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I. Public Meeting Summary 
 

A. Project Information 
A proposed bridge replacement crossing the Red River of the North connecting 12th Avenue 
North in Fargo and 15th Avenue North in Moorhead. The bridge serves as a critical two-state 
river crossing connecting North Dakota and Minnesota within the Fargo-Moorhead area.  
 
The existing bridge elevation is within the 100-year FEMA floodplain and has been closed 
seven times for a duration up to 6 weeks each time in the last 16 years. When the bridge is 
closed, up to 10,000 vehicles per day must be detoured through downtown Fargo and 
Moorhead to either the 1st Avenue North, Northern Pacific Avenue, or the Main Avenue 
bridge, an approximate 3-mile detour. This detour must also be utilized by the first 
responders and emergency service vehicles of the Red River Regional Dispatch Center, a 
joint venture of first responders that serve both Fargo and Moorhead.     
 

Figure 1 – Project Location Map 
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B. Meeting Details 
Two public meetings were held, one in Fargo and one in Moorhead.  
 
Meeting #1 
City, State:   Fargo, ND   
Facility:    Horace Mann Elementary School 
Date and Time:    September 16, 2025 from 5-7 pm   
Meeting Format Used: Open House meeting, with formal presentation at 5:30 pm. 
 
Meeting #2 
City, State:   Moorhead, MN   
Facility:    St. Francis de Sales Catholic Church 
Date and Time:    September 18, 2025 from 5-7 pm   
Meeting Format Used: Open House meeting, with formal presentation at 5:30 pm. 
 
The public input meetings were held to inform about the project, gain feedback about 
elements of the project such as bridge alignment concepts, and address any 
concerns/answer questions about the project.   
 
For those unable to attend in-person meetings, a project website was developed to inform 
about the project and collect input via an online survey and interactive comment map. All 
public meeting materials, including the presentation, were available on the project website.  
 
Website: https://fargo-nd.civilspace.io/en/projects/red-river-bridge-replacement-12th-ave-n-
fargo-15th-ave-n-moorhead  
 
The project website and survey/interactive map was launched on Aug 25 and was open until 
October 3 for comments. All public meeting material including handout, alternative layouts, 
and presentations were posted to the website on the day of the first meeting, September 16.  
 
Meetings were promoted with a newspaper advertisement, press release and social media. 
The newspaper ad appeared in the Fargo Forum on August 27 and in the FM Extra on 
August 28. Affidavits of publication are included in Appendix A.  
 
The cities of Fargo and Moorhead issued press releases on September 11 and September 
15 respectively. The press release is included in Appendix A.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

https://fargo-nd.civilspace.io/en/projects/red-river-bridge-replacement-12th-ave-n-fargo-15th-ave-n-moorhead
https://fargo-nd.civilspace.io/en/projects/red-river-bridge-replacement-12th-ave-n-fargo-15th-ave-n-moorhead
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The cities of Fargo and Moorhead posted information about the meetings and online input 
opportunities onto their Facebook social media channel. Social media post #1 was used 
prior to the meetings. Social media #2 was used following the meetings.  
 
Figure 2- Social media posts 
 

 
Social media post #1.                                                             Social media post #2. 
 
        
C. Attendees 
Number of Attendees:  
Approximately 33 members of the public attended the meeting at Horace Mann Elementary 
School in Fargo. Representatives from Houston Engineering, KLJ Engineering, City of 
Fargo, City of Moorhead, and Fargo-Moorhead MetroCOG were in attendance.  
 
Approximately, 23 people members of the public attend the meeting at St. Francis de Sales 
Catholic Church in Moorhead. Representatives from Houston Engineering, KLJ Engineering, 
City of Fargo, City of Moorhead, and Fargo-Moorhead MetroCOG were in attendance.  
  

 
D. Comments Received 
During the in-person meetings, three (3) written comments were received. One additional 
comment card was mailed following the meeting.  
 
Two (2) comments were emailed to the project team at 12thAveBridge@kljeng.com  
 
On the project website, 221 surveys were completed and 29 comments were collected on 
the interactive map.  
 
A summary of comments heard/collected during the public meetings and collected online 
are summarized below. All comments can be found in Appendix F.  

mailto:12thAveBridge@kljeng.com
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Table 1 – Summary of Comments/Responses 
 
Topic Comments Responses 

 Funding 

Concern on where funding would 
come from for the construction of the 
bridge, residents wondering about 
special assessments 

Construction funding has not been 
identified and it is the intent of the cities to 
first go after federal grant money to cover 
the construction portion of the project.  

Bike/Ped 
access 

Need for wider, safer bike and 
pedestrian facilities on and around the 
bridge.  

The project would include updates to the 
pedestrian shared-use paths on the bridge 
and allow for better connections to area 
paths.  

Preservation 
of Jack 
Williams 
Stadium  Desire to maintain facility and parking 

This is part of our environmental work and 
the intent is to minimize impacts to the 
stadium parking lots and mitigate parking if 
required 

 Need for 
new bridge 

Is the construction of a new bridge 
needed or warranted? 

The current bridge is “middle-age” 
meaning it is not in need of replacement in 
terms of age. However, the bridge serves 
as a critical connection for north 
Fargo/Moorhead, and is necessary for 
emergency response. When the bridge is 
closed, it is deeply impactful for 
emergency responders.  

Truck traffic 
Will the bridge see increased truck 
traffic. 

The route is not a designated truck route. 
The intent with the new bridge construction 
is to not change that designation, so truck 
traffic is not anticipated to increase.  

 
Responses to key survey questions provided additional insights into public perceptions about 
the project. Key questions and answers are below. All survey questions and responses can be 
found in Appendix F.  
 

• 68% of survey respondents indicated they are somewhat to very impacted when the 
bridge closes.  
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• 87% of respondents said that maintaining pedestrian facilities across and below the new 
bridge are very important to somewhat important.  

 

 
 
• 61% of respondents said they support the construction of a new bridge.  
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• The biggest concern among survey respondents was the cost of the new bridge and how 
it will be funded.  

 

 
 
• 62.5% of respondents indicated an improvement is needed at the intersection of 12th 

Ave/Elm Street in Fargo with 37.5% preference for a mini-roundabout, and a 25% 
preference for a traffic signal. 37.4% said no improvement is needed.   
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• Two bridge alignments options were presented, and survey respondents had a slight 
favoring to bridge alternative 2 (37%), which shifts the alignment to the north.  

 

 
 
 

E. Public Concerns  
 

The top areas of concern for people are summarized below:  
 
• Funding for construction of the bridge. Residents did not want to see another special 

assessment for the project and were concerned how the cities would fund the project if 
there wasn’t federal grant funding for the project.  

• Necessity of the project. Not everyone feels a new bridge is necessary here.  
• Preservation of Jack Williams Stadium. Many people wanted to ensure that the stadium 

would not be impacted by the construction of a new bridge.   
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MEDIA RELEASE     |      FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE     |      September 11, 2025 

 
City of Fargo hosts public input meeting for proposed Red River 
Bridge replacement on 12th Ave N in Fargo and 15th Ave N in 
Moorhead  
 
FARGO, N.D. – The City of Fargo in cooperation with the City of Moorhead will host two 
public input meetings Tuesday, September 16, and Thursday, September 18 from 5-7 p.m. to 
discuss a proposed bridge replacement on 12th Ave N in Fargo and 15th Ave N in Moorhead. 
 
The meeting on Tuesday, September 16 will be held at Horace Mann Elementary School 
located at 1025 3rd Street N in Fargo, ND. The meeting on Thursday, September 18, will be 
held at St. Francis de Sales Catholic Church located at 601 15th Ave N in Moorhead, MN. The 
meetings will be an open house format with a formal presentation at 5:30 p.m.  
 
The project includes a proposed bridge replacement to alleviate road and bridge closures 
due to flooding and improve connectivity between Fargo and Moorhead.  
 
Representatives from the City of Fargo, the City of Moorhead, and Houston Engineering will 
be on hand to answer questions and discuss concerns. 
 
Project information and meeting materials will be available at www.fargostreets.com. 
   
If unable to attend the meeting, written comments must be postmarked or emailed by 
October 3 with “Public Input Meeting” in the letter heading or e-mail subject. Send all 
comments to Jeremy McLaughlin, Houston Engineering, 1401 21st Ave N. Fargo, ND 58102 
or 12thAveBridge@kljeng.com. Comments are also being collected through a survey 
available on the project website at www.fargostreets.com.  
 
The City of Fargo will consider every request for reasonable accommodation to provide an 
accessible meeting facility or other accommodation for people with disabilities. Language 
interpretation and translation services will be available upon request for this meeting.  
 
To request accessible information or services, please call the Mayor’s office at 701-241-1310. 
You may also contact our ADA Coordinator by calling Fargo Buildings and Grounds Director 
of Facilities Management, Bekki Majerus at 701-298-6966 or email bmajerus@FargoND.gov. 
TTY users may use Relay North Dakota at 711 or 1-800-366-6888. 

 
- ### - 

 
 

http://www.fargostreets.com/
http://www.fargostreets.com/
mailto:bmajerus@FargoND.gov
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Survey questions and responses 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
 

 
 
 



 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 



 

 
 
 

All comments collected virtual/in-person engagement 
 

Survey comments: Other concerns with the development and construction of a new 
bridge 
bridge must remain free of semi trucks or heavy vehicles. 
i fear traffic volume and noise will increase in our neighborhood if the bridge is bigger. 
impact of elm/12th modifications to pedestrian crossings of elm and car crossings / left turns for people on 
oak and 1st streets. 
impact of pedestrians, not just on the bridge but on the fargo side of the bridge, particularly at elm street 
and 12th ave. i urge you to first consider safety issues for pedestrians and motorists. safety concerns must 
come before traffic flow concerns. 
i use this bridge 4-5 times a week. unless it is structurally deficient, i do not see a need to close this for 2 
years and spend the money. 6 weeks when it closes every couple of years, at most, vs. 104 weeks is 17 
closures or ~20+yrs of correction. 
new bridge? no. simply add height to deck using as much of original bridge, footings and pilings. cost! 
potential increased traffic on 12th ave. it can’t handle the current amount of rush hour traffic. 
potential increase of noise, traffic, and loss of wildlife habitat. 
removal of the toll increased traffic volume. how much will a new bridge increase traffic volume? 
there at least needs to be speed bumps added. Would there be any sound barriers placed in our 
neighborhoods? 



 

there is no need for a new bridge if the current one is still good for 30+ years. having to close 7 times in 16 
years is manageable and the closures are only temporary 
this bridge should be a toll charge again with dollars going to Moorhead as well as Fargo parks. the traffic 
that now uses this bridge is crazy with traffic blocked up to Broadway at busy times. i feel for the immediate 
neighbors. 
we love driving and seeing the different animals in the open fields, that would be affected 
whatever is planned to be built should not impact Jack Williams stadium property. input from post 2 should 
be of highest value when design plans are developed. 
why wasn't this done when it was built? probably should fix Broadway bridge before replacing one that 
works! 
won't the red river diversion keep levels low enough to avoid future closings? if the diversion doesn't lower 
the river level enough to keep this bridge open, what's the purpose? busy work boondoggle? 
 
 
 
Survey Comments: Do you have other comments to provide to the project team?  
Would like to see an option that incorporates floodwall to protect Jack Williams Stadium and its parking 
Improving bike/ped access is critical. The current bridge is terrible for bikes and pedestrians. We need more 
space for bikes and pedestrians, including both sides of the bridge. 
Rapid reconstruction with incentives for the contractors 
I ride my bike over the bridge and would appreciate a wider pedestrian path.  
I would leave the bridge alone.  Much more important things to spend money on  
Please consider timing it so that the 1st Avenue North underpass work is complete. There is already so much 
work being done on main thoroughfares in north Moorhead, that this alternative route being closed along with 
that construction would be very impactful. 
A wider pedestrian/bike crossing with a solid railing would be much better than what is there now.  The fence 
railing is in panels abd they shift in the wind. Scary.  Also it's so narrow you cannot have a person going from 
each side and pass.  The bridge over the river out on Wall St north is fabulous.  It's easy to ride over and drive 
over and you can hope right on the trail.   
Mini roundabout would be difficult for buses and delivery trucks serving the baseball stadium. Pedestrian 
crossing between baseball parking lots on both sides of 12th Avenue might be safer with a signal. 
This area is a high pedestrian area. I do not support losing any parking for the baseball stadium due to this 
project- already in short supply and actually needs more parking. Stop light needed for pedestrian safety and to 
slow down the continuous traffic during rush hour making it impossible to exit the Jack Williams Parking lot.  I do 
support keeping the bridge but 12th Ave in general needs better traffic management than stop signs.  
I'm glad you're making improvements and not just shutting it down.  
Fargo spends too much time and money on the south end of town. It's a shame that the north Broadway bridge 
was not replaced. Heavy traffic through an existing neighborhood is a poor plan. There's talk of closing the 
Northport Library. North siders pay taxes too. 
If this bridge is safe outside of flooding once in a while, it should not be raised at this time. 
Traffic flow at the current 4-way stop (Elm and 12th Ave) needs to be improved. At busy times, it is a pain. At 
slow times, the 4-way stop isn't warranted. More space/consideration for pedestrians is needed both at that 
intersection and for players/fans crossing streets from secondary parking area for stadium. 
Don't bother. 
The traffic on 12th Ave is increasing, and it’s getting faster. There are a ton of accidents. Construction on the 
bridge needs to help calm traffic through this residential area.  



 

I live just north of 12th Ave in Fargo and use the bridge several times per month. The idea that we should replace 
it because it needs to be closed for a few weeks every 5 years or so is complete waste of money. Please don't do 
it  
Please do not lose parking availability for the Jack Williams Stadium. Also, the need for a higher bridge is not as 
necessary knowing the diversion will eventually negate the flooding impact.  
Please provide alternate routes for biking/running when you do this. 
I feel that moving the bridge in alternative 2 will affect the wildlife in the area. It would also affect the fishing 
areas. I like the area the way it is. Just raise the bridge. I use it every day for work as I live in Moorhead and work 
on 12th Ave. Do not put in a roundabout. Those of us that use it regularly know how to use the 4 way stop.  
Don't. Raise. My. Taxes.  
Prefer this project starts after the summer of 2028. 
Please preserve Jack Williams stadium and Mickelson Park 
With the diversion going into effect here soon are there still concerns of future flooding to this bridge? If so, then 
it would be smart to look into it, but there are plenty of areas in North Fargo impacted by the flooding (Elm street 
by El Zagal, Edgewood Golf Course and surrounding roads/parks). 
Raise it where it already is if truly needed, but leave everything else alone! Don't impact the wildlife that we love 
seeing like wild turkeys, deer, etc. and don't force people to move out of their homes. 
12 th Ave is listed as not being a truck route however numerous semis cross the bridge and then head west on 
11th Ave.   I would like to see a study done as not only how many cars cross the bridge but them how many 
detour off of 12th Ave.  With fewer stop signs and those present ignored it is the Indy 500 on 11 th Ave from Elm 
to Broadway.  With a new school being built on the Horace Mann site how will this affect safety as there will be 
more students and cars. 
Fargo is the traffic bottleneck. Fargo needs a comprehensive plan for 12th Ave. N and Elm St. Lacking such a 
plan, improvements to the bridge will worsen already-bad congestion.  Also, the bridge is woefully inadequate 
for pedestrian/recreational use. The sidewalk barely allows two pedestrians to pass one another. Other uses 
such as biking and fishing are impossible. Any new bridge should have extensive support for pedestrians, bikes, 
and maybe even fishing both OVER and UNDER both sides of the bridge.  Moorhead should also consider a 
second paved bike path on the north side of 15th Ave.  Fargo should consider how bicyclists will be 
accommodated in whatever new traffic control is installed at 12th and Elm. 
I bicycle over the bridge every day. I bicycle on the road since the sidewalk is too narrow to safely bike. I'd like to 
have a bike lane or off road bike path that is wider than the current narrow pedestrian walkway.  
As Stated, unless the bridge is damaged or needs to be replaced, this doesn't seem needed.  The intersection 
can use a roundabout or some improvement at Elm Street yes, but to re align and Raise the bridge is a huge 
undertaking that isn't warranted.    As stated above, in the worst case scenarios, it is closed for up to 6 weeks but 
that is a rarity.  Likely you are trying to make up for 25 years of closures with 2 years of construction closures.  
PLUS the actual cost of the bridge.    Rebuild North Broadway and get the traffic back down on this bridge.  That 
has had a more notable daily traffic impact than the flood detour.   
Could a temporary bridge be in place during construction?   Could a second/additional bridge be built vs a new 
bridge? (Keep existing, have another bridge built, for example, where the footbridge is connecting Oak Grove 
park and Moorhead?)  Lift bridge?  Keep sweet little North Fargo connected!!!  Thank you 
I think just making sure we can still see the river and making sure it isn't hideous....I think making it a feature that 
looks better and is safer is a great idea.  
Please do not increase the number of lanes on this replacement - the impacts on the properties on 12th Avenue 
is already significant and it cannot handle more traffic responsibly. 
We need this bridge to keep traffic and growth in the north area properly developed.  
I'm very glad the city is going forward with this project. There have been too many years flooding has closed the 
bridge and affected travel times for everyone. 



 

As a resident of the one of the neighborhoods being affected I do know something should be done to help the 
pedestrian portion of the bridge. I'm concerned that there is no plan in place to fund the bridge and the burden 
will be pushed onto the property owners in that area. I'm also concerned because one of the main reasons that 
we moved to this area was that it was quiet and there was deer, turkeys, and other wildlife with only moderate 
traffic. We have seen the impact of projects to improve only serve those not in the area for their convivence of 
getting through faster but causing issues for the people actually living there. Without seeing a design of the 
proposal and having funds that don't come from the residence in the area I can't in good consciousness support 
this. I feel that if this is something that is being looked at you should be providing the citizens with a more 
detailed picture/ plan.  
There needs to be a bike lane on the bridge. Not shared with pedestrians. A lot of cyclists use this bridge and its 
dangerous, the current driving lanes are too narrow, drivers speed and the current sidewalk is too narrow, a 
pedestrian and bicycle can't meet, the walkway is too narrow. 
Add sidewalk and bike lanes to the greatest extent possible. That area needs a bridge crossing for pedestrians 
and bicyclists. 
Same comment I left on the map, so pardon if I'm being redundant--the current pedestrian/bike lane, while 
protected (yay!) is too narrow for two-way bike traffic, and visibility is extremely limited when approaching from 
the west, leading to many head-on collision scares at the west end of the bridge. Just a few feet wider would 
make a big difference. 
If the bridge is not failing; I do not want to pay using my local, state or federal tax dollars to replace a bridge that 
is structurally sound.  Now, if the bridge needed major repair and not safe, sure that is a great time to replace 
and look at making changes.     Flooding is a short term inconvenience. People are tired of the government 
spending money on items that are nice to have, but not necessary when we don't have the money and its not a 
priority compared to more important items.    Maybe add another bridge on the south side of town instead 
between 52nd and interstate seems like more people would prefer paying for that if there was a choice.  But 
ultimately, I prefer not to redo a bridge for a week or two inconvenience.    
My concern is who will pay for the construction.  And, with the diversion in place, will raising the bridge be 
necessary?  And with a new bridge, would truck traffic be allowed as it is not currently?   
If you can’t afford to pay for it, why waste grant money to plan for it. 6 weeks in 16 YEARS, does not seem 
significant (0.0071%). Money should be directed for improvements which impact more people, a minor and 
extremely rare inconvenience does not seem to be a significant problem.  
This is a complete waste of money and time. I would expect that construction will close the bridge for longer 
than a month. Once the diversion is finished how likely is a flood? What I read indicated a 6' reduction in river 
level. My guess is that replacing the bridge will result in more lost days than not replacing it. 
Please get this done 
There are many deer that utilize the meadows on either side of the bridge/street on the Moorhead side of the 
river. It is a beautiful area to walk and enjoy! I think it would be terrible to impact their environment because 
motorists might have to go a different route a couple weeks a year IF the bridge closes due to flooding. I’ve lived 
here 11 years and it hasn’t bothered me a bit. Save the money the project would cost and invest in the citizens of 
our town.  
Worry how long it will take.  Bring back the old.  Will trucks be able use the bridge?  Love that there is weight limit 
now so no trucks. 
Put the toll bridge back now more traffic problems 
I use that bridge weekly, have for almost 2 decades, & feel the proposed project is not necessary.  Please do not 
install traffic lights there, & by all means; do not create a roundabout.  Those things are a nightmare & will cause 
nothing but unnecessary problems--especially during the long, harsh winters out here.  Nobody knows how to 
conduct themselves properly in one, the area is far too narrow, & it isn't required to begin with.  Please do not fix 
what isn't broken. 



 

Thank you for presenting this information. 
As a resident of the Bridge view addition in North Moorhead, I am concerned about excessive specials assessed 
to my property.  Also the bridge is needed, but also it should go to the north so the residents are not negatively 
affected.   
The mini/low profile roundabouts are 'iffy'.  It seems people will tend to drive over them, either on purpose or 
accidentally.  Yes, regular users will learn how to navigate them, but there are plenty of 'non-regular' motorists 
as well.  I'm not a big fan of similar roundabouts I've come across in Pelican Rapids and Detroit Lakes, MN 
A new, higher bridge that does not get flooded is important for both cities.  
This is an important northern connection of Fargo to Moorhead. I look forward to the pedestrian features as well, 
since the current path is so very narrow. Thank you for this initiative. 
Clarity on how this is being funded needs to be shared with both Moorhead and Fargo residents before this 
moves further.  
The Pedestrian Lane needs to be wider for opposing bikers/walkers don't need to worry about hitting each other 
or waiting to continue. Also, some sort of protection  
If a new higher bridge can be built north of the existing one WHILE keeping the current bridge open then that 
would be ok.  But it’s that elm street intersection that needs help. Not much room to make right turns next to a 
car going forward.  
Again, why are we even considering redoing this bridge? This is money that could be used for other projects. The 
bridge is good for 30+ years as it is and to only have been closed 7 times in 16 years is not that much. Unless 
those 7 times have been in the last 10 years and it is anticipated that the bridge will have to be closed almost 
every year going forward during flooding. Please be a bit more responsible with grant and tax money. Thank you. 
With the new diversion completing soon, isn’t bridge closing due to flooding a non issue? 
Minimal flooding disruption now. After $3B diversion then no flooding impact. STOP WASTING MONEY. DO 
NOTHING! IF   YOU MUST SPEND MONEY THEN REOPEN THE N. Broadway Bridge in Fargo. 
Lv as is with only needed fortifications.  
Cyclists and pedestrians often experience congestion and conflict on the bridge, especially during peak hours 
and seasonal transitions. Any redesign should prioritize mixed-use access not only on the bridge itself but along 
all approaches, ensuring safe, intuitive passage for people walking, biking, or using mobility aids. Designated 
lanes or buffered zones would reduce conflict and allow each mode to move with dignity. These must include 
physical separation—not just paint—between mixed-use paths and automobile lanes. Year-round usability is 
essential—lighting, snow clearance, and ice mitigation must be built into the plan specifically for the mixed-use 
path. It is not acceptable for automobile lanes to be plowed at the expense of pedestrian and cyclist space; 
snow should never be pushed into these lanes. Please consider benches or overlooks to make the bridge a 
destination, not just a crossing. Tactile surfaces, audible cues, and clear wayfinding would support users with 
sensory or visual needs. As a connection point between communities, the bridge could anchor a small park or 
gathering space—especially on the Moorhead side, where fishing is already popular. The bridge spans more 
than water—it connects lives. Let it do so with beauty, safety, and inclusivity. And let it reflect the truth that 
people-sized movement is not fringe—it’s foundational. 
With the 2+billion dollar diversion plan, this puts the bridge out of the flood plain, right?  So it won't be impacted 
by flooding anymore.  Or is the city expecting the diversion to not work or not be finished?  What morons. 
We bought our house in the summer of 2020. At that time there was not the traffic volume on 12th Ave N that 
there is now. Our driveway is on 12th Ave N and during rush hour it is difficult to pull out onto the road because 
of how backed up it gets. It would be nice if the new design alleviates that issue. However, it would be awful if 
people lose their homes if a roundabout is put in there. 
Would not support project if there were special assessments on local property owners.  
Buyout the property on the northeast corner of Elm and 12th (this home is actually for sale), and use option 2 
and a temporary approach, and the original bridge can remain open while the new bridge is constructed. 



 

The stop signs work just fine. NO lights or roundabout necessary. I use this intersection daily.  
Thanks for considering pedestrian/bicyclist needs.   Currently at peak traffic times, it is hard for people on Oak 
and 1st Street to cross or turn left on 12th Avenue. I am concerned that a traffic circle would make the situation 
worse. This should be studied. As a pedestrian, I'm concerned about challenges in crossing Elm or 12th Avenue 
at a traffic circle. Currently with stop signs, cars have to stop and then let me cross. Thought should also be 
given to how pedestrians and bikes using the new bridge access the north/south multipurpose trail along the 
river. 
With the new FM diversion, is the bridge still likely to close due to flooding? A roundabout on the Fargo side is a 
good improvement even with the existing bridge. 
First point - I long for the days when the bridge was a toll bridge.  For our neighborhood that helped reduce the 
noise and traffic issues.  Even if it was .25cents to cross the bridge that would be helpful!  Second point - our 
neighborhood (we live on Oak St. down from the golf course) has lots of pedestrians walking with strollers and 
dogs...please keep the intersection at 12th and Elm safe for the pedestrians (a roundabout) there would be 
hazardous for children and adults!  As far as walking paths under the bridge - for myself (female walking with a 
small dog) it is dangerous for me to walk there with the vagrants that do drugs and camp down there.... thus, I 
walk in the residential areas to be on the safe side. Third point - moving the bridge north would involve losing the 
beautiful trees that are in that area...please keep the landscape intact.  Thank you.    
No more special assessments for a project such as this. Get state or federal funding to replace special 
assessments, or have businesses pay the local assessment. In case you forgot, the initial building of this bridge 
caused a lot of controversy. In other words, the two cities existed before this bridge did and most likely will 
continue to function without it. 
  I use this intersection 2x a day during the week.  I generally like roundabouts, but I think a mini roundabout is 
asking for crashes.  The area is just too tight for a roundabout to work with the volume of traffic during rush 
hours.  There isn't a margin for error.    Yes, traffic backs up on 12th and Elm at the end of the day, and traffic 
lights could fix that.  But the stop signs get the job done, and most people are cautious and courteous.   (2) Re 
raising a bridge that has only flooded 7 times in 16 years is not a necessary expense.  The diversion also will 
reduce the flooding occurrence. There is no reason to replace a functioning bridge.  
This is an important and overdue project. There are limited pedestrian options to cross the river, so pedestrian 
access is important. Removing the bridge from the SFHA may also lower BFE’s in the area, so that would be 
helpful. I regret the loss of open space, but the northern alignment is preferred due to likely increased traffic 
volumes.  
1. Once the diversion is completed, why is it still necessary to raise the bridge? 2. How is the city of Fargo 
planning to cover the cost? I live on 15th Avenue North, would I be in a special assessment district? Special 
assessments are already too high! 
I don’t understand why we are still working on flood mitigation.  Yes the bridge closes during a flood.  What is the 
purpose of the very expensive diversion project?  Fargo has no $$ for this.  The bridge is congested during rush 
hours which is to be expected.  A mini roundabout sounds absurd.  I love roundabouts but they don’t help a 
whole lot when congested.  Folks don’t know how they work. 
We have lived in our current North Fargo home for 46 years and use this bridge multiple times per week to visit 
my elderly mother-in-law who lives in North Moorhead as well as to shop at Walmart, and to access Hwy 75, as 
we travel to our lake home in Becker Co., MN. 
If the bridge is structurally sound and has a 30 to 40 year life span still, why does it need an update now? When 
flooding closes the access which is not even yearly, the traffic simply finds an alternate route. I do not see the 
need to impact the neighborhood and potentially increase traffic. One thing to consider is to restrict access for 
heavy vehicles to keep the bridge viable. 
Whether a new bridge is built or not, the existence of a bridge is necessary.  
Need more information about "need" for a new bridge vis-a-vis the Diversion project impact on potential 



 

flooding. 
I do remember when the BRIDGE had a toll.  WHEN discontinued Toll very Smart Idea cause helped Working 
Individuals use of DAILY.. Against the Mini Round About. Keep  much as we can for The Area.. Beautiful every 
SEASON, the way it is..    
Once the diversion is completed what is the possibility that there will be flooding at this point in the river.  Before 
replacing see what impact the diversion will have. 
With the Red River Diversion is it necessary to raise the bridge? 
Won't the diversion being built prevent this from flooding again? 
No specials. 
When the diversion is completed will this reduce or eliminate the need to replace the 12th Ave/15th Ave bridge? 
Leave it alone and replace Broadway Bridge! 
We have many needs for our public funds, and this bridge has many years of life left in it.  We have three other 
bridges through downtown with higher clearances if needed during floods.  With the diversion nearly complete, 
there may be less flooding anyway.  I'd rather use the funds for other more critical needs in Fargo-Moorhead. 
For many years, that is the bridge I have used as a runner, walker, and biker to go from fargo to moorhead. The 
route is fabulous! I would love to see consideration given to ensuring foot traffic is preserved on this new bridge. 
Thanks!  
The options for supporting a new bridge did not give my opinion. I don't think that the bridge needs to be 
replaced just to make it higher. I think the current bridge should be maintained for at least another 15-20 years 
and then be replaced. When replacing it, it should be made higher to move it out of the flood plain. 
I think update the bridge further north that was removed some years ago and not replaced  
No one has seemingly mentioned how the diversion would be affecting the recurring flooding, thus making the 
new bridge not a necessity. 
If you're going to do it, do it right so more improvements aren't necessary down the line again.  
It is important that Jack Williams is not negatively impacted by the new bridge.  The stadium needs to continue 
to function as is.  I'd like to see a safer crossing between the north parking lot and the stadium.  The players are 
usually crossing a busy street.  Also, Elm street in front of the golf course needs to be addressed.  If the 12th 
Ave. bridge is closed, then Elm is closed as well.  Both need to be addressed.  I really like the idea of a 
roundabout at the 12th ave and elm intersection.  I've been thinking that would make sense for some time now.  
Good to know others see that as an option.   
The 12th/15th Ave bridge connects residential area in both cities and should not become a higher volume 
thoroughfare.  The Main, Center and 1sr Ave. bridges and roadways have had the number of traffic lanes 
reduced and motorists are finding it slower to traverse between and across the cities.  I would prefer to see the 
cities look to increase traffic flow in the downtown corridors.  Also decisions should be made on the North 
Broadway bridge rather than another year of indecision an no action. 
When will this project likely start and how will this be funded?  
Hope structure can be prefab any other method to reduce replacement time. 
I do not feel that bridge replacement is necessary. 12th Avenue is too busy already. A new bridge further north 
on the Red River should be rebuilt before replacing this one. Too many trucks which shouldn't even be there in 
the first place (semis). 
Use whatever alignment is more cost effective.  We pay too much in taxes already.  And same with the cost of 
the bridge.  There is no point in studying it if it can't be built, waste of time and money.  Funds should be secured 
before the study is done. 1.5 million is a lot for nothing. 
Wouldn't the new red river diversion minimize flooding over the 12th Ave N bridge in the future? 
I like the roundabout idea and anything that helps keep the speed down to the speed limit. I would like to see the 
roundabout have a centerpiece on it raised within 3 feet of the edge to better mark the roadway and avoid  
drivers going over the roundabout. If drivers are in vehicles too large, such as large trucks (semi) or large pickups 



 

with trailers they should use alternate routes anyway. I am concerned about pedestrian walk way being 
maintained and would like it about where it is. Foot traffic from the ball park ín frequent and the parking lots are 
only full a few times a year. Usually around half the parking spaces are taken for most gámes. Visitor buses 
(players)  and local players can park across the street and walk to the park allowing any families and customers 
of the ball park all the parking spaces on the south parking lot. I prefer option 2 the north alignment and would 
like to see the existing roadway moved back to nature make into a bike/walking path to connect south to the 
Moorhead trail at Homestead park. If this project is done, no specials should be assessed but paid by the cities 
as a whole if the local share is required. This is cemented by the prior Moorhead and Fargo City Councils 
approving the bridge level at the current elevation when built. The actual major floodstage has not changed 
much since that time. If it was good enough then it is now as well if local share is required byt the city of 
Moorhead. No special assessments are justifiable.  
Not sure this is really needed.  I'd like to see what the opportunity cost is, what wouldn't get done if this project 
gets done.   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

Interactive Map Comments 
Label Comments 
1 Need to maintain pedestrian access 
2 Very difficult to get out of parking lots 
3 Develop floodwall to protect Jack Williams Stadium 
4 NO COMMENT 
5 Pedestrian crosswalk between parking lots can be dangerous to cross with speed and angle of 

traffic coming over the bridge. 
6 Traffic congestion during peak travel times in morning and evening makes exiting the baseball 

parking lots difficult. 
7 High pedestrian area 
8 lots of traffic going through this intersection.  High number of traffic accidents here. 
9 usually a line here of people waiting to get onto 15th heading west 
10 Traffic gets backed up from 12th and Elm St 
11 Add Floodwall to protect Jack 
12 Difficult 4 way stop with people not always being considerate drivers 
13 Increased traffic with total disregard of the stop signs.  Dangerous for athletes and families to get 

to the park safely when they need to park on the street for games 
14 Existing sidewalk is extremely narrow, and useable width is reduced by bent fences. Suggest 

MUCH wider sidewalks on both sides of bridge to accommodate pedestrians, bikes, and even 



 

fishing / bird watching (stationary use). 
15 During afternoon rush hour, congestion can stretch all the way to Broadway. Fargo needs to 

consider traffic control ALL along 12th Ave, not just the intersection of 12th and Elm. I love the 
'neighborhood feel' of N. Fargo, but let's be honest - 12th Ave. is becoming an arterial road. 

16 Concerned about pedestrian and bicycle accommodations at this busy intersection 
17 Bikers have to cross a busy road at this location with no traffic control and poor visibility (hill + 

curve). Suggest bike paths on BOTH sides of 15th Ave. 
18 With new alignment, consider paved pedestrian path under the bridge and connecting to 

Moorhead boat launch. 
19 Something other than a four way stop is needed at the intersection. 
20 We utilize the paths on a regular basis so maintaining or improving them is important. 
21 Current bike/pedestrian path is only wide enough for a single bike at a time. 
22 Additional traffic caused by the potential proposal could increase noise and safety of residence in 

that area. 
23 Additional traffic caused by the potential proposal could increase noise and safety of residence in 

that area. 
24 Potential for loss of wild life habit. 
25 Impact to the neighborhood entering and exiting dependent on how the new bridge would be set 

up. 
26 Increase in traffic increases the risk of injury to pedestrians. 
27 Cost to residence in the area. 
28 Cost to residence in the area. 
29 The citizens of the United States are just in the final stages of spending over $4 BILLION on flood 

control around the cities of Fargo Moorhead. Meanwhile, the cities have decided the Broadway 
Avenue Bridge is not necessary. I submit that raising this bridge is not necessary. A few weeks 
interruption due to flooding should be few and far between with the construction of the F-M 
Diversion Project. So this money is NOT necessary for public convenience. Plus, given the history 
of civil engineers to properly account for the soil conditions of the Red River soils, I have little 
confidence that a) the project estimated cost will be within 10% of the actual cost; and/or b) the 
project will last 100 years without significant settling problems that will encumber further costs to 
maintain such a project. 

30 Add bike lane 
31 Connect a bike lane on the bridge with the existing bike paths. Without riding through the Jack 

Williams Stadium Parking Lots 
32 provide a stop light for bike and pedestrians here that prioritizes them over cars. Like they install in 

the Netherlands and Denmark. 
33 If we're redoing this bridge, can we spare a thought for the pedestrian/bicycle lane? The current 

lane is too narrow for cyclists to pass one another, and when approaching from the west, the chain 
link blocks the view onto the bridge until you're practically on it. I've had many near misses of 
head-on collisions on this bridge, which I take via bike daily in the warmer months. 

34 with the diversion, will it be necessary to raise the bridge? 
35 would truck traffic be allowed? 
36 traffic gets backed up now.  will they be adding traffic signals? 
37 The intersection becomes congested during morning & evening commutes 
38 Seems like a fairly tight corner to navigate in slippery conditions 
39 Not necessary to add traffic lights nor roundabout.  As a citizen who has been using the bridge 

once a wk for almost 20 yrs, I feel it is unnecessary & would cause more prblms than it is worth.  



 

 
 
 
 

Winters are far too long out here, which would impede drivers being able to get thru roundabouts 
safely & the area is far too narrow to even require a roundabout.  It's not a big city, it's a small town.  
Please don't install a roundabout or traffic lights; not needed. 

40 The replacement bridge should not encourage more traffic to use the route, since the roads on the 
Fargo side are not planned nor intended to be heavy volume. 

41 Concerned about current traffic congestion 
42 long curves, straighten the road. 
43 Concern about how pedestrians cross Elm or 12th Ave at peak traffic if a traffic circle is put here. 
44 Currently this is where bridge crossers can access the multipurpose trail along the river. Where 

does this point move to the new bridge. Could steps or a ramp be included so pedestrians don't 
have to go too far west? 

45 It is currently hard to make left turns or cross 12th Ave during peak traffic. Does a traffic circle 
make the situation worse? 

46 NO COMMENT 
47 NO COMMENT 
48 I want to express concern that Moorhead does not want to be assessed for this bridge and yet they 

will benefit from it. And Fargo would end up being assessed for it? Really unfair. This should be 
paid for 50/50 by each city 

49 Same place just higher. It should Have been done First Time 
50 I don’t feel there is any need to remove forested areas just to move the bridge a few feet. it is very 

functional as is. 
51 Use this alternative so minimal disturbance to existing homeowners and to move the noise a little 

further away from residences.  Also, it straightens out some what the traffic flow! 
52 Intersection is busy enough for stop lights or roundabout 
53 Prefer this straighter route for easier winter driving 
54 Painfully obvious safety concerns, that's why the PIN is placed here. This road (6th ST N) must be 

closed if the bridge is raised 15 to 20 feet. It will be 3 to 8 feet below grade and will intersect next 
to the bridge deck. Very unsafe. The increased cut-through traffic will negatively affect the 
residential neighborhoods. 

55 If this side street is allowed to be connected to the bridge deck at the raised elevation it will be 
difficult to take a left turn across traffic to travel west into Fargo. It is already a cluster at morning 
and evening rush hour. Force the cut-through traffic to stay on the arterial and collector roads, 
where state aid can pay for the repairs. Keep them off the residential streets. 

56 There is no reason to keep this side street open. There are no utilities located underneath it, and 
there are already two pathways in and out of this adjacent residential neighborhood. 

57 The crossing at this point can be dangerous for players and fans when they park in the north lot.  
Assuming the bridge will be raised up, can a walkway beneath the road be created?  Not sure what 
the elevation is at this point with the proposed bridge. 

58 This project should only be considered if it enhances Jack Williams.  Anything taking away from the 
stadium needs a veto. 

59 This needs to be addressed.  Very busy.  I like the roundabout idea.  Would allow for nice traffic 
flow. 



 

Email, mail, written comments 
Jeremy McLaughlin---Either Stop and Go lights or a roundabout is needed at 12th Ave and Elm street. Elm 
street north needs an upgrade too so it doesn't flood so often. A large number of cars use that street to 
multiple places in north Fargo.---Del Sanders 
Part 1: Here is input on the bridge project: Funding - EZ Pass toll would be most fair to fund by the users to 
cover construction loans and ongoing maintenance.  It could also address the current illegal truck use by 
recording vehicles and weights for assessment/fines if commercial traffic continues to be restricted, or if 
plans for trucks will help assess more fair user fees with higher tolls based on weight/axles.  Minnesota is a 
member of EZ Pass - I have a transponder - and would be easy for ND to join. Traffic counts are up 
dramatically, and when the toll was removed, Engineering said they would develop a more efficient route to 
downtown which did not happen, so if downtown and NDSU are primary destinations, perhaps move the 
bridge slightly South and develop a more direct traffic route to downtown, or move slightly North and 
develop a more direct route to NDSU via 14th Ave.  Both options would allow the current bridge to remain 
usable during construction. If route continues to be 12th Ave in Fargo, improvements need to be made for 
pedestrians/crosswalks.  Several close calls, and many drivers use rolling stops.  The bike lane should be 
removed and parking put back like it was before the bike lane since ample parking is impacted by winter no 
parking rules.   
Part 2: Parking on 12th Ave may also help slow speeding traffic.  The current bike lane is unsafe, and rarely 
used since bikes are not preferred on congested streets.  There should be a separate bike/pedestrian 
crossing, or perhaps keep the 12 Ave Bridge for that purpose, move the car route North/South, and make 
improvements to 12th Ave for increased bike and pedestrian traffic. The increased traffic has also increased 
noise, pollution, and dirt/dust affecting homeowners along 12th Ave, primarily caused by the start and stop 
of cars every block for stop signs with impatient drivers showing their frustration by racing to the next stop.  
Consideration should be made to improve traffic flow.  There is a new school being constructed one block 
from 12th Avenue, so safety and environmental concerns need to be seriously considered in any plan. Sorry 
I could not attend the meetings due to my work schedule, and I appreciate the opportunity to provide input.  
I could go on and on, but will end with just these comments.  I would be happy to elaborate further if desired 
- just let me know. Jeff Koppenhaver 
I like it. Prefer the stop light, no mini roundabout. Thank you for engaging with us.  
Too much traffic in the morning from MN and evening from ND (12th Ave and Elm St) to support a 
roundabout. 4-way stop isn't the best situation either. Traffic backs up for several blocks especially on 12th 
(NDSU) also on Alem (VA). Difficult for residents to get out of driveways on to the street. Put the toll back. 
How are you paying for this? No Specials! 
Roundabout in Fargo seems it could be dangerous to pedestrians near the ball diamond. Bridge is a good 
idea. Need speed control on Moorhead side.  
I think this project is totally unnecessary. I'm sure there are many more worthwhile projects to pursue.  
I attended the meeting Tuesday and appreciate the attempt at public input and feedback. It was 
unfortunate that the City of Fargo didn’t have representation in attendance to hear neighborhood 
concerns. I have a home on 12th Avenue in North Fargo. While I fully understand that it is a through 
street, I have significant concerns about the bridge project and corridor in general. Traffic volumes 
are up significantly in the past 10 years and will likely continue to grow. Traffic backs up for blocks 
at multiple times on weekdays. I ask to know the traffic management plan.  We have elementary 
kids crossing 12th Avenue and there is limited access to safe crossings. The school district is 
building a new, much larger school on the Horace Mann site that will undoubtedly increase the 
number of student crossings AND increase the number of busses and cars using 12th Avenue to 
access the school – the attendance area will extend to the Roosevelt and Madison neighborhoods; 
necessitating much more traffic.  This is an issue that didn’t seem to be on anyone’s radar at the 



 

meeting. 12th avenue is currently not a truck route. Enforcement seems minimal and there is 
regularly tractor-trailer truck traffic (jake-braking!) on the avenue, especially on weekends. There is 
no destination off 12th avenue that requires truck traffic, but they drive through. I am hopeful that 
12th avenue continues to NOT be a truck route. Might I suggest traffic cameras at the bridge 
crossing to monitor and enforce truck traffic? Routing truck traffic from the industrial park in North 
Fargo through a residential neighborhood seems like a plan for tragic outcomes and air quality 
issues. Regarding the eventual funding of the construction of this bridge there was no answer. I do 
not think it is acceptable to make the residents of the neighborhood pay for this bridge – I most 
certainly do not benefit from its construction nor improvements to avoid flood closures. These will 
only exacerbate the problems we currently experience. It does not seem that the city has any plan 
to mediate the negative effects on the neighborhood of the increased traffic in the corridor. The 
excessive speeds, noise, and air quality should be issues that the city tackles before making 
improvements to the bridge. 
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Jeremy McLaughlin---Either Stop and Go lights or a roundabout is needed at 12th Ave and Elm 
street. Elm street north needs an upgrade too so it doesn't flood so often. A large number of cars 
use that street to multiple places in north Fargo.---Del Sanders 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

Here is input on the bridge project: 
 
Funding - EZ Pass toll would be most fair to fund by the users to cover construction loans and 
ongoing maintenance.  It could also address the current illegal truck use by recording vehicles and 
weights for assessment/fines if commercial traffic continues to be restricted, or if plans for trucks 
will help assess more fair user fees with higher tolls based on weight/axles.  Minnesota is a member 
of EZ Pass - I have a transponder - and would be easy for ND to join. 
 
Traffic counts are up dramatically, and when the toll was removed, Engineering said they would 
develop a more efficient route to downtown which did not happen, so if downtown and NDSU are 
primary destinations, perhaps move the bridge slightly South and develop a more direct traffic route 
to downtown, or move slightly North and develop a more direct route to NDSU via 14th Ave.  Both 
options would allow the current bridge to remain usable during construction 
 
If route continues to be 12th Ave in Fargo, improvements need to be made for 
pedestrians/crosswalks.  Several close calls, and many drivers use rolling stops.  The bike lane should 
be removed and parking put back like it was before the bike lane since ample parking is impacted by 
winter no parking rules.  Parking on 12th Ave may also help slow speeding traffic.  The current bike 
lane is unsafe, and rarely used since bikes are not preferred on congested streets.  There should be a 
separate bike/pedestrian crossing, or perhaps keep the 12 Ave Bridge for that purpose, move the 
car route North/South, and make improvements to 12th Ave for increased bike and pedestrian 
traffic. 
 
The increased traffic has also increased noise, pollution, and dirt/dust affecting homeowners along 
12th Ave, primarily caused by the start and stop of cars every block for stop signs with impatient 
drivers showing their frustration by racing to the next stop.  Consideration should be made to 
improve traffic flow.  There is a new school being constructed one block from 12th Avenue, so safety 
and environmental concerns need to be seriously considered in any plan. 
 
Sorry I could not attend the meetings due to my work schedule, and I appreciate the opportunity to 
provide input.  I could go on and on, but will end with just these comments.  I would be happy to 
elaborate further if desired - just let me know. 
 
Thanks, 
 
Jeff Koppenhaver 
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Slide 1 
Welcome to the presentation for the Red River bridge replacement project.  This presentation is 
part of the public input meetings that will be held to gather input and preferences for the project. 
 
Slide 2 
My name is Jeremy McLaughlin and I’m the project manager for this project and with Houston 
Engineering.  We are the prime consultant on this project and with me is Adam Ruud who is the 
Assistant PM and Design Lead.  As part of our team here today, KLJ is leading the environmental and 
public input phase of this project and they are represented by Scott Middaugh and Jamie Olson.  You 
will be hearing from them in just a bit.  
 
Because this is a project that crosses the state border, we have multiple partners on the public side 
of the project.  The lead agency is the City of Fargo with partners including the City of Moorhead, 
FHWA, Metrocog, MnDot, and NDDOT, as well as a few others.  We will discuss the interaction 
between the agencies as we progress through the presentation.   
 
Slide 3 
Overall location map of the project that we are here to talk about today.  The project extends over 
the Red River from 12th Ave. N in Fargo to 15th Ave. N in Moorhead.  The project limits are essentially 
from the West side of Elm St in ND to roughly 9th St. N in Moorhead.   
 
Slide 4 
So why are we here today?   
Within the Fargo-Moorhead metropolitan area, there are only seven Red River crossings. The 
current 12th Avenue North bridge is currently in satisfactory structural condition. However, the 
existing bridge elevation is within the 100-year FEMA floodplain and has been closed seven times for 
a duration of up to 6 weeks each time during the last 16 years. Closures of the bridge due to 
flooding have occurred in both the spring and summer months. When the bridge closes, up to 
10,000 vehicles per day must be detoured through downtown Fargo and Moorhead to either the 1st 
Avenue North, NP Avenue, or Main Avenue crossings, an approximate 3-mile detour. This detour 
must also be utilized by the first responders and emergency service vehicles of the Red River 
Regional Dispatch Center, a joint venture of first responders that serve both Fargo and Moorhead. 
This detour greatly reduces the efficiency and effectiveness of the shared first responder network, 
including ambulance service.  
 
Slide 5 
The 2024 City of Fargo Transportation Plan identified the replacement of the 12th Avenue North 
bridge as a Street Priority Project. The primary goal as stated in the Plan would be to raise the bridge 
over the future 100-year floodplain when the Fargo-Moorhead Area Diversion Project is completed. 
Additionally, the City of Fargo Go2030 Comprehensive Plan identified transportation linkage 
initiatives across the Red River. The Fargo-Moorhead Metropolitan Council of Governments (Metro 
COG) has included the project in its Fargo-Moorhead Metropolitan Transportation Plan.  In addition 
to the bridge frequently flooding, shown in the  graphic to the bottom left and the photos on the 
right, there is very little room for pedestrians and bicyclists to cross the bridge.  In addition, the 
existing pavement is in poor condition and the functionality of the Elm St./2nd St. Intersection is 
poor, which we will cover in more detail in a few minutes.  
Slide 6 



 

The City of Fargo was able to secure a RAISE grant (which has now been renamed as a BUILD grant, 
for the preliminary work on this project.  A RAISE grant is a federal grant that assists local entities 
with transportation and infrastructure projects that improve upon the safety, environmental 
sustainability, mobility, and economic competitiveness of a site.   
 
The grant covers the environmental and engineering work to get this project to final plans ready for 
bidding.  The work that is included as part of this process includes completing the environmental 
document required for federal projects, as well as a comprehensive traffic study and public 
outreach, which we are doing here today.  In addition, significant engineering efforts will be 
completed, including geotechnical, hydrologic, structural, and roadway engineering.  Preliminary 
and final plan preparation will also be included.   
 
While the grant covers the work to get to final plans, it does not cover the construction of the 
project.  The City is looking and will evaluate several options, including additional grants, federal, or 
state funding, depending on what is available.   
 
Final plans are anticipated to be completed in January of 2027 with the assumption that the project 
could be constructed any time after that date, once the funding has been secured.   
 
Slide 7 
Because it is anticipated that this project will utilize some sort of federal funding, we have to obtain 
the necessary environmental clearances. For this project we are completing a categorical exclusion, 
or CATEX for short. This document will outline the alternatives being evaluated along with all 
environmental impacts associated with each alternative. The CATEX will ultimately be approved by 
the Federal Highway Administration. 
 
The CATEX requires specific coordination and surveys to be completed. 
 
Solicitation of Views letters were sent out in May of this year to various agencies and advisory 
groups informing them of the project. Reponses from those letters will be included in the CATEX. 
Aquatic Resources or wetlands have been surveyed and delineated. Impacts to the wetlands will be 
quantified in the CATEX. 
 
Cultural surveys are underway to determine if any cultural artifacts are present with the project 
area. 
 
Noise measurements have been collected. A noise analysis will be completed to estimate if the 
proposed project significantly increases noise levels within the area. 
 
Any impacts to Section 4f and 6f properties will be evaluated. These are properties that are 
protected under Federal Highway Administration Guidelines. 
 
Slide 8 
Section 4f properties are those that are publicly owned properties that are historic or used for public 
recreation. Impacts to 4f properties must be coordinated through the owner of the property to 
ensure that if any impacts occur, the property will not be adversely affected. 
 



 

Section 6f properties are properties that have used Land and Water Conservation funds to improve 
the property. Impacts to these properties have to be coordinated with the National Park Service. 
With both 4f and 6f properties, it is the intent to first avoid impacts, if impacts are unavoidable, we 
will then minimize the impacts. If necessary, impacts will be mitigated based on guidelines and 
owner requirements. 
 
Trefoil Park on the north side of 12th Avenue is protected under Section 4f. Jack Williams Stadium 
and Mickelson Field on the south side of 12th Avenue is protected under Section 4f and Section 6f. 
Our team has and will continue to coordinate with the Park District to discuss any impacts. 
 
Slide 9 
Most projects involving bridge replacements over the Red River include both NDDOT and MnDot 
involvement from the beginning, with one of the DOT’s leading the process.  Because the Federal 
Grant was awarded directly to the City of Fargo, the City and FHWA are leading the process which is 
pretty unique.  As we discussed earlier, at this time, no construction funding has been allocated for 
the project, so we need to be sure we meet both DOT and City standards just in case State or 
Federal Funding is used for the construction phase of the project.  This involves working with both 
the Cities and DOTs from each side of the river to ensure we are complying with the standards 
employed by each agency.   
There are some very unique challenges in this corridor.  Just a few to mention, starting at the west 
end: 
• Elm Street intersection.  The project will evaluate traffic control alternatives to improve the 

efficiency of the intersection. We will talk more about that intersection in just a few minutes.   
• Mikkelson park and Jack Williams Stadium– With the proximity to Mikkelson park and the 

stadium, trying to minimize permanent and temporary impacts will be a focus of the project.  
The design will evaluate alternatives including shifting the alignment and utilizing measures to 
minimize grading and impacts on these important section (4(f) and 6(f) public properties 
properties.  While all impacts may not be avoidable, we will work closely with the parks 
department to provide proper detours and notifications to best navigate the construction of the 
project while minimizing disruptions.   

• Pedestrian Connectivity – we understand that the narrow path on the bridge provides very little 
room for pedestrians and bicyclists to pass when meeting on the bridge. By replacing the bridge, 
we can signficanlty enhance the on site pedestrian facilities.   

• Geotechnical – There are extremely difficult conditions along the Red River which presents 
difficulties constructing embankments.  Soil borings, along with a detailed geotechnical analysis, 
are being completed to help mitigate risk from moving slopes or bank failure.   

• We will also evaluate two options for the alignment, one very close to the existing roadway and 
a 2nd with the roadway being moved to the north.  We will evaluate these two alignments for 
associated impacts and costs while still satisfying the project goals.  Preliminary layouts 
incorporating our initial approach to mitigating these challenges can be found in the additional 
documents on the project website.  
 

Slide 10 
This slide shows a more detailed view of the area immediate east of Elm St.  In the figure in the 
upper left of the slide, the blue hatching represents traditional grading with slopes and the 
significant impact that it would have to the park property.  In order to minimize the impacts we are 
looking at utilizing retaining walls allowing us to raise the crossing without impacting the adjacent 



 

park land.  We have been meeting with the Parks Department already, both locally and at the state 
level, to work through temporary and permanent impacts.   
 
We will also have to pay very close attention to driveway locations and coordination with traffic 
patterns, both during construction and post-construction.   
 
The rendering on the right shows what the typical section could look like through this area.  This is 
just one option but gives a general idea of utilizing retaining walls to help minimize the impacts to 
parking and specifically to (6(f) and 4(f) properties.  The top of the image would represent looking 
east towards the Red River 
 
Slide 11 
Potential improvements at the intersection of 12th Avenue N and Elm Street N are being evaluated 
as part of the project to determine possible solutions to improve efficiency at the intersection into 
the future.  
 
Level of service (LOS) is a metric used to define intersection performance.  Level of service is similar 
to a report card, with LOS A representing good performance and LOS F representing unacceptable 
performance. 
 
Today the all-way stop control  at the intersection operates well in the AM peak hour.  However, 
during the PM peak hour, the intersection starts to experience delays in the eastbound and 
southbound directions.  This delay is a result of traffic heading from Fargo back into Moorhead and 
the VA Hospital shift change.   
 
The figure at the bottom of the slide provides the level of service (LOS) for the future 2050 PM peak 
hour.  Similar to today’s conditions, the PM peak hour will experience worse traffic conditions 
compared to the AM peak hour.   
 
The numbers shown within each triangle represents the anticipated average delay in seconds within 
each approach direction and the numbers within the center circle represent the anticipate average 
delay of the intersection overall.  These numbers are used to determine the level of service as 
indicated by the coloring matching the legend at the bottom of the slide.  For instance the mini 
roundabout westbound approach is anticipated to experience an average delay of 6 seconds which 
would result in a level of service A.   
 
For the environmental document, the no build alternative must be carried forward as a possible 
option.  For the build alternatives, both the mini-roundabout and traffic signal control alternatives 
are anticipated to provide the least delay.  
 
Slide 12 
There are several advantages and disadvantages when comparing mini-roundabouts and traffic 
signals. 
 
Mini roundabouts improve safety by reducing fatal and serious injuries, as well as require fewer full 
stops for approaching traffic.  Utilizing a mini roundabout can also improve pedestrian and bike 
accessibility through shorter crossing distances.  They also provide an efficient use of space 



 

minimizing potential right of way impacts compared to traditional single lane roundabouts and 
some signal systems. 
 
Some of the disadvantages of a mini roundabout include turning movements of trucks and trailers.  
They also can present challenges for winter snow removal and a learning curve for drivers, but 
overall no challenges that can’t be over come. 
 
For traffic signals, they generally are more familiar and predictable for drivers in this area and can 
handle a higher volume of traffic.  However, they also require increased long term maintenance 
costs, require additional left turn lanes and increase the likelihood of serious accidents. 
 
Slide 13 
So what is a mini roundabout?  The mental image most folks think of when they hear roundabout is 
a traditional single or multi lane roundabout which many of us have driven, such as the ones at the 
intersection of Main Ave and 2nd St or 12th Ave N and 9th St W.  Mini roundabouts contain many of 
the same features compacted into a smaller footprint to better fit developed areas with less truck 
traffic.  Overall compared to a standard single lane roundabout a mini roundabout provides the 
similar safety benefits in a smaller footprint, with lower construction costs.  They also utilize a 
mountable center island.  This is to allow truck traffic to cross over the center island to complete 
their turns.  They are also faster and less disruptive build and generally have less overall impacts. 
 
The figure in the upper left is a representation only from the mini-roundabouts frequently asked 
questions manual showing a general comparison of the footprint of a mini roundabout shown in the 
orange/red color, to a single lane roundabout shown in green and a traditional intersection shown in 
blue.  Note this is a general location from somewhere outside the region so the typical intersection 
right of way shown is not representative of this intersection.  As you can see the mini roundabout 
greatly reduces the footprint and is very similar to a traditional intersection. 
 
The figure in the upper right is a view of the preliminary concept we have developed for the Elm St 
and 12th Ave N intersection.  The magenta lines represent the existing right of way limits.  Based on 
the current layout, if this option is selected we anticipate it will have minimal to no impact on the 
adjacent properties with the mini roundabout fitting within the footprint of the existing sidewalks. 
The figure at the bottom of the slide is an example of a mini roundabout that was recently 
constructed in Grand Forks.  In the image you can see an example of a mountable center island and 
approach splitter islands.  Some enhancements that could be considered would to utilize different 
coloring for the center island to delineate from the normal drive lane and installing yellow reflective 
striping around the island. 
 
Slide 14 
Coming up with the new bridge length, elevations, and associated roadway alignment is a complex 
combination of balancing the geotechnical engineering, the hydraulic analysis and the structural 
design of the bridge.  The Red River has very poor soils so as mentioned previously, our geotechnical 
subconsultant, Braun Intertec is assisting with comprehensive modeling to provide slope 
recommendations to help mitigate potential movement of the soils.  Based on those 
recommendations, we set a preliminary bridge length and then run the hydraulic analysis of the 
structure.  We will be analyzing the new structure geometry to ensure no impacts to the Post-
Diversion 100 year stage, which is river stage 37.  Our plan is to set the low member of the bridge 
(bottom of the beam) 1’ above this elevation.   



 

Once we have confirmed that the new structure will work geotechnically and hydraulically, we will 
determine the bridge span lengths, type of piers/abutments, and also the girder type (concrete or 
steel).  Those decisions are being worked through currently and will be presented as part of the 
Decision Document presented to the City Commission in the coming months.   
 
Slide 15 
We have looked at a very rough layout of a possible bridge length.  You can see in the graphic the 
light blue area is the survey of the existing bridge.  The pink area above that is what we are 
envisioning for a new structure.  With this you can get an idea of the amount of the grade raise 
required to accommodate elevating the bridge above the 100 year post diversion flood level.  We 
are estimating that grade raise to be just under 20’ above the low point of the existing bridge.   
 
Slide 16 
The reason the top bridge is in pink is that the City has placed pink ribbons at the site to give an idea 
of how high the new bridge will be.  The ribbon on the light pole on the right side of the picture is 
set at the elevation of the top of the new bridgeAs you can see, it’s roughly ¾ of the way up the 
existng light pole. .  Keep in mind this elevation will occur further east over the river, not at the 
location of the existing light pole.   In addition, another pink ribbon was placed on the light pole just 
to the west.  This ribbon indicates the elevation of the new road at this location.  By looking at both 
ribbons in the picture, you can get an idea of how quickly the grade will increase as you cross the 
river.   
 
Slide 17 
This is the overall schedule for the project.   We have completed some of the preliminary design 
required and are currently working through the alternatives.  The decision document, which will 
include two alternatives, will be presented to the City in December.  Once a preferred alternative is 
chosen, the environmental document will be completed and should be finalized in the spring of 
2026.  From there, final design of the project will be worked on with plans anticipated for 
completion in January of 2027.   
 
Slide 18 
The presentation you have heard tonight is posted on the City of Fargo’s website at 
FargoStreets.com under the future projects link. On that website, you will also find some 
background information about the project and links to an interactive map and project survey. You 
can also sign up to be informed about any future updates regarding the project. 
If attending the input meetings in person, we have comment cards available for you to leave 
comments, or you can take them with you and mail them back to us at the address shown. You can 
also email us comments at 12thAveBridge@kljeng.com. Comments will be accepted until October 
3rd. 
 
Slide 19 
Thank you for attending todays presentation.  Please continue to track progress on the project 
through the project website and provide any input you may have.  Have a great day. 
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	A. Project Information
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	Date and Time:    September 16, 2025 from 5-7 pm
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	City, State:   Moorhead, MN
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	Meetings were promoted with a newspaper advertisement, press release and social media. The newspaper ad appeared in the Fargo Forum on August 27 and in the FM Extra on August 28. Affidavits of publication are included in Appendix A.
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	Number of Attendees:
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	During the in-person meetings, three (3) written comments were received. One additional comment card was mailed following the meeting.
	Two (2) comments were emailed to the project team at 12thAveBridge@kljeng.com
	On the project website, 221 surveys were completed and 29 comments were collected on the interactive map.
	A summary of comments heard/collected during the public meetings and collected online are summarized below. All comments can be found in Appendix F.
	Table 1 – Summary of Comments/Responses
	Responses to key survey questions provided additional insights into public perceptions about the project. Key questions and answers are below. All survey questions and responses can be found in Appendix F.
	 68% of survey respondents indicated they are somewhat to very impacted when the bridge closes.
	 87% of respondents said that maintaining pedestrian facilities across and below the new bridge are very important to somewhat important.
	 61% of respondents said they support the construction of a new bridge.
	 The biggest concern among survey respondents was the cost of the new bridge and how it will be funded.
	 62.5% of respondents indicated an improvement is needed at the intersection of 12th Ave/Elm Street in Fargo with 37.5% preference for a mini-roundabout, and a 25% preference for a traffic signal. 37.4% said no improvement is needed.
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	The top areas of concern for people are summarized below:
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	 Preservation of Jack Williams Stadium. Many people wanted to ensure that the stadium would not be impacted by the construction of a new bridge.
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