
Macalester-Groveland Community 
Council Transportation Committee MINUTES

 January 26, 2026 

ATTENDEES, MEMBERS:  Hugo Bruggeman (chair), Lynn Ihlenfeldt (secretary), Tom Alf, Katherine Cairns, Mimi 
Gingold, Ann Hartell, Ginny Housum, John Kingrey, Spencer Ludtke, Brian Martinson, Tom Moss, Dave Pasiuk, 
Regina Purins, and Laura Wallace (staI). 

ATTENDEES, GUESTS:   Trevor Vernon, Sean Kershaw (Director, Public Works), Steve Dodge (Division Manager, 
Street Engineering Construction), Nick Peterson (City Engineer), Reuben Collins (Transportation Planning 
Manager), Brian Graveline (Civil Engineer) 

I. Welcome and Introductions

II. Additions or deletions to the agenda.   No additions or changes were made to the agenda.

III. Approval of November minutes.   Ginny moved the approval of the minutes, which was seconded by John,
Regina and Ann.  As modified the minutes were approved with 9 aye votes and 1 abstention.

IV. Discussion with Public Works Staff on Grand Ave.
The committee began the review of the Grand Avenue reconstruction by appreciating the city's significant
improvements. They highlighted three deviations from MGCC’s 2022 endorsement: the sidewalk in front of
businesses remains 6 feet wide instead of the planned 8 feet, raised crosswalks appear to lack sufficient slope to
reduce speeds, and the rounded curb radii reduce the effectiveness of curb extensions.

City Response 
• Staff acknowledged the importance of community engagement and expressed regret if expectations were
not met.
• Steve Dodge and Reuben Collins explained the challenges of the 8-foot width, including ADA
compliance, varying building entrance heights, and the integration of trees and lighting while maintaining
pedestrian access.
• The staff discussed constraints around speed table design on state aid roads, noting compliance with
state funding requirements is crucial due to legal and financial implications. Although speed humps can
be utilized on non-state aid roads, the city aims to seek more flexibility in state requirements. The City is
seeking to modify the policy, rules and requirements on state-aid roads.  These modifications would then
give the city more flexibility in re-building these roads.  It should be noted the city could have requested a
waiver on the slope constraints.
• Staff emphasized that St. Paul's approach to <20-foot curb radii is more progressive than that of other
Minnesota cities, noting that the 25-foot radii on Grand Ave accommodate larger vehicles like trucks. It
was not clear why the decision was made to go 25 foot on most if not all intersections Nick clarified that
the turning radii are not designed for turning speed-only, also for whether the size of vehicle fits in the
turning area.

Community Questions 
• When the state aid road status was known by the city, why weren't the constraints due to state aid roads
shared during the 2022 engagement period?
• None of the corners appear to have 20-foot radii.  When will the city adopt the progressive practices
outlined in the 2016 street design manual on street corners where access of large vehicles is prohibited, or
only allowed by exception?
• Future sections of Grand should revisit MGCC’s 2022 endorsement of city-designed options.

Next Steps 
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• City staff will review current pedestrian signage at Macalester campus crossings and at 
Cambridge/Grand intersections in consultation with the traffic engineer. They will evaluate  
1) additional signage for yielding to pedestrians at raised crossings, and  
2) additional sightline/parking restrictions to improve pedestrian safety for crossing Cambridge and 

pedestrians’ visibility of right turning vehicles. 
Additionally, city staff will reassess Grand Avenue's built conditions (sidewalk widths, boulevard slopes, 
and curb radii) with the traffic engineer, consider community feedback, and determine any necessary 
adjustments or recommendations before following up with the committee. 

 
Slides are attached. 
 
V.  Randolph Heights Elementary School.   The working group met and evaluated the issue of parents picking up 
children outside of designated zones.  Katherine provided an update on the Randolph Elementary School 
pedestrian safety situation, presenting photos and data on the current challenges and outlining next steps for 
addressing safety concerns. 
 
VI. Review of Old Business.         
Spencer provided an update on the Rethinking I-94 project, noting that the public comment period runs from 
January 6th to March 9th, with an online meeting scheduled for February 4th to gather input on environmental 
assessment and scoping documents. 
 
John announced that the University of St. Thomas will open discussions on their conditional use permit this spring 
and summer, which may involve parking and retail additions, prompting community councils to hold hearings on 
the matter. 

VII.   Announcement: Capital Improvement Budget 2026: Community Proposals 
 Brief introduction by Hugo, and a description of a proposal he intends to submit, as an example. 
Deadline for submissions is Friday, February 20th.  
 
The meeting was adjourned. 
 



Reviewing 
Engagement 
to Rebuild 
Grand Avenue  

January 26, 2026



Overview of the Engagement
1. Treatments Endorsed by MGCC Board in 2022  

1.1.Narrowed lanes; widened boulevard & pedestrian zones 

1.2.Made intersections ADA/PROWAG compliant 

1.3.Enhance shared use of the street:

• Curb extensions on all intersections

• Pedestrian refuge island on Cambridge* 

• Raised crosswalks between Macalester and Snelling*


2. Treatments Receiving Engagement in 2025  
2.1.Installed new bike racks

2.2.Planted new trees


3. Treatments Not Part of the Engagement  
3.1.Replaced parking zone signs

3.2.Installed new traffic light at Grand and Fairview 

3.3.Replaced bus stop facilities

3.4.Altered outlets and architectural elements for decorations 



2022 MGCC Endorsed Treatments
1. Treatments Aligned With Board Endorsement  

1.1.Narrowed lanes and shortened crosswalks

1.2.Widened boulevard zones

1.3.Curb Extensions (bump outs) on all intersections

1.4.Pedestrian refuge island on Cambridge

1.5.Raised crosswalks between Macalester and Snelling 



2022 MGCC Endorsed Treatments
2. Treatments Diverging From Endorsement   

2.1.Pedestrian zone in front of businesses was not widened

2.2.Raised crosswalks appear to lack sufficient slope to reduce speeds

2.3.Curb Radii of 25 feet appear to deviate from best practice



Sidewalk in Front of Businesses
• Sidewalk poured as six feet wide 

pedestrian travel zone 
• Contrary to planned 8 feet width 

• Sidewalk zoned poured flush 
against the buildings  
• Rendering more than a foot of the 

space unusable due to doorways, 
decorations and utilities 


• What are the guidelines for 
sidewalks next to building fronts? 

Blue line: 6 feet wide pedestrian zone



Boulevard in Front of Businesses
• Poured as ten feet wide zone 

• Contrary to planned 8 feet width  

• Poured with variable slope 
• At some places the slope is steep and 

unfit for outdoor seating


• Used for: 
• Outdoor seating 
• Trees and tree boxes 
• Bike racks

• Signs

Blue line: 10 feet wide boulevard zone



Slopes of Raised Crosswalks
• Raised crosswalks appear to lack 

sufficient slope to reduce speeds  
• Particularly for approach slopes in the 

westbound lane  

• What are the slope requirements 
for raised crosswalks?  


• Do these distinguish between 
stop sign and mid block 
crosswalk specifications?  

Raised crossing at a stop sign in Mnpls

Blue square: nearly flat approach slope



Curb Radii of 25 feet
• Deviate from St. Paul’s Street 

Design Manual best practices  
• Exceed maximum of 20 feet 

• Weaken curb extension benefits   
• Failing to slow vehicle speeds

• Reducing pedestrian safety zones

• Limiting driver visibility of pedestrians

• Compromise street crossing distances 


• Are 25 feet turning radii consistent 
with City-wide lower speed limits?

Blue curve: curb with a 25 feet radius

Curb radius <20 feet



Future work on Grand Ave
3. Consider aligning work with 2022 MGCC endorsements:   

3.1.Widen pedestrian travel zone and separate from building fronts 

3.1.1. Plan outdoor seating and product display against building fronts


3.2.Develop slope requirements for raised crossings

3.3.Adopt standard curb Radii of <20 feet

3.1 3.2 3.3



4. Ways to reference community priorities and 
recommendations throughout full project cycle 

5. Ways to expand engagement to include placemaking and 
curb side management

Related topics for another day


	January 2026 MGCC transportation minutes.pdf
	January 2026 Tnx deck.pdf



