[ [orZer m1090. 20N T . o / e - ~
i - =\ &8 S N !
(o \QQ.W Qobﬂ_w w €1) 7€'8€T M ,T0,90.C0N Q 3 o 2 s ’ - ‘\ _—— [ — 8 S
= 8932015y /T ——T—wwals Al — — = -
a & Iry Y 9= 15T0—07'LS |3 o1 _ o y I 23
[a2] < - ~' o~ Vol - 0 oS-
- x EN 7 @ w __ < 2 [ |99°9€T M .1090.20N < ~ - ~ < X ANA o oy
e » Bl o 5 2 . ( (5 - B
= o N B ORI - - R S o g v . | — — %
< R CEERS S o P — 1|z ._/ — J L / el R
50 I L ’ X PA\.‘« |
S & 1 oo'sg Z| ores “ w TLT9ET M .10,90.20 N < R / ) Oy m
o .10,90.C0'N y e ~\ - = !
£3 pO-LLT M.TOSCKON % |M.10.90-20 NjM .10 2 N , & SUERCLN <
« I 5% N (o - - - N B
(& 08 vl M3 s S — - — < / o N
Y] < €] 1 - o™ ot _ R .1J; it ’
Q @) 3 = [05'95T_M".05,65.00 N| B ~ \ - <7 A e L)
Dw/\ Dw( /bwu pe w w _ w MW Mv._ _ , oS \\ S |
o @ 2 2Qwo & & 5 S HE < K
© 6 A © 2 o W ~1= 4 >0 45 « ) - v o>
0 o o © = <7 /\\ -~ N
a,,mo 2 % @ B & e |0V’ ZET M 05,6500 N M.JJI - = S, > x
> IH) < — z > w11z a9y B SN o
N o ov» S Z\ _g)-0¢8—-1058—— —T0T8 oL 8 o) 3] moﬁ “ = (> - ~ o
* ? . o o - ~ - ~> .
/ AR ) o, 7\ _C% TTYLT M .62,07.00 N R Sy N v ~ e -=
\ . u%B -, o _ SMD T ’ P s —
. % H 4 < © [oE'8ET M .0S65.00NfS . . — |
=N J X 95'VLT M 462.07.00 N Z N IS ST . . — _ A
> %, o _ |V | R , <
2 &S AL 012705 0¢ 907 L= T 0008 s|e S = | , ) i
4 2 N | =il — = I R I
V4 \ & & A o @ 1| U L[ reser m.0565.00N N _ _ , . o < e r
o of / a - - \ Ll “lo b= N ’ ERE e I R & A 7 X
N W / w w w ! 3ls ~<f 3 S NS o o g _
{ g S s wE o oz S N . | —— —
o Ty AV, / N /S M 0 4 3 1o z|| X ’ AN _ \\_\ P
DN o e VA o 2 2 ||z [jrrort m.0s65.00 N . o | \_\ I
00 / < &( \ W%%QW % )\.Wr@ % 26 ver m z z — % U m 3 W. ——— .|/d,.v\v i T _— _‘I Il_l. , \ “\._\
N O 3 v . w =] P . N A 1 \/ o~
K v/ /s Qey// T Tl 159 so'ee Nsess g l|o 2 | ~ - -5 ML AR - \_\l/l _ X
o } hh\ v/ 6 "O5bS.60 N ; Ho wd | < < WA ' _\
IR BN STV V6T M.y 118 [TOTPT M 056500 N I 1 /
_ S 9 ///N, oz%/\q,zo 0 [ w O o~ wlz<C |3 (aV) S . ~ , , . - - /
/\/\ ~ R \\I%I ) .\I\ nﬂ\ I9 S o ] ~ [ R - . N PA\'.., \/\\k ﬁ.lJ & ..J
., /<m/,\,\w\ ) W\VQ //v_ © 0\ 6T w__om.moomo N & O - H | N - g rﬁn rw&\,\ " QMJ ) X .
! S ™~ N7 ) N 5 66561 MRZER00N || e [¢6TVT M .0S65.00N f—— —— <5 , D ! N < - , /
: >3 D Y — : 5 : 5 , \
=/ <IN Sz - © 5l © |§ -~ g . | N
<L N S %owm,/ ~— 0 m gl 1N R © ) ~ ~ ’ ’ _ _ _ -
2l AN - P8 ———_ — 4 Ly S prest——d | ooor _lllmm.NE.lllk _
L 0 00 —y-

S=y I/°987=16€69 6999¢ M ,,0S,97.00 N

/ \\\/ 3 J m
T R R i A R
V\ u\ ~ s M ,05.9%,00 N 157 \
\ ’

s [ A GV A 1

100
v
S
1
L

,‘\
\(
\
O
[y
\
\\
N
\
/\
2l
\
N
e
L
-
’
'
L
L
[308
<!
—_—

1717 k-

N
AN
o~
/
<
~
' ™
/
|
_ |
|
_
7
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
_|

Al
N
-\ )
]
-V
)
.
e
<\
. /\
\\\
it
)
\
7/
3
L
A
M
AY
\\‘l
\\
\
-
BN
i
.

"4 /I-_(“
vy L NS
o
A

"

- Pid - -
< ' N > _- < )
>’ 4 -7, R "y o~ - - - ’ N ]
[N \/ Ty \,). S o N N 3 Phd TSl NP =T~ >
-~ AR EAN VY O - <2 1-"< - PRORS ! &
\ .v O / Oy /\l/v N /w .——v ‘ /\ NI ( \v - /v
- - = ~ = FURY
-=, / X >, A/\\ N NS ~ - - ~ -~ -0 o)
-2 <y =T A > — <2 — Y, M -, s o
~ _— ~ ~ — -
N A< [ \\\\ \ 0 7 ~ T, s ~ o
- - RN o, - - N _:...L_ ) /v - P <
- - - - N -~ - --
-7 _ s S N LY \\\.\\ N> o~ A\ > ~ A W
. " vt NS v T N - PiaN R N L
-, Nid v s N7 - - [ ~ > v (SRR o
0N - ~ ~ N\ > - S~ i~ -~ o
z < e > N ~ -~y - - N (b P ~ -
N L - s N ~ ~ e -
\ < N Ny < \\\.\ - <\
NI o> ~ L , e -
Y- - 7y ~ s \\ \
.- <l SOl p < T
. > o~ N -7 —_— < |
. - N ) o\ ! L -
< NI v x> -+ X ~-=’ T~
< / h - =~ <
-
| ~
-
i

I
—_— /
-

R
\‘_I/

' \
PR
L

/
r= r\
ZNs 0
A
N
’-
—_
\I\\
AN
L
(AN
Re]
.
/ -
=
ph-
Tl
AN
<7

SHEET 2 OF 2
Page 10 of 74

10/13/22J5Z 0D1.128623_V_PROP_N1-WILDS PLAT.dwg




. THE WILDS TWENTY SECOND ADDITION
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THE WILDS TWENTY SECOND ADDITION

TO THE CITY OF WEST FARGO

AN UNPLATTED PORTION OF THE SOUTH HALF OF SECTION 31, T139N, R49W, CASS COUNTY, NORTH DAKOTA

OWNERS DESCRIPTION AND DEDICATION

KNOW ALL PERSONS BY THESE PRESENTS, That Westport Investments, LLC a North Dakota Limited Liability Company as owner of a parcel of land

located in that part of the South Half of Section 31, Township 139 North, Range 49 West of the Fifth Principal Meridian, Cass County, North Dakota,
and more particularly described as follows:

Beginning at the most westerly corner of Lot 7, Block 3, THE WILDS SECOND ADDITION, according to the recorded plat thereof, on file and
of record in the office of the Recorder, said Cass County; thence South 54 degrees 20 minutes 27 seconds East on a record bearing along
the southerly line of said Block 3 for a distance of 649.31 feet to the most southerly corner of Lot 1, said Block 3; thence northeasterly along
the easterly line of said Lot 1 on a non-tangential curve concave to the east, having a radius of 1062.00 feet, a central angle of 06 degrees
01 minute 59 seconds and a chord bearing of North 20 degrees 28 minutes 18 seconds East for an arc distance of 111.83 feet to a point of
intersection with the westerly extension of the south line of Lot 8, Block 1, said plat of THE WILDS SECOND ADDITION; thence South 66
degrees 30 minutes 43 seconds East along the south line of said Lot 8 and the westerly extension thereof for a distance of 202.00 feet to
the most southerly corner of said Block 1; thence northeasterly along the easterly line of said Block 1 on a non-tangential curve concave to
the east, having a radius of 860.00 feet, a central angle of 12 degrees 11 minutes 07 seconds and a chord bearing of North 29 degrees 34
minutes 50 seconds East for an arc distance of 182.90 feet; thence North 35 degrees 40 minutes 24 seconds East along the easterly line of
said Block 1 for a distance of 287.70 feet to the most westerly corner of THE WILDS FOURTH ADDITION, according to the recorded plat
thereof, on file and of record in the office of said Recorder; thence South 54 degrees 19 minutes 36 seconds East along the southerly line of
said plat of THE WILDS FOURTH ADDITION for a distance of 140.00 feet; thence South 35 degrees 40 minutes 24 seconds West continuing
along said southerly line for a distance of 92.16 feet; thence South 54 degrees 19 minutes 36 seconds East continuing along said southerly
line for a distance of 196.92 feet; thence South 71 degrees 36 minutes 22 seconds East continuing along said southerly line for a distance of
80.28 feet; thence South 77 degrees 21 minutes 36 seconds East continuing along said southerly line for a distance of 123.00 feet; thence
North 89 degrees 17 minutes 14 seconds East continuing along said southerly line for a distance of 114.08 feet; thence North 85 degrees 10
minutes 42 seconds East continuing along said southerly line for a distance of 95.01 feet; thence South 05 degrees 15 minutes 46 seconds
East continuing along said southerly line for a distance of 314.27 feet to the northerly line of a tract described in Document No. 1666258,
on file and of record in the office of said Recorder; thence South 84 degrees 44 minutes 14 seconds West along said northerly line for a
distance of 12.01 feet to the northwest corner thereof; thence South 02 degrees 50 minutes 34 seconds East along the west line of said
tract for a distance of 1280.74 feet to the south line of the Southeast Quarter of said Section 31; thence South 89 degrees 27 minutes 27
seconds West along said south line for a distance of 842.90 feet to the southeast corner of THE RANCH AT THE WILDS ADDITION, according
to the recorded plat thereof, on file and of record in the office of said Recorder; thence North 00 degrees 32 minutes 33 seconds West
along the easterly line of said plat of THE RANCH AT THE WILDS ADDITION for a distance of 52.20 feet; thence northerly, continuing along
said easterly line on a non-tangential curve concave to the east, having a radius of 397.50 feet, a central angle of 10 degrees 39 minutes 19
seconds and a chord bearing of North 05 degrees 43 minutes 28 seconds East for an arc distance of 73.92 feet; thence North 11 degrees 03
minutes 08 seconds East continuing along said easterly line for a distance of 131.32 feet; thence northerly, continuing along said easterly
line on a tangential curve concave to the west, having a radius of 967.50 feet and a central angle of 33 degrees 17 minutes 25 seconds for
an arc distance of 562.14 feet; thence North 22 degrees 14 minutes 17 seconds West continuing along said easterly line for a distance of
283.90 feet to the northeast corner of said plat of THE RANCH AT THE WILDS ADDITION; thence South 88 degrees 15 minutes 48 seconds
West along the northerly line of said plat of THE RANCH AT THE WILDS ADDITION for a distance of 893.13 feet to easterly line of THE WILDS
SIXTH ADDITION, according to the recorded plat thereof, on file and of record in the office of said Recorder; thence North 00 degrees 46
minutes 50 seconds West along said easterly line for a distance of 366.69 feet to a point of intersection with the easterly extension of the
southerly line of Block 5 of said plat of THE WILDS SECOND ADDITION, said point also being on the easterly right of way line of 9th/ Street
West according to said plat of THE WILDS SECOND ADDITION; thence North 00 degrees 46 minutes 50 seconds West along said easterly
right of way line for a distance of 69.39 feet; thence northeasterly continuing along said easterly right of way line on a tangential curve
concave to the east, having a radius of 500.00 feet and a central angle of 32 degrees 51 minutes 15 seconds for an arc distance of 286.71
feet; thence North 32 degrees 04 minutes 25 seconds East continuing on said easterly right of way line for a distance of 149.86 feet to the
point of beginning.

Said parcel contains 45.29 acres of land, more or less, and is subject to all easements, restrictions, reservations and rights-of-way of record,
if any.

Said owner has caused the above described parcel of land to be surveyed and platted as "THE WILDS TWENTY SECOND ADDITION" to the City of
West Fargo, Cass County, North Dakota and does hereby dedicate to the public for public use the Streets and easements as shown on this plat.

PREPARED BY:

OWNER:
Westport Investments, LLC

By: Kevin Christianson, President

State of North Dakota Ss
County of Cass

On this day of , in the year 2022, before me, a
notary public within and for said County and State, personally appeared Kevin
Christianson, President of Westport Investments, LLC, a North Dakota Limited
Liability Company, known to me to be the person who is described in and who
executed the within instrument, and acknowledged to me that he executed the
same on behalf of Westport Investments, LLC.

Notary Public

SURVEYOR'S CERTIFICATE AND ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

WEST FARGO PLANNING COMMISSION APPROVAL

I, Shawn M. Thomasson, Registered Professional Land Surveyor under the laws of the State of North
Dakota, do hereby certify that this plat is a correct representation of the survey, that all distances
shown are correct and that the monuments for the guidance of future surveys have been located or

placed in the ground as shown, and that the outside boundary lines are correctly designated on the plat.

Date:

Shawn M. Thomasson, Professional Land Surveyor
North Dakota License Number LS-5900

State of North Dakota s
County of Cass

On this day of , 2022, before me, a notary public within
and for said County and State, personally appeared Shawn M. Thomasson, Registered
Professional Land Surveyor, known to me to be the person who is described in and who
executed the within instrument, and acknowledged to me that he executed the same.

Notary Public

WEST FARGO CITY ATTORNEY APPROVAL

This plat in the City of West Fargo is hereby approved this day of
,2022.

Joseph F. Kolb, Chairman, West Fargo Planning Commission

State of North Dakota }SS
County of Cass

On this day of , in the year 2022 before me, a notary
public within and for said County and State, personally appeared Joseph F. Kolb,
Chairman, West Fargo Planning Commission, known to me to be the person who is
described in and who executed the within instrument, and acknowledged to me
that he executed the same on behalf of the West Fargo Planning Commission.

Notary Public

WEST FARGO CITY COMMISSION APPROVAL

| do hereby certify that proper evidence of title has been examined by me and | approve the plat as

to form and execution this day of ,2022.

John T. Shockley, City Attorney

State of North Dakota ss
County of Cass

On this day of , in the year 2022 before me, a notary public
within and for said County and State, personally appeared John T. Shockley, City Attorney,
known to me to be the person who is described in and who executed the within instrument,
and acknowledged to me that he executed the same on behalf of the City of West Fargo.

Notary Public

CITY ENGINEER'S APPROVAL

BLOCK 1 BLOCK 2 BLOCK 3 BLOCK 4 BLOCK 5
LOT # | SQUARE FEET LOT # | SQUARE FEET LOT # | SQUARE FEET LOT # | SQUARE FEET LOT # | SQUARE FEET
1 12,763 1 10,520 1 15,092 1 20,313 1 11,358
2 11,624 2 11,778 2 12,292 2 13,532 2 9,903
3 10,991 3 10,203 3 9,414 3 12,023 3 9,839
4 9,734 4 9,622 4 9,359 4 12,661 4 9,776
5 10,608 5 9,469 5 10,882 5 12,977 5 9,713
6 15,765 6 9,613 6 11,992 6 13,903 6 9,650
7 20,793 7 10,620 7 11,053 7 14,659 7 9,586
8 19,660 8 17,629 8 12,230 8 16,705 8 9,720
9 18,312 9 13,856 9 11,929 9 9,549
10 16,024 10 11,082 10 10,792 10 9,584
11 17,231 11 11,098 1 11,230 11 9,618
12 18,176 12 11,302 12 17,303 12 9,717
13 11,200 13 10,535
14 10,542
15 10,297
16 10,157

This plat in the City of West Fargo is hereby approved this day of
,2022.

Dan Hanson, City Engineer

State of North Dakota }SS
County of Cass

On this day of , in the year 2022 before me, a notary public
within and for said County and State, personally appeared Dan Hanson, City Engineer,
known to me to be the person who is described in and who executed the within instrument,
and acknowledged to me that he executed the same on behalf of the City of West Fargo.

Notary Public

PARCEL LINE DATA
UNE # | BEARING AND DISTANCE

L1 N 17 27° 18" E_7.51"

L2 N 17 27 18" E_7.51"

L3 N 07 50° 55" W 48.09’

L4 N 76' 21' 05" E_19.68'

L5 N 76' 21’ 05" E_19.67'

This plat in the City of West Fargo is hereby approved this day of
,2022.

Bernie L. Dardis, President of the West Fargo City Commission

Attest:
Tina Fisk, City Auditor

State of North Dakota
SS
County of Cass

On this day of , in the year 2022 before me, a notary
public within and for said County and State, personally appeared Bernie L. Dardis,
President of the West Fargo City Commission, and Tina Fisk, City Auditor known to me to
be the persons who are described in and who executed the within instrument, and
acknowledged to me that they executed the same on behalf of the City of West Fargo.

Notary Public

preliminary

PARCEL CURVE DATA

SEGMENT | LENGTH | RADIUS DELTA
C1 11.47 | 500.00 1°18'54"
C2 60.04 | 500.00 6°52'47"
C3 215.20 | 500.00 | 24°39'36"
C4 248.92 | 230.00 | 62°00'33"
C5 27.67 | 230.00 6°53'34"
Cé 60.48 | 230.00 | 15°03'56"
Cc7 53.82 | 230.00 | 13°24'28"
C8 55.81 | 230.00 | 13°54'13"
c9 51.14 | 230.00 | 12°44'22"
C10 55.52 170.00 | 18°42'44"
C11 128.46 170.00 | 43°17'48"
C12 183.98 170.00 | 62°00'33"
C13 85.33 | 250.00 | 19°33'19"
C14 57.53 277.79 | 11°51'57"
C15 27.83 | 390.74 4°04'49"
C16 64.17 188.00 | 19°33'19"
Cc17 105.30 | 1000.00 6°02'00"
C18 86.80 | 1096.80 | 4°32'04"
C19 18.51 | 1400.56 0°45'26"
C20 193.80 | 965.00 | 11°30'25"
c21 58.77 | 965.20 3°29'20"
Cc22 74.69 | 965.18 | 4°26'02"
c23 60.34 | 965.08 3°34'57"
C24 207.86 | 1035.00 | 11°30'25"
C25 21.83 | 1037.08 1°12'21"
C26 70.24 | 1035.34 3°53'13"

c27 66.20 | 1035.18 3°39'52"
C28 49.59 | 1035.07 2°44'42"
C29 241.84 | 281.00 | 49°18'40"
C30 55.63 286.47 | 11°07'39"
C31 53.26 296.17 | 10°18'12"
C32 66.12 297.22 | 12°44'44"
C33 66.85 288.97 | 13°15'17"
C34 188.48 | 219.00 | 49°18'40"
C35 13.38 | 219.00 3°30'01"
C36 104.22 | 223.04 | 26°46'20"
Cc37 65.74 219.23 | 17°10'49"
C38 5.16 260.47 1°08'08"
C39 62.31 | 235.00 | 15°11'31"
C40 43.75 165.00 | 15°11'31"
C41 115.24 | 965.00 6°50'32"
Cc42 8.27 | 965.00 0°29'28"
Cc43 73.00 | 965.00 | 4°20'03"
C44 33.97 | 965.00 2°01'01"
C45 123.60 | 1035.00 6°50'32"
C46 40.11 169.00 | 13°35'55"
c47 54.83 | 231.00 | 13°35'55"
C48 35.88 169.00 | 12°09'51"
C49 49.04 | 231.00 | 12°09'51"
C50 223.63 | 769.00 | 16°39'43"
C51 243.15 | 831.00 | 16°45'54"
C52 9.62 | 397.50 1°23'10"
C53 64.31 | 397.50 9°16'09"

ALL DISTANCES SHOWN IN U.S. SURVEY FOOT
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Aaron Nelson, AICP, Director of Planning and Zoning
Malachi Petersen, Planner
Lisa Sankey, Planner

Gt of o
k WEST Chanda Erickson, Office Manager
FARGO

www.westfargond.gov

MEMORANDUM
DATE: 11/4/2022
TO: West Fargo Planning and Zoning Commission
FROM: Malachi Petersen, Planner

SUBJECT: 2022 MetroCOG Bicycle & Pedestrian Plan

Every five years the Metropolitan Council of Governments is required to produce a Bicycle and Pedestrian
Plan for the Fargo-Moorhead area. This plan is done in cooperation with the local jurisdictions, including
the City of West Fargo. Staff will be presenting the attached plan at the November 8 Planning and Zoning
Commission meeting and asking for a recommendation from the Commission regarding the attached
resolution in support of the plan.

800 4™ Avenue East o Suite 1 @ West Fargo, ND 58078 e 701-433-5320 e Fax 701-433-5319
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Fargo-Moorhead Metropolitan Case Plaza Suite 232 | One 2nd Street North

Council of Governments

Fargo, North Dakota 58102-4807

p: 701.532.5100] f: 701.232.5043
e: metrocog@fmmetrocog.org
www.fmmetrocog.org

To: West Fargo City Commission

From: Dan Farnsworth, Metro COG

Date: November 1, 2022

Re: Fargo-Moorhead Metropolitan Bicycle & Pedestrian Plan

In June of 2021 Metro COG began the Fargo-Moorhead Metropolitan Bicycle &

Pedestrian Plan. Every five years Metro COG, in cooperation with the local jurisdictions,

updates the Bicycle & Pedestrian Plan.

This plan was guided by a 23-member study review committee with representation from
local jurisdictions, parks departments, local health agencies, citizens, and more. Public

engagement was also held twice throughout Plan’s development.

Attached is the final draft of the Plan. Please note that additional information can be
found in the Plan’s appendices, which can be found on Metro COG’s website at the
following link: https://www.fmmetrocog.org/projects-rfps/BikePedPlan21/project-
materials. This link also displays a higher resolution version of the Plan along with
landscape-oriented maps.

At the December 5% City Commission meeting Metro COG will provide a presentation
overviewing the Plan. Metro COG is seeking approval of the Plan by the West Fargo
City Commission via the attached resolution of support.

A PLANNING ORGANIZATION SERVING
FARGO, WEST FARGO, HORACE, CASS COUNTY, NORTH DAKOTA AND MOORHEAD, DILWORTH, CLAY COUNTY, MINNESOTA
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PEDESTRIAN
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Federal

Disclaimer

The preparation of this document

was funded in part by the United
States Department of Transportation
with funding administered through
the North Dakota Department of
Transportation, the Federal Highway
Administration, and the Federal Transit
Administration. Additional funding
was provided by the Minnesota
Department of Transportation and
through local conftributions from the
governments of Fargo, West Fargo,
Horace, and Cass County in North
Dakota; and Moorhead, Dilworth, and
Clay County in Minnesota. The United
States Government and the States of
North Dakota and Minnesota assume
no liability for the contents or use
thereof.

This document does not constitute a
standard, specification, or regulation.
The United States Government, the
States of North Dakota and Minnesotaq,
and the Fargo-Moorhead Metropolitan
Council of Governments do not
endorse products or manufacturers.
Trade or manufacturers’ names may
appear herein only because they are
considered essential to the objective of
this document.

The contents of this document reflect
the views of the authors, who are
responsible for the facts and the
accuracy of the data presented
herein. The contents do not necessarily
reflect the policies of the state and
federal Departments of Transportation.
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Executive
Summary

This plan updates the 2016 Fargo-
Moorhead Metropolitan Bicycle and
Pedestrian Plan.

It provides new and updated
information about the people and
communities within the region,
including how fransportation systems
support and inhibit people from
walking and biking to their desired
destinations.

This plan also provides
recommendations for ways in which
Metro COG,; local, county, and state
governments; non-profit organizations;
and community members can work to
create better bicycle and pedestrian
transportation systems, policies, and
programs. These recommendations
include: a bicycle network for all ages
and abilities of people on bicycles;
improvements to pedestrian crossings;
design guidelines; policy and program
recommendations; and process
improvements.

Implementation is critical to realizing
the vision and guiding principles of
the Plan. Implementation includes
identifying bicycle and pedestrian
network priorities, determining their
possible configuration and estimating
their costs.

At each phase of the planning
process, input from the public, key
stakeholders, and agency staff shaped
the focus of the Plan, including how
recommendations were identified and
prioritized. Public input also informed
development of the Plan’s Vision
statement, which reflects a shared
regional philosophy about walking and
biking and will be used to guide future
bicycle- and pedestrian-related policy,
infrastructure, and programming
decision-marking.

The Vision reads:

“Walking and bicycling are primary,
year-round modes of transportation
that equitably connect all people and
places in Metro COG's planning area.”

We invite you to explore the Plan
below, and then fo turn to the critical
work of building better bicycle and
pedestrian systems throughout the
community.

Page 22 of 74



Bicycle Network Improvements for a More Connected Fargo-Moorhead Community

FARGO
West Side Elementary School
to Service Club Park 0
vV Clara Barton
o > o Neighborhood to
West Acres Mall
WEST FARGO o N <

(3)

® | NDSU to
Concordia

)\/

MOORHEAD

NEARLY 50% OF TRIPS IN THE FARGO-MOORHEAD REGION ARE THREE MILES OR LESS.

INCREASE IN AREA
ACCESSIBLE BY BIKING
WITH THE IMPLEMEN"~
TATION OF LOW STRESS
BIKEWAYS

0%

0-10%

10-50%

50-200%

>200%

Every day, people in the Fargo-Moorhead
area take nearly half a million trips that are
three miles or shorter. While a 3-mile trip
takes only takes about 15 minutes by
bicycle, people drive cars for most of these
short trips. As part of engagement for this
plan, most people said that they would
bicycle more if there were more and better-
connected bikeways separated and
protected from vehicle traffic.

Building out an all ages and abilities bicycle
network across the Fargo-Moorhead area
would make it easier for everyone-older
adults, families, college students, workers,
and more—to get where they need to go by
bicycling. In areas of the community with
few existing comfortable bicycle routes,
building out the network would more than
triple the area accessible by biking!

WHEN THE NETWORK IS BUILT, PEOPLE WILL BE ABLE TO MAKE MANY TRIPS IN
UNDER 3 MILES ON LOW-STRESS BICYCLING FACILITIES. FOR EXAMPLE:

5th graders going to
baseball practice at Service

Club Park after school.

(2)

resident traveling to their

job near West Acres Mall.

7\

Clara Barton neighborhood

/__\

(]
T &y al[T1la

& >

(3)

NDSU student visiting
a friend at Concordia

College.

&5 R

AIVWWNS JAILNDIXT
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Introduction

Every five years, Metro COG updates
the Fargo-Moorhead Metropolitan
Bicycle & Pedestrian Plan. Since

the last Plan was completed in

2016, Metro COG and member
jurisdictions have completed many
Plan recommendations, including
installing 39 bicycle and pedestrian
infrastructure projects, maintaining
the bikefm.org education website,
being awarded a Bronze-level Bicycle
Friendly Community, launching a
mobile bikeways map application, and
more.

The Plan describes a Vision,

Guiding Principles, Objectives, and
Performance Measures that will

help to inform, design, and evaluate
transportation investments by Metro
COG and its constituent jurisdictions
until the next plan update. This plan
examines the existing bicycle and
pedestrian networks, considers input
from the public and local jurisdictions,
and provides recommendations and
guidance to meet the needs of the
community and improve transportation
systems for all users. A robust active
transportation network can attract
workforce and contribute to economic
development.

The Plan goals include:

* Expand on the work done for the

2016 Plan through extensive public
engagement;

Prepare existing conditions analysis
of spatial and quantitative data to
describe the physical and social
environments of the region;

Prioritize bicycle and

pedestrian infrastructure project
recommendations, including
planning-level cost estimates and
suggested typical sections visualizing
possible layouts for these projects;
and

Assessments of local and state
policy, processes, and programming
to identify opportunities to eliminate
barriers to walking and biking

and to incentivize more active
transportation.

NOILDONAOJLNI
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Metro COG staff, in collaboration

with a consultant team and a study
review committee which included
local government and community
representatives, undertook this process
during 2021 and 2022.

The resulting Plan, presented here,
provides an actionable set of
recommendations for improving the
physical and policy environments that
shape walking, biking, and rolling
throughout the region.

An existing trail underpass in West Fargo

This report is organized sequentially,
building from the philosophy underlying
the planning process (Plan Vision) to
information gathering and analysis
(community engagement and existing
conditions analyses) into development
of recommendations (for policy,
infrastructure, processes, and programs)
and finally implementation considerations.
The body of this report provides high-
level summaries and key takeaways;
the appendices provide more detailed
information about each phase of the
planning process.
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Annual cost of transportation modes

36,312 / year (MN)

Per Move.org (2021)

$5,988 / year (ND)

Per Move.org (2021)

S504 / year

Per 2022 MATBUS monthly adult fare

S350 / year

Assumes a $1,000 bike purchased every seven years
with $200 maintenance & equipment per year

Negligible

NOILDONAOJLNI
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Plan Vision

Walking and bicycling are primary, year-round
modes of transportation that equitably connect
all people and places in Metro COG’s planning

areaq.

Context

This plan aims to chart a clear,
consistent, and actionable course
toward policy and bicycle and
pedestrian improvements. The vision,
guiding principles, objectives, and
performance measures presented
here, which were developed in
collaboration with the Study Review
Committee and based on community
input, provide a framework for future
policy-making and fransportation
system investments.

By establishing a desired future for
walking and biking throughout the
Fargo-Moorhead metro area (the
Vision), and by relating fundamental
values around active transportation
(Guiding Principles) to more specific
desired outcomes (Objectives) and
metrics by which to evaluate progress
toward those outcomes (Performance
Measures), this chapter provides a
comprehensive framework for change.

In order to support prioritization of
future investments and policy changes,
the following guiding principles are
ranked in order of importance. In the
short-term, this ranking can inform the
weighting assigned to the different
analysis results described in the Existing
Conditions section.

NOISIA NV1d
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Guiding Principles
and Objectives

1 - HEALTH AND SAFETY

Transportation systems proactively
promote the comprehensive health
and wellbeing of all community
members through active transportation
facilities that equitably connect users
to key destinations.

* Eliminate all fatal and serious injury
crashes involving people walking
and bicycling

* Center active transportation safety
by focusing on reducing vehicle
speeds, reducing the right-of-
way allocated to vehicles, and
prioritizing safety in design and
maintenance investments and
policies

* Include individual and community
health effects when evaluating
and prioritizing transportation
investments and policy changes

2 - MAINTENANCE

The maintenance and upkeep of
transportation systems are imperative
to reducing long-term costs, providing
quality and safe facilities, and ensuring
they are usable year-round for all users.

*  Maintain and upkeep existing
facilities to maximize the value of
investments

e Ensure facilities are kept clear of
debris, snow, and ice by means
of policies, necessary funding,
encouragement, and enforcement
so that facilities can be used year-
round

3 - CONNECTIVITY

People walking and bicycling can
quickly access everyday destinations
via low stress, accessible, and inviting
facilities.

e Close missing links in sidewalk and
bicycle networks, especially along
key corridors in neighborhoods
with high equity need

* Implement high priority pedestrian
and bicycle connections to create
continuous, protected facilities

e Prioritize infill development in
areas that are centrally located
and already are or easily can be
served by comprehensive active
transportation facilities; discourage
future low-density, auto-centric
development

4 - EQUITY

Transportation systems are designed

to benefit all people, especially

those who have been excluded

from equitable access in the past on
the basis of characteristics such as
income, race, gender, ability, and age.
Transportation funding will be targeted
to areas experiencing disparities and
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underinvestment. All people region-
wide are able to access and benefit
from active transportation facilities and
opportunities.

* Engage with communities
impacted by transportation
inequities and underrepresented
communities and use residents’
stated needs and priorities to
shape active tfransportation
investments and policy changes

e  Prioritize active transportation
policy changes and infrastructure
investments in identified
environmental justice area

5 - COLLABORATION

Active transportation systems

are a shared asset, created and
maintained through coordinated
efforts across jurisdictions,
agencies, and communities, that
work synergistically with related
systems, including employment,
education, housing, and health.

e Alljurisdictions in the region work
together, through coordinated

investments and policy changes, to

create a cohesive regional active
transportation system

* Active transportation infrastructure
and policy are produced with
input from relevant agencies and
organizations to maximize the
benefits of walking and biking
systems

e Implement education and
encouragement initiatives that
support a culture of walking
and biking as primary modes of
transportation throughout the area

6 - SUSTAINABILITY / ENVIRONMENT

Transportation policy and infrastructure
decision-making accounts for the
environmental benefits of active
transportation and the environmental
costs of motorized transportation.

*  Emphasize projects that integrate
shade trees, minimize and mitigate
stormwater runoff, and integrate
other environmentally-friendly
features

* Focus on projects and policies
that encourage non-motorized
travel and remove incentives for
motorized travel, thereby reducing
air, water, and noise pollution

NOISIA NV1d
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Performance Measures

Performance measures are divided
into two categories: outcomes and
investments. Outcome performance
measures track indirect results, while
investment performance measures
track the direct results of government
actions. These measures should be
tracked both region-wide and for
equity priority areas.

OUTCOME PERFORMANCE MEASURES

PERFORMANCE
MEASURE

METRO COG
BASELINE

Percent of commuters
who bike

0.7% (2018 -BFC
Application)

Percent of commuters
who walk

2.8% (2019 ACS
5-year estimate)

Percent of trips
between 1 and
3 miles made by
walking or biking

12% (2019 - Replica
analysis tool)

Percent of trips under
1 mile made by
walking or biking

40% (2019 - Replica
analysis tool)

Number of pedestrian
and bicycle-involved
crashes resulting in
severe injury or fatality

30 (2016-2020)

2027 TARGET

3.5% (By 2027)

Results in equity priority areas should
meet or exceed citywide results. Results
should be reported in the next update
to the Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan in
2027.

RATIONALE

3.5% is the benchmark for
Bicycle Friendly Community
Silver status.

Comparable metro areas in
cold climates have achieved
4-7%.

Converting trips between 1
and 3 miles from car trips to
active trips reduces vehicle
trips,pollution and improves
health outcomes.

Converting trips under 1

mile from car trips to active
frips reduces vehicle trips,
pollution and improves health
outcomes.

Aligns with NDDOT and MnDOT
commitment to end fraffic
fatalities and serious injuries.
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INVESTMENT PERFORMANCE MEASURES

PERFORMANCE
MEASURE

Total bicycle network
mileage to total road
network mileage

Percent of arterial
streets with bicycle
facilities

Density of low stress
crossings of key
barriers

Number of frees
adjacent o sidewalks
and bikeways within
new or reconstructed
corridors

Percent of short-
term bicycle and
pedestrian projects
completed

Miles of sidewalk
gaps closed

Year-round
accessibility of
active transportation
network

METRO COG
BASELINE

29% (2018 -BFC
Application)

6% (2018 -BFC
Application)

Unknown

Unknown

55% of 2016
Plan short-term
projects were
complete as of
2021

Unknown

2027 TARGET

30% (By 2027)

Arterials: Four
per mile

Interstates:
Two per mile
Rivers: Every
two miles (By
2027)

135 trees per
mile (2022-
2027)

60% of short-
term projects
identified in
2022 plan
completed by
2027

75% of existing
gaps closed
in developed
urbanized

Bikeways and
sidewalks
cleared

of snow/

ice within

24 hours of
snowfall

RATIONALE

30% is the benchmark for Bicycle
Friendly Community Silver status.

45% is the benchmark for Bicycle
Friendly Community Silver status. All
facilities should be separated from
traffic and designed to serve riders of
all ages and abilities.

More frequent crossings of barriers
reduce out of direction travel fime and
encourage use of active modes.

Trees make bicycle and pedestrian
fravel more feasible & comfortable by
providing shade and blocking wind.
Trees also provide many environmental
benefits and conftribute to community
beautification. 135 frees per mile
produces full tfree canopy cover when
tfrees mature.

Implementation of short-term projects is
a measure of the degree to which the
Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan results in
change.

Sidewalk gaps deter people walking
and impact accessibility for people
with disabilities.

Poor and inconsistent winter
maintenance prevents walking and
biking from being reliable year-round
modes of transportation.

NOISIA NV1d
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Engagement

The development of this Plan featured
two phases of engagement. Phase |
started in July 2021 and concluded

in November 2021 to align with the
existing conditions analyses; Phase ||
began in March 2022 to align with the
development of recommendations
and concluded in April 2022 to allow
time for comments to be incorporated
intfo the final recommendations

Both phases employed a combination
of strategies, including passive online
activities and active in-person and
hybrid virtual meetings.

A Study Review Committee (SRC),
which comprised stakeholders from
local and state government agencies
as well as two citizen representatives,
also guided the planning process and
provided feedback.

Key findings and themes from
engagement and SRC meetings are
highlighted below. Full engagement
summaries are provided in Appendices
A and B.

PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT

During Phase |, more than three-
hundred (347) responses were
received through the survey. However,
engagement participants were less
demographically representative of
the study area. People of color and
people living in households earning
less than the study area median
income were underrepresented
compared to the study area. Phase

Il gathered over 950 interactions with
the interactive map, and 32 responses
to the voluntary demographic survey.
Phase Il engagement was generally
more representative of regional
demographics.

Respondents identified a number of
priorities and concerns, including:

* Bicycle and pedestrian facilities that
are physically separated from, and,
ideally, set back from the roadway
are preferred. Of particular interest is
a continuous river frail on both sides
of the Red River, as well as more
confinuous east-west connections
from Moorhead to West Fargo.

INIWIOVONS
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* Regular upkeep and winter
maintenance of facilities remain a
challenge from the perception of
engaged participants, although
there is potential for streamlining
snow removal policies and
tfreatments coordinated at the
regional level to reduce confusion
of users traveling between
municipalities and neighborhoods.

* Flooding, winter weather, lack of
lighting and signage, and poor frail
conditions all negatively impact
recreational walking and biking,
yet people engaged most often
cited parks and river-adjacent
areas as being desired destinations
and routes for improvement with
immense potential to provide a
regionally significant amenity.

* River crossings remain challenging,
especially where existing bridges
and facilities do not provide enough
passing room for bicyclists and
pedestrians either on-street or
behind the curb.

* More education is needed around
the rules of the road, especially for
people driving aggressively around
people walking and biking and/
or parking in such a way to block
sidewalks, accessibility ramps and
curb cuts, and frailhead access
points. Educational campaigns for
cyclists, particularly e-bike users,

and pedestrians, particularly people
walking dogs, may be needed

to ease relations between active
transportation users sharing paths.

* Reviving resources such as
Community Bike Workshop and
coordinated partnerships with
university students groups and/
or Black, Indigenous, and People
of Color (BIPOC) organizations are
desired fo increase education and
encourage more people to walk
and bike.

* The Fargo-Moorhead area has pent
up demand for walking and biking
as suggested by survey responses
and open-ended comments
supplied by participants across all
passive and active engagement
platforms.

STUDY REVIEW COMMITTEE

The Study Review Committee (SRC)
provided input on planning processes
and findings. SRC members included
staff from local jurisdictions, Metro
COG, Minnesota and North Dakota
Departments of Transportation,

Cass and Clay Counties, and local
nonprofits, as well as community
members. The SRC met four times over
the course of the planning process
and directly shaped the Plan’s vision
and guiding principles; approach

to community engagement; and
bicycle and pedestrian improvement
recommendations and prioritization.
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An interactive online mapping application allowed users to provide feedback on
proposed bicycle network improvement projects.
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Existing
Conditions

A quantitative analysis of existing
conditions helped to inform
subsequent stages in the planning
process, including community
engagement efforts, development
of proposed bicycle and pedestrian
network improvements, and the
project prioritization process.

The final priority investment areas
scores that resulted from the existing
conditions process combined,
weighted and normalized scores
across equity, active trip potential,
connectivity, level of traffic stress,

and crash analyses for each network
segment in the Metro COG planning
area. To align this process with the
Plan’s Guiding Principles, analyses
were weighted to reflect the relative
priority of the principle to which they
corresponded. Crashes and level of
traffic stress were weighted by a factor
of two, reflecting the importance

of the Safety Principle; Connectivity
and Equity were weighted at 1.5, and
active trip potential was weighted at
1, corresponding to the “Sustainability/
Environment” Guiding Principle.

Separate priority investment areas
maps were produced for both the
pedestrian and bicycle networks.

For the bicycle priority investment
areas analysis, the largest clusters of
highly ranked network links are located
in the core of Moorhead, downtown
Fargo, the area around NDSU, and a
large area between downtown Fargo
and downtown West Fargo, including
the industrial park and the West Acres
Mall area.

For the pedestrian priority investment
areas analysis, clusters of highly ranked
links are located around Downtown
Moorhead and Downtown Fargo,

the West Acres mall and Brundale
neighborhood in Fargo, and North
Dakota State University.

A full description of the existing
conditions analyses and methods is
available in Appendix C, and maps
corresponding to the analyses are
available in Appendix D.

SNOILIANOD ONILSIX3
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POLICY AND PROGRAMS

To better understand how existing
policies at the local and state levels
influence walking and biking in the
Fargo-Moorhead areaq, the planning
process included an analysis of the
following policy domains: municipal
vehicle parking requirements,
municipal bicycle parking
requirements, and municipal and state
regulations regarding pedestrian and
bicyclist rights, duties, and behaviors
on public roads and paths.

Key findings from these analyses
included: vehicle parking requirements
are prevalent, substantial, and
inequitably applied, contributing to
the massive amount of urban and
suburban space dedicated to parking
lots; bicycle parking requirements

are non-existent, meaning that much
development lacks adequate facilities
to ensure bicyclists can securely and
accessibly store their bicycles; and
existing regulations can create barriers
to walking and biking. The full policy
and program review is included in
Appendix E.

AGENCY PROCESSES

Through interviews with local
government staff, the planning

team identified challenges and
opportunities to expanding and
improving walking and biking in

the Fargo-Moorhead area. Staff
emphasized the importance of land
use planning to promote compact,
infill development in existing urban
cores and fo limit new, low-density
development. Staff experienced
challenges with communicating the
full benefits of active transportation
projects, including their economic
benefits. Staff noted that there is limited
external funding available to support
pedestrian and bicycle projects. The
full agency processes evaluation is
included in Appendix F.
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The painted bike lane along 4th St S in Fargo is inaccessible to users because snow
has not been adequately plowed.
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Recommendations

The recommendations produced as
part of this planning process cover five
interconnected but distinct domains:

Design Guidelines describe best
practices in bicycle and pedestrian
facility selection and design, and
are infended to support local staff
when they are developing designs
for street projects.

Bicycle Network recommendations
identify opportunities for new or
upgraded bicycle facilities that will
support a safer, more accessible,
and more convenient bicycling
experience.

Pedestrian Improvements reflect
some of the highest-priority
intersections in the region where
facility upgrades and reconstruction
can address pressing safety,
accessibility, and convenience
considerations.

* Policy and Program

recommendations identify
opportunities to revise government
policies, such as parking minimums
and bicycling regulations, and to
improve or expand programming
options, such as in-school
educational curricula, to support
active transportation outcomes.

Process Improvements reflect
opportunities identified during
interviews with local and county
government staff to facilitate
bicycle and pedestrian planning,
construction, and maintenance
processes.

SNOILVANIWWO O3
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Design Guidelines

The design guidelines (full document
in Appendix G) presents guidance

for local planners, engineers, and
advocates to improve the walkability
and bikability of the Fargo-Moorhead
area and create safer, more
comfortable streets for pedestrians
and bicyclists of all ages and abilities.
Planners and project designers
should refer to these guidelines in
developing the infrastructure projects
recommended by this plan, but they
are not a substitute for thorough
project-by-project evaluation by a
landscape architect or engineer upon
implementation.

Future roadway planning, engineering,
design and construction will continue
to strive for a balanced transportation
system that includes a seamless,
accessible bicycle and pedestrian
network and encourages bicycle and
pedestrian travel wherever possible.
There are many reasons to integrate
bicycle and pedestrian facilities into
typical roadway development policy.
The goal of a transportation systemis
to better meet the needs of people —
whether in vehicles, riding a bicycle or
walking — and to provide access to
goodes, services, and activities.

Supporting active modes gives users
important transportation choices,
whether it is to make trips entirely by
walking or bicycling, or to access
public transit. In urban areas, walking
and bicycling are often the fastest,
cheapest, and most efficient ways
to complete trips. Convenient non-
motorized travel provides many
benefits, including reduced traffic
congestion, user savings, road and
parking facility savings, economic
development, and a better
environment by helping reduce air
pollution.

The design guidelines in this document
are for use on roadways in the Fargo-
Moorhead area. Projects must not
only be planned for their physical
aspects as facilities serving specific
transportation objectives; they must
also consider effects on the aesthetic,
social, economic and environmental
values, needs, constraints and
opportunities in the larger community
setting. This is commonly known as
Context Sensitive Design, and should
be employed when determining
which standard is applicable in each
scenario. All walkway and bikeway
design guidelines in this document
meet or exceed the minimums set

by the Americans with Disabilities

Act Accessible Design Guidelines
(ADAAG) and the Public Right of Way
Accessibility Guidelines (PROWAG,).
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The curbside
lane can act
as a flexible
space to
further buffer
the sidewalk
from moving
traffic, and
may be used
for a bike
facility. Curb
extensions
and bike
corrals may
occupy this
space where
appropriate.

[
SUBURBAN SIDEWALK

The amenity

zone, also called
the furnishing or
landscaping zone,
buffers pedestrians
from the adjacent
roadway, and

is also the area
where elements
such as street
trees, signal poles,
signs, and other
street furniture are
properly located.
When contfext and
space allows, this

is the ideal zone to
include stormwater
infrastructure and
plantings such as
bioswales and
infiltration basins, as
well as shade trees.

The pedestrian
through zone is the
area infended for
pedestrian travel.
This zone should
be entirely free of
permanent and

temporary objects.

Wide pedestrian
zones are needed
in areas or where
pedestrian flows
are high.

The frontage zone allows

pedestrians a comfortable

“shy” distance from the
building fronts, fencing,
walls and vertical

landscaping. It provides

opportunities for window

shopping, to place signs,

planters, or chairs.
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Bicycle Network

Metro COG's vision for the aread’s
bicycle network is that users of All Ages
and Abilities are able to safely and
comfortably bike to and from their
destinations. For purposes of identifying
recommended improvements, the
consultant team identified network
density targets to make bicycling
comfortable and convenient for

all users: facilities every half-mile in
suburban areas, and facilities as

dense as every quarter mile in denser
urban areas and adjacent to major
educational and residential centers.

Specific recommended improvements
to the bicycle network were identified
by evaluating prior planning efforts,
community engagement results, Study
Review Committee input, and existing
conditions. Road segments with
existing bicycle facilities that did not
meet the facility standards outlined in
the design guidelines were also added
as recommendations to ensure that
the recommended network meets this
Plan’s vision for accessibility to All Ages
and Abilities. A map of this proposed
bicycle network can be seen on page
34.

EXAMPLE FROM DESIGN GUIDELINES: SEPARATED BIKE LANES (pg. 30)

2
&)

Design Features

@ Pavement markings, symbols and/or arrow
markings must be placed at the beginning of
the separated bikeway and at infervals along
the facility based on engineering judgment to
define the bike direction. (MN MUTCD 9C.04)

)
\S),

®

6'-7' foot width preferred in areas with high
bicycle volumes or uphill sections to facilitate
safe passing behavior.

@ When placed adjacent to parking, the

parking buffer should be 3 ft wide to allow
for passenger loading and fo prevent door
collisions. When no buffer is present, buffers as
narrow as 18 inches may still provide value.
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Publicly accessible bicycle parking and repair station
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Pedestrian |mprovements

The intersections below were identified
as high-priority sites for pedestrian
crossing improvements throughout

the Fargo-Moorhead metropolitan
areaq. Intersections were identified

via the existing conditions analyses
conducted as part of this planning
process—including Pedestrian Level of
Traffic Stress (LTS), equity, collision, and
connectivity analyses—as well as with
input from staff from Metro COG and
its member jurisdictions. In some cases,
bicycle network recommendations
(presented separately) overlap with
pedestrian improvement intersections
presented here. Bicycle network
recommendations will be implemented
to create an All Ages and Abilities
network, and that in many cases
these improvements will also improve
condifions for pedestrians.

It is important to note that improvement
recommendations are conceptual
only, and do not include engineering
or funding considerations. Additional
evaluation is required to identify

the improvements that are most
appropriate to each location. Many of
the treatment opportunities identified
here are additive, not exclusive.
Further evaluation of site-specific
conditions will help to inform decisions
about the suite of improvements to

be implemented at a given location,
including how pedestrian and bike
facility improvements can be designed
synergistically.
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People walking on a shared-use pathway

SNOILVANIWWO O3

37
Page 53 of 74



PRIORITY
PEDESTRIAN
IMPROVEMENTS

FARGO-MOORHEAD
METROPOLITAN BICYCLE
AND PEDESTRIAN PLAN

Recommendations

o Priority Pedestrian
Improvements
— Bike Improvements*

Priority Pedestrian
Segments
—Top 10th Percentile**

Context Features
= Fargo-Moorhead
— 7 COG Boundaries

FM Flood Diversion Area

s Parks
Schools

*Bike Improvements generated
through evaluation of prior planning
efforts, public input, Study Review
Committee input, and existing
conditions. Facility standards from the
design guidelines were recommended
to ensure accessibility to All Ages and
Abilities (see page 30).

**Top 10th Percentile derived from
pedestrian priority investment areas
analysis map (see page 25).
Explanation of the map criteria can be
found on page 23 with further details
found in Appendices C and D.
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TABLE OF PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS

Location Marked NeN=Te) Curb Corner NeN=Te) Median Rectangular Pedestrian Full Road Accessibility
Crosswalk | Crosswalk |Extension Radii Intersection Refuge Rapid Flashing Hybrid Nlelgle] Right- Check /

Reduction Island Beacon (RRFB) |Beacon (PHB) sizing* Upgrades**
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3rd St & 19th Ave N
(Fargo)

29th St & 12th Ave N
(Fargo)

Roberts St & 1st Ave N
(Fargo)

Curb radii reductions can reduce crossing
distances fo existing median refuge island
across 29th St

Curb extensions can reduce the degree of
intersection offset

34rd St and 12th Ave S
(Moorhead)

E/X

Install crosswalks on the west, north,

and east legs of the intersection. Install
pedestrian tunnel under the south leg of
the intersection

US Hwy 10 & Main St
(Dilworth)

Opportunity for a median refuge island or
curb extensions

3rd St, 4th St, & 3rd Ave
(Moorhead)

E/X

Install ADA-compliant, high-visibility
crossing of northern leg of 3rd St S; remove
curb ramp leading to Daily Park

34th St & Ridgewood
Blvd (Moorhead)

E/X

45th St & 23rd Ave S
(Fargo)

E/X

University Dr & 27th
Ave § (Fargo)

E/X

Implement curb radii reductions on curbs
between University Dr southbound and the
frontage road

Veterans Blvd & 40th
Ave (West Fargo)

10th St & 1st Ave N
(Fargo)

E/X
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Location Marked Raised Curb Corner Raised Median Rectangular Pedestrian Full Road Accessibility

Crosswalk | Crosswalk |Extension Radii Intersection Refuge Rapid Flashing Hybrid Nelgle] Right- Check /
Reduction [Nle[qle! Beacon (RRFB) |Beacon (PHB) sizing* Upgrades**
S University Dr and E/X X X X X Implement curb radii reductions on
25th Ave S/24th Ave S southeast and northwest corners. Consider
(Fargo) raised crossings within turn channels.
?th St W & 32nd Ave W E X X X X
(West Fargo)

Key: E = existing; X =recommended / for consideration; E/X = partially existing, but opportunifies remain for expansion (e.g., crosswalk markings exist but could be upgraded; curb extension exists on one corner of intersection,
but could be implemented on other corners)

* “YRoad right-sizing” refers to the reduction of lanes (and/or lane widths) to achieve geometries that better align with community needs, including those around multimodal fransportation, accessibility, safety, comfort, and
sustainability.

** YAccessibility Check / Upgrades” refers to an assessment of a location’s current accessibility, including but not limited to whether all features of the intersection meet ADA standards. Where components of an infersection
do not meet ADA standards or do not achieve accessibility for “All Ages and Abilities”, corresponding improvements should be included alongside other intersection treatments.
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Policy and Program

Recommendations

Policies, including both those that
explicitly target walking and biking as
well as those that influence walking
and biking via their effects on the built
environment and use of automobiles,
profoundly shape the availability,
accessibility, and utility of different
transportation modes. Programs,
meanwhile, can contribute to
individuals’ awareness and knowledge
of walking and biking, helping to build
a culture of walking and biking. The
following are recommended policies
and programs for the Fargo-Moorhead
metro area. Please see Appendix E

for a full review and report of these
policies and programs.

POLICIES

Local ordinances and state statutes
define the legal landscape for
pedestrians, bicyclists, and drivers.

* Eliminate or significantly reduce
minimum vehicle parking
requirements across the area for all
land use types. Consider vehicle
parking maximums. Ensure that
requirements are applied equitably
across use-types.

e Consider implementing requirements
for bicycle facilities for commercial,
office, and multi-family residential
developments, including bicycle
parking and shower and locker
facilities.

* Work with state governments to
update statutes to provide the
right-of-way to pedestrians at all
unsignalized intersections and at
all marked mid-block crossings,
regardless of the presence of
alternate facilities (e.qg., pedestrian
tunnels and bridges).

* Work with state governments to
update statutes to allow pedestrians
to cross mid-block, including when
abutting intersections are signalized
and no marked crosswalk is present.

* Allow bicyclists to use all road
facilities including sidewalks, where
necessary, while maintaining
pedestrian right-of-way on sidewalks.

* Adopt model ordinance language
specifying where bicyclists may ride
when in the road.
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PROGRAMS

Education programs relating to
walking and biking in the area were
identified by Metro COG staff for this
review, including: Walk! Bike! Fun!; the
Bicycle Alliance of MN (BikeMN); | Got
Caughtl; and Bicycle Information,
Knowledge, and Education in Fargo-
Moorhead (BIKE FM). Each program

was evaluated along four topic areas,

including the program’s (1) audience;
(2) coverage; (3) effectiveness; and
(4) equity. The results of this review
are intended to help Metro COG,
other organizations funding and
implementing these programs, and
members of the public in planning for
future bike and pedestrian education
efforts within the region. Feedback
from community engagement
activities has also been included,
where relevant.

Bike parking provided for private
development

e Coordinate with Walk! Bike! Fun!

(WBF) to implement the curriculum in
Minnesota- and North Dakota-based
schools within the metropolitan
area. Provide supplemental funding
to schools to support staff training,
staff time, and resource needs

(e.g., bike fleets). Pursue evaluation
opportunities, including process

and outcome evaluations that help
inform program improvements and
quantify the program’s effects.

Coordinate with other local and
regional organizations, including
local bike shops, local bicycling
clubs, and BikeMN, to co-develop
bicycling events, resources, and
communications for the region.
Consider whether BIKE FM could be
an effective home for this work, or
whether BIKE FM's work could be
more effectively incorporated under
an umbrella initiative or organization.

Work with existing education
partners to create an equitable
program to encourage safe cycling
for children. This could involve
renaming and adapting the existing
“I Got Caught” program to focus on
equitably providing cycling safety
education.
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Process |mprovements

Supporting administrative agencies
and their staff in their work around
active transportation is critical to
improving multiple domains of active
transportation systems. Agencies
and staff also have unique insight
into opportunities for and barriers to
developing better active transportation
infrastructure and related policies.
Interviews with public agency staff
drove the recommendations below.

» Support land use planning practices
that discourage low-density
greenfield development on the
urban fringe and that prioritize infill
development. Metro COG should
promote the above land use policy
goals when conducting planning
studies, allocating transportation
funding, and in all other planning
efforts.

* Focus on communicating the myriad
benefits of investments in bicycle
and pedestrian infrastructure,
especially communicating the
economic benefits, to generate
greater support from potential
stakeholders. Evaluation to better
quantify the benefits of existing and
proposed active transportation
projects can support these
communications goals.

* Continue to support inter-agency
and inter-disciplinary coordination
and collaboration around bicycle
and pedestrian work. This could
involve prioritizing these types of
meetings and relationships, for
example, through a walk audit
or bike tour with elected officials
and representatives from different
disciplines. Because active
transportation bridges planning,
engineering, and public health,
among other spheres, and because
relevant infrastructure systems and
travel patterns span municipal, state,
and regional borders, these types of
collaboration are critical.

* Develop strategies, processes,
and resources to support member
jurisdictions in pursuing and winning
competitive funding awards from
state and federal sources. This could
include, for example, developing
regional data products that
demonstrate the value of and need
for active transportation projects;
providing grant writing expertise to
member jurisdictions; and hosting
technical assistance trainings for
member jurisdictions.
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Active Transportation and Land Use

How land is developed, including factors such as type of use (residential,
commercial, open space), density of development, facades, and setbacks, is
directly related to transportation. Compact, mixed-use development patterns
facilitate walking, bicycling, and public transit and make driving less appealing.
At the same time, transportation investments, such as shared use paths and high-
frequency bus routes, can make more compact development feasible, because
less space needs to be dedicated to moving and storing vehicles. Additionally,
compact mixed-use development can save jurisdictions money due to the need
for less infrastructure and services while saving citizens money due to the high
cost of driving.

More compact, mixed-use development directly aligns with the vision and

goals of this plan because it promotes walking and bicycling and reduces the
environmental and safety harms caused by driving. While this plan is not itself a
land use plan, it relates to existing land use plans and regulations, including Metro
COG jurisdictions’ comprehensive plans and zoning and subdivision ordinances,
among others.

The painted bike lane along 7th Ave in Moorhead is no longer visible; periodic re-
application of paint is required to maintain this facility.
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|mp|ementation

Determining near-term priority
projects will help staff, stakeholders,
and community members better
understand and evaluate next steps
leading to implementation. This Plan
identifies 15 bicycle and 20 pedestrian
priority projects for which cost
estimates and have been produced.
In addition, typical sections have
been developed for the bicycle
priority projects, which will provide
an understanding of the potential for
each project. The bicycle network
priority projects are shown on the
map on page 52, while the priority
pedestrian improvements are shown
on the map on page 37.

The methodology used for determining
pedestrian priorities is described in the
Recommendations section (Page 346).
Two methods were used to establish
bicycle priority projects. This was done
using both technical analysis and
public feedback.

e The technical analysis priority
projects were identified using the
median score from the Priority
Investment Areas Analysis (described
in the Existing Conditions section
of this Plan) for each segment of
the overall project. The Priority
Investment Areas Analysis weighted
each of the component analyses

according fo the Plan’s guiding
principles and objectives. These
scores were then ranked, with the
highest ranked projects being the
highest priorities.

* The public priorities included
all projects where at least three
respondents ranked that project as a
priority from the public engagement
survey.

Some of the highest scoring technical
and public priorities are already
moving forward to implementation or
are being addressed through separate
studies. As such, these projects that are
already in progress did not have cost
estimates or typical sections produced,
but are still shown on the priorities map
on page 52 for context. Projects shown
with a number on the map have cost
estimates and/or typical sections,
which can be cross-referenced with
the projects listed in the table on page
47 or in Appendix H.

This Plan is a high-level strategy which
does not recommend specific facility
types for implementation. For the
purposes of establishing planning-level
cost estimates and typical sections,
the Design Guidelines were used

to inform the possible facility type

for each priority project based on
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the traffic speed and volume, and
road context. The typical sections
represent one possible configuration
for one representative segment of the
project, and more detailed study of
the facility type that is appropriate
for each project should occur
before implementation. Timing of
implementation for each project is
subject to funding and discussions
between relevant agencies.

The cost estimates are based on
general assumptions for the cost

to implement each facility type or
improvement per mile or intersection,
which were then applied to the length
of each of the bicycle and pedestrian
priority projects. The cost estimates are
high level and do not include grading,
drainage, utilities, or landscaping. The
cost estimates for each bicycle priority
project are included in the table on
page 47. Cost estimates for each
pedestrian priority project can be
found in the table on page 49.

The project team developed typical
sections of the priority bicycle
projects, with the exception of the
Heartland Trail and Red River Trail East
between 32nd Ave S and 40th Ave

S as they have variable or unusual
configurations. The typical sections
show possible bicycle facilities,
vehicular lane widths, sidewalks, and
their dimensions within the overall
right-of-way. The typical sections are

included in Appendix H.

There are several options for
implementing active transportation
facilities. Implementation can occur as
part of planned capital works projects,
including road resurfacing or road
reconstruction. A road reconstruction
may provide an opportunity to

move curbs and alter drainage,
utilities, or other elements within the
right-of-way, which will impact the
design of the proposed facility. A

road resurfacing project will not alter
existing curbs and drainage, and
there will likely be less opportunity

to move or alter road elements to
accommodate the proposed facility.
Demonstration, quick-build, and
inferim implementation can be used to
implement different road and facility
designs in a shorter timeframe. Quick-
build and interim facilities are designed
to be altered or removed, while
demonstration projects are infended to
test out a design temporarily.
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TABLE OF BICYCLE PRIORITY COST ESTIMATES

Project Project Location and Facility Guidance Project Project
Number Extents Length (ft/ |Costs (2022
mi) dollars)
22 7th Ave NE from Center St | Install shared use path on 9500/1.80 $1,839,600
to 45th St N (West Fargo / | southern side of roadway
Fargo)
28 1st St from 7th Ave E to Separated on-road bicycle 2700/.17 $71,400
Main Ave E (West Fargo) facilities on each side of road.
Eliminate eastern parking lane
50 Main St N from Park Drto | Eliminate parking on western 1300/.25 $35,000
Wall Ave (Horace) side of Main St; install painted
bike lanes on each side of
road
71 New segment from Shared use path along existing | 8000/1.52 | $1,489,600
infersection of 63rd St S residential street(s) with a right-
and 81st Ave S due west of-way of 70 ft. Green buffer
(Horace) between roadway and path
198 New segment from 40th Shared use path 7800/1.48 | $1,450,400
Ave S alongriver to S
32nd Ave (Moorhead)
440 32nd St S from 17th Ave S Install separated bicycle 3900/.74 $103,600
to Fiechtner Dr S (Fargo) facility on-road or within
boulevard
450 Main Ave from 45th St S Convert the existing sidewalk 23500/4.45 | $4,512,200
to 18th St S (Fargo) on the south side of the
roadway to a shared use path,
widen existing sidewalk
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Project Project Location Facility Guidance Project Project
Number and Extents Length (ft/ | Costs (2022
mi) dollars)
480 Broadway from 8th | Separated on-road bicycle facilities 13834/2.62 $366,800
Ave N fo 35th Ave N | on each side of road. Replace
(Fargo) existing parking lane and re-
allocate lanes and lane widths to
accommodate appropriate-width
bicycle facilities. This is a long-term
project
521 7th Ave N from 38th | Install shared use path on south side 14700/2.78 $1,946,000
St N to ElIm St N of roadway
(Fargo)
733 N 21st St from Expand sidewalk on eastern side of 700/.13 $135,800
Center Ave to 2nd road to create a shared use path
Ave N (Moorhead)
906 7th St N from E Install shared use path, linking to 900/.17 $180,600
Center Ave to 3rd existing facilities
Ave N (Dilworth)
950 Heartland Trail 10" wide paved path, 2 ft shoulders 83000/15.72 |$15,405,600
(Moorhead and (gravel), 5 ft unpaved tfreadway
Dilworth)
5005 ?th Ave S from 36th | Separated on-road bicycle facilities 725/.14 $19,300
StSto 38th St S on each side of road. Eliminate
southern parking lane, widen
existing sidewalk

General notes:

20% design contingency and 25% engineering costs are included in the estimates

Planning level estimates do not quantify grading, minor storm sewer modification, and removals, but these
should be covered by estimate and contingency figures

Right-of-way costs and major utility modifications are not included in the cost estimates
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TABLE OF PRIORITY PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENT COST ESTIMATES

Project Location

Existing Conditions

Recommended Improvements

Project Costs (2022

Ave (Moorhead)

Crosswalk

Raised Intersection, Accessibility
Check Upgrades

dollars)
3rd St & 19th Ave N Marked Crosswalk, Curb Extension, $36,250
(Fargo) Accessibility Check Upgrades
29th St & 12th Ave N Marked Raised Crosswalk, Corner Radii $37,700
(Fargo) Crosswalk, Full Reduction, Curb Extension,
Signals, Median Accessibility Check Upgrades
Refuge
Roberts St & 1st Ave Marked Curb Extension, Accessibility Check $13,050
N (Fargo) Crosswalk, Full Upgrades
Signals
3rd St N and 4th St Marked Crosswalk, Corner Radii $52,925
N (Moorhead) Reduction, Median Refuge Island,
Road Right-sizing, Accessibility Check
Upgrades
US Hwy 10 & Main St | Full Signals Marked Crosswalk, Curb Extensions, $53,650
(Dilworth) Median Refuge Island, Road Right-
sizing, Accessibility Check Upgrades
3rd St, 4th St, & 3rd Partial Marked Raised Crosswalk, Curb Extensions, $52,200

34th St &
Ridgewood Blvd
(Moorhead)

Partial Marked
Crosswalk

Marked Crosswalks, Corner Radii
Reduction, Median Refuge Island,
RRFB, PHB, Road Right-sizing,
Accessibility Check Upgrades

$46,750 to $271,750
(range depends
on signals
implementation)
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Project Location Existing Conditions Recommended Improvements Project
Costs (2022
dollars)
45th St & 23rd Ave S Partial Marked Marked Crosswalk, Corner Radii $30,450
(Fargo) Crosswalk, Full Reduction, Road Right-sizing,
Signals, Median Accessibility Check Upgrades
Refuge
University Dr & 27th Partial Marked Marked Crosswalk, Corner Radii $30,450
Ave S (Fargo) Crosswalk, Full Reduction, Road Right-sizing,
Signals, Median Accessibility Check Upgrades
Refuge
Veterans Blvd & 40th | Marked Crosswalk, | Corner Radii Reduction, Road Right- $18,850
Ave (West Fargo) Full Signals, sizing, Accessibility Check Upgrades
Median Refuge
10th St & 1st Ave N Partial Marked Marked Crosswalk, Corner Radii $20,300
(Fargo) Crosswalk, Full Reduction, Road Right-sizing,
Signals Accessibility Check Upgrades
S University Dr and Partial Marked Marked Crosswalk, Raised Crosswalk, $43,500
25th Ave S/24th Ave | Crosswalk, Full Curb Extensions, Corner Radii
S (Fargo) Signals Reduction, Accessibility Check
Upgrades
9th St W & 32nd Ave | Marked Crosswalk | Corner Radii Reduction, Median $42,500

W (West Fargo)

Refuge Island, Road Right-sizing,
Accessibility Check Upgrades

General notes:

* 20% design contingency and 25% engineering costs are included in the estimates

* Planning level estimates do not quantify grading, minor storm sewer modification, and removals, but these
should be covered by estimate and contingency figures

¢ Right-of-way costs and maijor utility modifications are not included in the cost estimates
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Appendices

Appendices are provided as separate attachments to reduce file size and simplify

organization and readability of this report.

APPENDIX A - ENGAGEMENT SUMMARY - PHASE I
APPENDIX B - ENGAGEMENT SUMMARY - PHASE Il
APPENDIX C - EXISTING CONDITIONS MEMO
APPENDIX D - EXISTING CONDITIONS MAPS
APPENDIX E - POLICY AND PROGRAM REVIEW MEMO
APPENDIX F - PROCESS EVALUATION MEMO
APPENDIX G - DESIGN GUIDELINES

APPENDIX H - TYPICAL SECTIONS
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MEMORANDUM

TO: West Fargo Planning & Zoning Commission
FROM: Aaron Nelson, Planning Director ﬁ(l\/
DATE: November 4, 2022

SUBJECT: Item 5 - Downtown Master Plan Discussion

The City of West Fargo was awarded a $100,000 placemaking planning grant at the ND Main Streets Initiative
Summit in Bismarck on October 25. The grant award is the result of the City’s application to fund a downtown
placemaking plan through the U.S. Economic Development Administration and ND Department of
Commerce’s Statewide Public Space Initiative - Placemaking Planning Grant. The goal of this grant program
is to advance “the planning and design necessary to enhance the statewide attraction of businesses,
promotion of economic activity, and the retention and attraction of talented workers, thus strengthening the
economic resiliency across North Dakota communities as we recover from the economic impacts of Covid-
19.”

Along these same lines, the City has identified the need for an updated downtown master plan as part of the
ongoing Planning Needs Assessment process—the initial assessment for which was presented to the Planning
& Zoning Commission at the September 13, 2022 meeting. Given the high priority of a downtown master plan
within the Planning Needs Assessment and the availability of grant funds to develop a downtown
placemaking plan, staff recommends that these two efforts be merged into a single downtown master
planning effort to take place in 2023.

To initiate this process, staff has started to develop a general scope of work and project overview, which is
attached.

Planning staff will present the project overview at the November 8 Planning & Zoning Commission meeting
in order to initiate discussion with the Planning & Zoning Commission and solicit feedback and input.

Attachment
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DRAFT Downtown Master Plan - Project Overview
November 2, 2022

Project The purpose of this project is to partner with a qualified multi-disciplinary consultant team to

Abstract: produce a Downtown Master Plan that will build upon the vision and goals of the City's
Comprehensive Plan, define and respond to current conditions and issues, enhance downtown's
sense of place, and guide public and private investment over the next 5-10 years.

This effort will be funded, in part, through a $100,000 State placemaking grant award. The project
will be action oriented towards the continued transformation of downtown West Fargo into an
iconic mixed-use center of urban activity and economic growth.

Purposes and * To update the City's Vision for the future of Downtown West Fargo
Needs e To build upon the recommendations of the West Fargo 2.0 Comprehensive Plan in order to
“Establish Downtown as a Cultural Center for West Fargo”
e To establish a comprehensive parking and access strategy appropriate for an urban setting
+ To align and calibrate the City's economic development activities and incentives with the
City’s vision and goals for downtown.
¢ To help build upon the City's branding efforts by enhancing downtown as a place that is
authentically West Fargo's.
e To guide the future growth of the downtown as a walkable mixed-use neighborhood that
provides opportunities for all.
+ To activate the public realm through placemaking and public art.
¢ To support and expand the capacity of the downtown business community.
« Torevitalize aging and blighted properties and to encourage infill investment into downtown.
« To manage the growth and change of downtown in a manner compatible with adjacent land-
uses and existing conditions.
 To explore opportunities for civic facilities and spaces.

Project Project Outcomes:
Outcomes: e Anupdated community vision for downtown West Fargo
e A framework for future decision making, including land-use and incentive decisions
¢ Aniconic downtown that is the cultural center of the City
e Asolution for downtown parking
e A framework and process for the creation and support of public art and placemaking
¢ Anunderstanding of market conditions relevant to downtown growth, development, and
business activity
¢ Increased business, activity, and private investment in downtown
¢ Asustainable and self-sufficient downtown business association
e Aclear understanding by all stakeholders of the actions and steps necessary to implement the

plan
Plan Focus 1. Business & Economic Development. In recent years, the City has seen some success in the
Areaqs: redevelopment of downtown through investment in a new urban streetscape, construction of

several mixed-use buildings, a downtown plaza, and the formation of a downtown business
association. However, additional advancement and redevelopment has slowed, with many
properties and storefronts remaining vacant. The City is interested in exploring the market
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dynamics at play and working to build upon early success in order to drive additional
development investment and business growth.

2. Placemaking (including Urban Design, Activity, & Public Art). A portion of this project is being
funded through a Placemaking Planning Grant that the City has received from the State in
order to develop a placemaking plan for downtown West Fargo. The City desires to create this
downtown placemaking plan as part of this larger downtown master planning effort.

3. Parking & Access. Lack of parking availability is often cited as a deterrent to visitors and
potential developers alike. The City is interested in exploring potential short- and long-term
parking solutions (including the potential for public parking) which are appropriate for a
walkable urban environment. Alternative modes of fransportation may also be explored in
conjunction with parking.

4. Infill, Redevelopment, & Land Use. As downtown West Fargo redevelops from a low intensity
auto-oriented commercial strip to a walkable mixed-use district, it faces unique contextual
challenges as new development infills adjacent to core residential neighborhoods, a US
Highway, and an assortment of aging commercial/industrial buildings. Additionally, previous
planning efforts have identified opportunities for civic buildings and spaces downtown. The City
would like to identify likely development scenarios in order to be better positioned to manage
the growth of downtown.

In addition to the focus areas listed above, the process will incorporate stakeholder and public
participation; market & contextual data analysis; visioning/goal setting; identification of issues;
development and of solutions; documentation and communication of findings &
recommendations, etc.

Anficipated Nov 2022 — Project scoping and initiation
Timeline: e Dec 2022 - Publication of request for proposals (RFP)
e Q1 2023 - Consultant selection & contracting
e Q22023 - Project kick-off & consultant-lead planning process
e Q32023 - Planning process continues & substantial completion of placemaking element
e Oct1,2023 - Deadline for expenditure of placemaking grant funds
e Q42023 - Project completion

Feedback & Please contact the West Fargo Planning Department with any feedback or input you would like to
Questions: share as staff works to further develop and refine the project details and proposed focus areas.

West Fargo Planning Department
Attn: Malachi Petersen

800 4th Ave E. Suite 1

West Fargo, ND 58078

Phone: (701) 515-5370
Email: Malachi.Petersen@westfargond.gov
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