














































An update was given on the funding situation for the Great River Road 
projects for fiscal year 1982. A briefing of the current funding l1mit­
ation due to the program's inclusion under the D.0.T.'s ceiling on federal 
spending was described in a handout which identified funds obligated, pro­
posed and possible obligations for this year. It was explained that due 
to inclusion in D.O.T.'s budget both the State Aid Director and the Highway 
Programming Coordinating Committee (HPCC) have to approve any projects that 
come within their ceiling. 

Tim Edman was called upon to present the National Report. He stressed 
that the future of the Commission was dependent on Congressional action 
and Congress would be starting at the beginn~ng. 

It is essential that we begin looking at alternative concepts for funding 
and action. 

The Minnesota delegation is well represented on the various national com­
mittees: 

Historical - George Vogel 
Environmental - Ed Fairbanks 
Technical - Andy Golfis 

The Promotional Committee is working hard on a slide show and new maps. 

The annual meeting will be held in West Memphis, Arkansas, September 18 -
21. 

It is possible that three members of our delegation could have all or part 
of their expenses paid by the National Committee for the annual meeting. 
Tim Edman will look into exact amounts. 

Senator Bernhagen requested that Tim and Linda look into state transpor­
tation for the annual meeting, specifically a D.O.T. plane. Also, the 
cost of per diem and lodging should be calculated and a budget set up. 

52nator Bernhagen also requested that a two day budget be put together 
for a possible northern Minnesota meeting in the spring. 

With no other business coming before the Commission, a motion was made 
to adjourn. 

The meeting adjourned at 3:45 P.M. 
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MISSISSIPPI RIVER PARKWAY COMMISSION· OF MINNESOTA_:_ 

September 20, 1982 

West Memphis Arkansas 

MINUTES 

The meeting was called to order at 8:00 a.m. on Monday·; September 20, 
1982, by Minnesota MRPC Chainnan John Bernhagen. In addition to Mr. Bern­
hagen, the foll owing MRPC members were present: Vi.c Jude, George Vogel, Ed 
Fair6anks, Warran Stowell, and Assistant Secretary John Edman. Also present 
were Andy Golfis, Minnesota DOT; Jerry Enright, National MRPC Staff; and Ray 
Lappegaard, Shiely Company. 

Mr. Bernhagen reminded Commission members that the Minnesota MRPC Budget 
contains only $3,700 for expenses at the annual meeting. To provide full reim­
bursement for Minnesota MRPC members attending the annual convention, Mr. Bern­
hagen asked for clarification that the air fare and registration fees for Mr. 
Jude and Mr. Vogel be paid from the National MRPC budget. Mr. Edman responded 
that he had discussed this matter with MRPC Pilot Porter Young, who had agreed 
if necessary to reimburse Mr. Vogel and Mr. Jude, National MRPC officers, for 
at least part of their convention expenses. 

Mr. Golfis discussed the need for the Minnesota MRPC to approve the desig­
nated Great River Road route between Brainerd and Aitkin. Mr. Golfis commented 
that the route between the Junction of CSAH 1 and CSAH 21 five miles north of 
Aitken to the Junction of TH 210 and East River Road in the City of Brainerd 
has the most support of any of the alternate · route alternatives. He also 
mentioned that the route has received support from Aitken, Crosby, 
Grainerd, Deerwood, Crow Wing County and Aitken County. A quorum was not 
present, but all members approved a resolution , (see attached) to approve the 
designation of the Great River Road between Brainerd and Aitken. Mr. Bernhagen 
asked each member to sign this resolution attesting to their support and that 
others be allowed to consider this resolution by mail. 

Mr. Golfis presented members the Great River Road Route Selection and 
Development Guide for Segment 2A from the Itasca County Line to Ball Club 
Lake. It was noted that this route selection and development guide provides 
information concerning potential development for a 46-mile portion of the Great 
River Road in Northern Minnesota. Mr. Golfis commented that the purpose of 
this Guide is to provide a comprehensive framework to divide Great River Road 
development. 

Mr. Golfis also presented Minnesota MRPC members with the Great River 
Road Site Design Guide, prepared by the Offices of Environmental Services 

-of the Minnesota DOT. It was explained that the purpose of this design 
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guide was to establish basic guidelines to assist local and state agencies 
and other professionals involved in the design, construction and maintenance 
of support facilities along the Great River Road. Mr. Golfis stated that 
the guidelines provided in the guide should be used by those agencies and indi­
viduals to maintain a desired level of continuity and consistency in site 
deve 1 opment. 

Mr. Lappegaard .reported to the Minnesota MRPC that he is a member of 
the Great River Road Citizen's Advisory· Corrmittee in Minneapolis, and provided 
the Minneapoli.s Parks Board with a minority report oppos.ing the designati.on of 
the Great River Road along Central Minneapolis Riverfront. Mr. Lappegaard 
stated that the creation of a parkway for automobile drivers along the Minnea­
plis riverfront i~ unsuita5le as a use of scarce land area where pedestrian 
orientation fs the only appropriate use and the Great River Road should 
instead be routed along Washington Avenue in Minneapolis. Mr. Golfis commented 
that an environmental impact · statement on the route alternatives the Great 
River Road mignt take through Minneapolis will 6e available shortly. 

Hie Minnesota MRPC meeting adjourned at 9:15 a.m. 

jfe/sd 
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Minnesota MRPC Meeting 
December 7, 1982 

St. Paul, Minnesota 

Minutes 

Senator John Bernhagen, Mn. MRPC Chairman, called the meeting to 
order at 8:30 a.m. on Tuesday, December 7, 1982. In addition to 
Senator Bernhagen, the following members were present: Senator 
Gene Waldorf, Representatives Don Frerichs, Donna Peterson, Warren 
Stowell, Tad Jude, Mr. Vic Jude and Mr. George Vogel. A quorum 
was present. The following were also in attendance: MRPC Executive 
Secretary John Edman, Administrative Assistant Linda Lacher, Mn/DOT 
representatives Andy Golfis, Len Isles and Lawrence Foot. 

Senator Bernhagen asked for consideration of the minutes of the 
informal meeting of the Minnesota delegation held in West Memphis, 
Arkansas. The minutes were accepted as written. 

Senator Bernhagen called for discussion of the financial report 
of the current biennium ending June 30, 1983 (see attached), as 
well as the request for funding for the upcoming biennium. The 
balance remaining . in the fund for this biennium totals $2,483.36. 
Mr. Vic Jude suggested that a part of the $1500 assessment for 
promotion as requested by the National Committee be paid at this 
time. He made a motion to pay $1000 of the promotion assessment 
now and the remaining $500 at the end of the biennium. Mr Vogel 
amended that motion to require a second motion at the next m~eting 
to pay the remaining $500. Representative Frerichs seconded that 
amended motion. The members approved the motion. 

Discussion of the upcoming biennial budget began after a review of 
the printout and explanation of the procedure for funding sent to 
Linda Lacher by Janet Lund of the Legislative Coordinating Commission 
(see attached). The request for 1984 would be $10,700 and for 
1985 the request would be $11,500 based on a 7% increase for both 
years of the biennium. The members then discussed the addition of 
the $1500 promotional assessment and its place within the budget. 
Senator Waldorf moved that the request for funding in 1984 begin 
at $10,700 with an additional $1500 added to that amount with the 
justification being the new assesment, and that funding for 1985 
begin at $11,500 with the additional $1500 added to that amount 
for the same reason. The total request for funding would then be 
$12,200 for 1984 and $13,000 for 1985. Representative Stowell seconded 
that motion. The members approved the motion. 

Mr. Golfis was called upon to discuss the projects being funded that 
are now in progress (see attched list of 1982 projects). He explained 
the difficulty now facing the MRPC and Great River Road programs 
because of the spending ceiling placed on the allocation of funds 
under the Department of Transportation. The new federal guidelines 
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placed the Great River Road funding within the transportation 
budget which effectively saved the program but made amenity funding 

-very difficult. Funding of projects in 1983 becomes even more 
difficult because the MRPC and GRR do not have many projects found 
on the state trunk highway system. Minnesota has the largest 
expanse of road in the GRR project but the least number of miles 
on important roadway. The DOT is obligated to fund projects of 
higher priority that those being considered by the MRPC. 

A question was raised regarding the 5¢ -user gas tax and its effect 
on GRR funding. Mr. Golfis suggested that th.e tax could bring more 
funding into Minnesota but with the federally imposed spending 
ceiling DOT will still be obligated to fund priority projects first. 
GRR projEcts are lower priorities because the route is not on prime 
trunk highway. If the ceiling is lifted, it would be easier to 
fund some of the lower priority projects. Mr. Golfis also mentioned 
that Commissioner Braun would be retained in his position for at 
ieast the next six months and is very supportive of the work done 
by the MRPC and GRR programs. 

Mr Golfis distributed the last update map of route designation (see 
attached). The total potential mileage for designation is 420 miles. 
Of that total 276 miles have already been designated as GRR leaving 
144 miles yet to be designated. With the addition of the Brainerd 
to Aitken section, that total remaining is then decreased. 

Mr. Edman was called upon to review any legislation being considered 
on the federal level. He emphasized that no federal legislation 
offers new money for the GRR program, however legislation will be 
introduced to raise the ceiling on spending which will allow the 
various states to use any of the unallocated fund · balances they may 
still have. Consideration is also being given to reassigning fund 
balances to states that have used all of their allocation. 

Mr. Bernhagen then began the discussion of the future organization 
of the Parkway Commission, mentioning the change in administration 
.and the future appointments to the commission. Mr. Vic Jude commented 
on the need for continuity to continue the work already in progress. 
Mr. Vogel mentioned the need to re-educate the legislators on the 
viability of the MRPC. And Senator Waldorf mentioned the need to 
continue a working relationship with the Minnesota Congressional 
delegation. 

As no other business came before the commission, the meeting was 
adjourned at 9:50 a.m. 
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