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						        by Tesha M. Christensen, assistant editor

Highway 95 problem will need more than one solution

to a point

Residents along Second Avenue have made it clear they're not happy 
about their road being transformed into a major thoroughfare. They do not want to 
see the eastbound Highway 95 traffic diverted to their street to ease congestion.

 Right now that group of concerned Second Avenue residents is the loudest 
voice being heard by the city of Cambridge and those assigned to the task of solv-
ing the congestion along Highway 95.

I wonder what the businesses think that are in danger of losing their buildings. 
I also wonder what the average resident thinks, the one whose home or liveli-

hood isn't affected. The one who can step back a bit and look at the issue without 
feeling so emotionally involved. The one who waits 30 minutes on a Saturday 
morning to get from the west to the east side. The one who can't get across the 
tracks for lunch on a weekday.

There are a lot of possible solutions to the Highway 95 congestion problem. 
Last week, the Highway 95 Task Force took a hard look at nine of them. They 
ranged from elevating the train tracks to building a bridge for traffic over the tracks 
to lowering either the highway or the tracks. We looked at elevating the entire 
stretch of Highway 95 through Cambridge, so that those who want to go all the 
way could without getting off the bridge, while those who are shopping and eating 
in town could drive underneath where the road is now. Isn't that a wild concept? 
It's one a resident suggested, so it's one we looked at. Our consensus was that idea 
would cost too much, serve too few, and not be aesthetically pleasing.  

We considered a Highway 95 bypass, similar to the Highway 65 bypass, as 
that idea comes up a lot in conversation. The problem is, according to studies, 
only 11% of the traffic in Cambridge is passing through. The rest is generated by 
local residents coming to Cambridge to run errands and to work. Thus, a bypass 
would serve only 11% of the 18,000 cars coming in and out. It would likely have 
to go  around Grandy, where it wouldrun through the many wetlands caused by the 
meandering of the Rum River. The costs of construction, coupled with the environ-
mental impacts, are huge.

Of course, most of the options being considered come with a large price tag, 
and if a solution will work for decades we shouldn't shy from it merely because of 
cost. The question is how do we balance that cost with the results?

The costs of building a railroad bridge or elevating the highway are estimated 
at between $6 to $26 million, without the cost of purchasing the right-of-way 
needed. When you raise railroad tracks you have to do so gradually, meaning the 
bridge would stretch north two miles and south one mile. While the crossing at 
11th Avenue would be saved, two others would be closed, those at Emerson and 
343rd. Personally, I don't think we can afford to lose any crossings. A solution that 
bottlenecks traffic back to Highway 95 without offering alternatives isn't much of 
a solution.

The problem of elevating the roadway is that it will likely prevent traffic from 
getting on or off from Adams through to Davis. That means folks won't be able 
to get to Peoples Bank, Anderson Drug, Casey's, the Movie Gallery or Abbey 
Furniture from Highway 95, but will have to approach from behind. Some build-
ings may be completely sacrificed to provide room for a bridge.

Going down instead of up is an option, but again is one wrought with 
issues. City utilities lie buried beneath both Highway 95 and the railroad tracks. 
Construction of some sort of tunnel would require relocating those pipes, a costly 
move. Tunnels also carry the added problem of how to ensure adequate drainage 

when it rains and how to keep snow from drifting in during 
the winter. Of course, these are problems other cities have 
dealt with, admittedly larger cities with more money, but they 
are places we could look to for advice.

Also any work done on the railroad tracks is work that 
must be done twice. You can't shut down the rails during 
construction, and thus you must build tracks to the side while 
work is going on.

Perhaps widening Highway 95 and getting it over with 
is the easiest solution. Thus far no one has raised a public 
outcry against the idea. It would cost less than erecting a 
large bridge. But there's no doubt it would change the face of 
downtown. At the moment, the engineer figures the city could 
take most of the right-of-way it needs to widen the highway 
to four lanes with a center one for turning from the north 
side. It would take parking from Anderson Drug, the build-
ing of People's Bank, Cambridge Eye Clinic, Mille Lacs Oil 
Company, Cenex, True Value, and Cambridge Launderers and 
Cleaners. Right now we are unsure what would happen with 
Cambridge Health Care Center. Homes on the west side of 
the track would also be affected and would lose most of their 
front yards.

There are negatives and positives with this idea, as with 
all the others, including the two one-way pairs. People under-
stand how four-lane roads work a little more than one-ways 
around here. Construction costs are on the lower end of the 
options. Getting permission from Burlington-Northern Sante 
Fe to widen the roadway at the railroad would be easier than 
getting permission for another crossing; thus, cars would clear 
out faster after a train.

Yet, there is still value in the one-way pair concept. 
Personally, I wonder whether Second Avenue homeowners 
have considered that no matter which option the city takes, 
their neighborhood will be affected. Widening Highway 95 will begin eating away 
at the single-family homes, and eventually multi-family units and businesses will 
morph closer to residences on Second Avenue, perhaps taking them over. The city 
already recognizes that this change will eventually occur, and has planned thus in 
its comprehensive plan. We should consider that maybe it is better to have busi-
nesses closer to a busy highway.

Quite frankly, there is no perfect solution to the congestion on Highway 95. 
All will affect homeowners and businesses. All will cost the Cambridge taxpayers. 
And all will change the face of our town. But something must be done, and it is 
up to the community to find the best solution to fit our peculiar set of needs. That 
solution will likely require more than merely widening Highway 95 or adding a 
bridge; it will likely mean adding turn lanes and relocating businesses that cause 
the trains to stop.

Weigh in on this issue by attending a public meeting on Tuesday, Oct. 16, 
beginning at 5:30 p.m. There will be a presentation at 6:30 p.m., sandwiched by 
an open house on either end. Come, learn about the options and tell us what you 
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WEIGH IN ON HIGHWAY 
95 DISCUSSION

ATTEND
Open house at city hall, Tues-
day, Oct. 16, 5:30 - 7:30 p.m. 
Presentation at 6:30 p.m.

TALK TO
Highway 95 Task Force mem-
bers include: Jerry Schleicher, 
Susan Morris, George Larson, 
Bob Voss, Dale Anderson, Don 
Hansen, Michael Seymour, 
Lynda Woulfe, Dave Carlberg, 
Marlys Palmer, Chris Caulk, Bill 
Carlson, Mike Nelson, Nicki 
Klanderud, Jon Ward, Lynn 
Leibfried, Bob Guetschoff, Grant 
Wilsey, Greg Carlson, Tim Bliss, 
Jon Tatting, Tesha Christensen, 
George Johnson, Kevin Schluck, 
Alana Peterson, Glen VanWorm-
er and Todd Blank.

EMAIL
Cambridge Development 
Director Dave Carlberg at dcarl-
berg@ci.cambridge.mn.us



						        by Tesha M. Christensen, assistant editor

Two one-ways or a wider road: you decide

to a point

In deciding how to ease congestion on Highway 95, we're 
being forced to evaluate what makes this community what it is.

We have to decide whether to wipe out historic buildings or trans-
form a residential street into a major thoroughfare. Which option 
should Cambridge follow? The answer you favor is based on what you 
value.

I'm having a hard time making my decision.
I understand that something needs to be done about Highway 95. 

I hate driving on the road. For a small town, we have way too much 
stop and go. Three days into this week and I've gotten stuck behind a 
train all three days, making me late to two appointments and using up 
valuable night-off time. Like other residents I follow the few shortcuts 
we've got available. I cut down Cleveland to cross at 11th and go up  
Emerson rather than wait for the trains at Highway 95. When I head 
out to the east side, I drive out of my way to cross the tracks north at 
349th to avoid the one-after-another stoplights and then swing back 
down to do my shopping. It's more miles, but I figure less time in the 
end – and definitely less frustration. 

Yeah, no one can deny we've got problems in Cambridge. In fact, 
it's one reason development has slowed. Who wants to locate in a town 
that can't move people around?

There's a task force currently looking at the situation. I'm on the 
30-member advisory committee, and there's another 15-member tech-
nical committee looking at every detail that factors into the conges-
tion from train speed and length to retail traffic volumes to the lack of 
alternate routes for Highway 95 to the lack of pedestrian options.

Folks have suggested simply bypassing Cambridge to the north 
or south as was done with Highway 65. But while it'd help truckers, 
it won't help the vast majority of people driving on Highway 95 in 
the city. Most of the cars aren't passing through. They're coming to 
Cambridge to shop or work, and then they head home.

Thus, the solution comes back to the city. Some work has already 
been done with timing lights. The city recognizes much of the frustra-
tion has to do with trains and the back-ups they cause. They're work-
ing to do what they can, and have considered either going under or 
over the tracks. The cost of going over is estimated at $700,000 plus. 
The cost of raising the tracks is astronomical at a whopping $16 mil-
lion. I'm not holding my breath waiting for that to happen.

We're left with evaluating what we can do about the road itself 
through town. MnDOT intends to widen the road to four lanes when 
it reconstructs it next summer on the east side. At the same time, the 
area wide enough west of the bypass to Emerson will be restripped to 
accommodate four lanes. That still leaves a bottleneck through down-

town Cambridge.
We could simply do what needs to be done there, take out the 

obstacles and widen the road. It's an option I have issues with. I 
can't imagine Cambridge without the buildings I've always seen, the 
Arlington, Ace Tack, and People's Bank. These buildings have been 
here for decades, giving our town character. You could point out the 
downtown has evolved over years, and business owners have always 
been quick to tear down a building to erect a newer, better one. Or, 
you could be callous and say that the downtown area is dying anyway, 
why not just let it go for the greater good. But I prefer those old brick 
structures to any new box structure built today. They have more char-
acter. I'm of the train of thought that newer is not always better. And 
thus, I will hold onto the buildings that have identified us through the 
decades.

We could, of course, pick and choose which buildings come down. 
Using the parking lots that front Highway 95 as our guides, we could 
have a road that isn't quite straight, but meanders slightly to save as 
many structures as we can. I feel better about that idea.

The other option before us is to turn both Highway 95 and Second 
Avenue South into one-way streets with at least two lanes of traffic on 
both. One ways come with their own set of complications, however. 
They also breed more one ways. I wonder how I'd feel if I lived along 
Second, and my quiet road suddenly grew loud and busy. I imagine I'd 
move, and the roadway would slowly transform from homes to busi-
nesses. Again, we would lose gorgeous old buildings, homes this time. 
Yet the devil's advocate in me points out again that homes are built 
and torn down every day in Cambridge. Homes were destroyed when 
SA was built, when Perkins was erected, when the Cambridge Health 
Care Center grew. This is the cost of progress. 

It really comes down to what we value as a community, and what 
we want to be. Projects are never simply about the here and now. 
Highway 95 isn't just asphalt and concrete. It's the path we take to the 
homes of our families and friends. To the stores where we purchase 
ingredients for great meals. To the shops that fill our houses so that 
they are cozy and unique. Highway 95 and the houses and buildings 
along it create the face of this place we live in.

What do you want it to look like? Send your comments into city 
hall via Community Development Director Dave Carlberg (763-689-
3211) or talk to any Highway 95 committee member and give them 
your answer (see list with story on page 2).

~ Contact Tesha M. Christensen, 
news@cambridgemn.com. 
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by Tesha M. Christensen
STAR Assistant Editor

In an effort to solve congestion on 
Highway 95, Cambridge city officials 
and a task force are considering vari-
ous options.

Among them are whether to simply 
widen Highway 95 to four lanes, or 
to use two one-way streets (Highway 
95 and Second Avenue) to carry the 
traffic. 

 The idea of diverting Second 
Avenue South to a one-way street is 
not a new one, but has floated around 
in Cambridge for years. When the city 
reconstructed the street in 2000 it pre-
pared for such a possibility by ensur-
ing the road bed was strong enough 
to carry heavier traffic, according to 
Cambridge City Administrator Lynda 
Woulfe.

Employing the use of one-way 
is used a lot in Wisconsin, point-
ed out Glen Van Wormer of Short 
Eliot Hendrickson during a task force 
meeting on Wednesday night, Aug. 8, 
2007.

Although widening Highway 95 
to four lanes seems like the simpler 
option on the surface, it isn't that easy 
throughout the entire city.

The road east of Garfield Street is 
already slated to become four lanes in 
2009 through a combination of restrip-
ing and widening. And while it would 
affect front yards from Garfield west 
to the railroad tracks, it would not take 
out any homes.

West of the railroad tracks it gets 
tricky. By simply taking 12 feet more 
on each side of the road, most of the 

businesses along the roadway from 
People's Bank to Cambridge Health 
Care Center on the north and Casey's 
gas station to Ace Tack on the south 
would be eliminated. 

Rather than simply wiping out 12 
feet on both sides of the road, city 
consultants are considering a path that 
would take advantage of the parking 
lots that front the roadway in order to 
touch as few buildings – particularly 
the historic ones – as possible.

While engineers can evaluate the 
potential costs associated with each 
option, it is up to the city, the task 
force and citizens to determine the 
full cost of each option, pointed out 
VanWormer.

For example, what would be the 
"soft costs" of transforming a residen-
tial street into a major arterial road-
way? And what would be the cost to 
the community of tearing down his-
toric buildings?

These are questions both the 15-
member Highway 95 technical com-
mittee and 30-member advisory com-
mittee will attempt to answer in the 
next few months. Anyone with com-
ments and ideas is encouraged to con-
tact committee members (see side-
bar for complete list) or Cambridge 
Development Director Dave Carlberg 
at 763-689-3211 or dcarlberg@
ci.cambridge.mn.us.

~ Tesha M. Christensen, 
news@cambridgemn.com.
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Widen Highway 95 to four lanes and take out downtown build-
ings? Or, run heavy traffic along residential Second Avenue 
South?

CONSIDERATIONS
WIDENING HIGHWAY 95 TO 4 
LANES
• Requires destroying buildings in the down-
town area
• May need to be done eventually anyway
• Would provide the most direct route and is 
one drivers are already used to

2 ONE-WAY STREETS
• Transforms residential street into a major 
arterial road
• Could be confusing for drivers
• Other roads between the two one-ways may 
need to also be converted to one-way streets 
(example: Fern, Adams, Birch)
• Area where traffic would be split has not 
yet been determined. Possibilities include the 
Highway 95/County Road 70 intersection or 
Fern on the west; Buchanan or past the railroad 
tracks before Garfield on the east

MAJOR OBSTACLES
THERE ARE 3 OBSTACLES RESTRICTING ALL 
TRAFFIC MOVEMENT IN CAMBRIDGE

• The Rum River bridge
At present, there are only two bridges in 
Cambridge and one in Isanti. Getting another 
river crossing is extraordinarily difficult as 
the river is designated a scenic waterway. 
CITAC has proposed another railroad crossing 
between Cambridge and Isanti to alleviate traf-
fic, possibly by extending County Road 19.
• The railroad tracks
The Federal Rail Authority is pushing railroads 
to close crossings and make those that are still 
open safer. Thus it is very difficult to open any 
new railroad crossings.
• The Highway 65 bypass
Without spending a lot of money to reconstruct 
the bypass, the pathways across it are limited 
to four lanes at Highway 95, two lanes at Old 
Highway 65/County Road 33/Main Street and 
two lanes at 16th Avenue South.

committee members:
Jerry Schleicher, Susan Morris, George Larson, Bob Voss, Dale 
Anderson, Don Hansen, Michael Seymour, Lynda Woulfe, Dave 
Carlberg, Marlys Palmer, Chris Caulk, Bill Carlson, Mike Nelson, 
Nicki Klanderud, Jon Ward, Lynn Leibfried, Bob Guetschoff, Grant 
Wilsey, Greg Carlson, Tim Bliss, Jon Tatting, Tesha Christensen, George 
Johnson, Kevin Schluck, Alana Peterson, Glen VanWormer and Todd 
Blank
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by Tesha M. Christensen
STAR Assistant Editor

Editor's note: This is the second in a 
series of two taking a look at the options 
being discussed to solve the congestion 
along Highway 95 in Cambridge.

Rather than erecting large, expensive 
structures in the center of Cambridge, 
the city could choose 
to widen Highway 95, 
change to a system that 
uses two one-way pairs 
of streets or completely 
bypass traffic.

Many residents 
have asked about cre-
ating a Highway 95 
bypass similar to the 
Highway 65 bypass. 
But the option became 
less viable after engi-
neers studied where 
people where coming 
from and were they 
were going. Following 
the 1999 study, traf-
fic engineers learned 
that only 11% of cars 
traveling Highway 95 
intend to travel east 
through Cambridge 
to get someplace else, 
according to Glen 
VanWormer of Short 
Eliot Hendrickson. 
Instead, most of those 
cars are stopping in 
Cambridge to eat and shop. 

Following a brief glance at the option 
on Wednesday, Oct. 3, 2007, Highway 95 
Task Force members came to the conclu-
sion that the amount of traffic being pulled 
off Highway 95 wouldn't justify the cost of 
constructing a bypass.

But that doesn't mean that other road-
way connections which would function 
similarly aren't being considered. The 
Cambridge-Isanti Transportation Action 
Committee (CITAC) has been consider-
ing improving County Road 19 on the 
south side of Cambridge by adding a river 

bridge and connecting the road to County 
Road 10. This would give residents another 
way to get into Cambridge without using 
Highway 95.

Other committee members suggested 
designating a truck route to encourage 
truckers to use County Road 5 or County 
Road 19 in the future over Highway 95.

While moving traffic to Second Avenue 
in the form of two one-way pairs would 

decrease the amount 
of traffic on Highway 
95 by nearly half, that 
solution comes with its 
own set of problems. 
The biggest is that 
neighborhood residents 
have rallied against it 
and begun sending rep-
resentatives to the task 
force meetings. They 
are concerned about the 
effect of tripling traffic 
along their road.

VanWormer pointed 
out that he can't cal-
culate the effect of the 
option on the commu-
nity.

Task Force mem-
ber George Johnson 
saw benefits to the 
idea, which he shared 
with the task force. He 
doesn't think the sin-
gle family homes will 
remain if the city fol-
lows that option. If they 
do move, there is the 

opportunity for others to build and take 
advantage of the dual nature of the road. He 
foresees such a location being good for the 
post office or library.

In its comprehensive plan, the city 
already envisions the homes along Highway 
95 transitioning from single-family to 
duplexes and apartments.

Where the road would split on the 
west side could happen anywhere between 
County Road 70/14 to Fern, including just 
before the river bridge where it used to 
connect. The two directions of traffic could 
come back at Buchanan at a gradual angle, 
or the city could pursue a railroad cross-

ing to continue traffic through to Garfield. 
Second Avenue can't go farther than that 
because the Highway 65 bypass stands in 
the way.

Widening Highway 95 is not without its 
own set of challenges. Much right-of-way 
would need to be purchased, making it dif-
ficult to put a cost estimate on the project. 
Several affected business owners are open 
to the idea of losing their property if com-
pensated for it. 

Currently, engineers are planning to 
take most of the additional right-of-way 
from the north side of the road from Fern 
to the railroad tracks. From the railroad 
tracks to Emerson it would affect front 
yards equally.

A major advantage to this plan is that 
the railroad makes it easier to widen an 
existing crossing than to create a new one. 
Thus, traffic after a train would clear out 
faster.

This option could be combined with 
trying to reduce the number of trains that 
come through town, as well, for maximum 
effect, pointed out VanWormer.

From a development point of view, this 
option will make building along Highway 
95 on the west side less likely as it will 
be harder to access stores because there 
will be so much traffic on the road. Right 
now, about 28,000 vehicles travel along 
Highway 95 a day.

On the downside, while the city right 
now has limited the number of buildings 
affected to be primarily on one side of the 
street, more right-of-way may be needed. 
MnDOT typically wants a median installed 
between four heavily used lanes of traffic. 
That will increase the roadway width by 
four to six feet.

Additionally, a MnDOT representative 
warned that by fixing the congestion, more 
traffic will use the road.

"You may only get 10 years out of this 
thing," he said.

~ Tesha M. Christensen, 
 news@cambridgemn.com.

What's the best method of increasing 
capacity on Highway 95?
Highway 95 Task Force considers widening Highway 95, switch-
ing to two one-ways and bypassing town altogether.

BATTLING CONGESTIONS
Options:
1) Elevate roadway through town. 
Cost: $26M+
2) Railroad bridge over Highway 
95. Cost: $20M+
3) Highway 95 bridge over railroad 
Cost: $$6.2M+
4) Additional railroad crossing. 
Cost: $450,000+
5) Remove spur track and associ-
ated businesses from downtown. 
Cost: not yet estimated
6) Improve siding speed. Cost: 
$300,000
7) Widen Highway 95 to four lanes
8) One-way pair: Highway 95 and 
Second Avenue. Cost: $1.2M
9) Bypass 95. Cost: $6M
*Options are listed in no particular order.
**Options 1 to 6 were discussed in the 
Midweek Oct. 9 edition. Information is 
being presented on options 7 to 9 in this 
newspaper.



Bypass

Concept: 
Create an alternate route for travel-
ers to take to avoid going through 
Cambridge.

COST:
• Not yet estimated

ADVANTAGES: 
• Vehicles that don't want to stop in 
Cambridge can go around the city 
more smoothly.

DISADVANTAGES:
• Only 11% of the traffic would 
move off Highway 95 in town. The 
rest intend to come to Cambridge to 
shop and work.
• To avoid river wetlands, the 
bypass would have to go up and 
around near Grandy.
• Even then, the road would travel 
through many wetlands, causing 
environmental impacts.
• The cost of construction may not 
justify the number of people that 
would travel the road.

One-way pair

Concept: 
Increase capacity by using two one-way 
streets. The capacity is higher than on a 
four-lane street with two lanes in each 
direction. A one-way pair is often a less 
expensive option to widening.

COST:
• $1,250,000

ADVANTAGES: 
• A one-way pair increases overall capacity 
in an urban setting.
• A street with traffic traveling in only one 
direction can have a very effective coordi-
nated traffic signal system. The signals can 
be set to turn green without concern over 
traffic from another direction. (This is the 
problem engineers run into when trying to 
coordinate the existing system west from 
Fern all the way to Flanders.)
• Left turns from a one-way street do not 
have opposing traffic as a conflict and are 
less likely to interfere with or delay other 
traffic on the street.
• Pedestrians crossing the "near side" of an 
intersection on a one-way street have only 
two lanes of traffic from one direction to 
cross. Pedestrians on the other side have 
one less direction to watch. Pedestrians are 
more visible to left-turning motorists.
• Volume on Highway 95 would be re-
duced by 45%.
• The two-lane pair could possibly extend 
through to Garfield if another railroad 
crossing was installed along Second.
• Businesses could benefit from operating 
out of the block between Highway 95 and 
Second Avenue. They wouldn't have to 
worry about access and would get visibility.

DISADVANTAGES:
• The one-way pair can convert one busy 
street to two busy streets.
• Daily traffic on Highway 95 18,000 
vehicles at Main Street. (It drops to under 
10,000 by the river bridge.) Along Second 
Avenue it is 3,000.
• Speeds tend to be higher on one-way 
streets because traffic flows with less fric-
tion.
• Additional traffic signals will be needed 
(such as one at Second and Main).
• Other streets might also need to be 
converted to one-way, such as Fern and Bu-
chanan (if those are the two used to move 
traffic from the two-way area to one-way 
area).
• System will add mileage for eastbound 
traffic.
• The one-way would change the nature 
of Second Avenue by adding up to 10,000 
more cars.
• Homes would be affected.
• Volume of vehicles will increase on side 
streets, as well.

Widen Highway 95

Concept: 
Widen current three-lane highway to 
five from Fern to Emerson. Two lanes 
would travel in both directions and 
the center lane would be for left-
turning traffic.

COST:
• $6M

ADVANTAGES: 
• Drivers would continue driving the 
same route they're used to.
• Capacity would increase to 28,000 
cars a day.
• The railroad crossing could be wid-
ened easier than another added.
• MnDOT already intends to push 
Highway 95 from two to four lanes 
from Emerson east to Flanders in two 
years. This would naturally extend 
that.

DISADVANTAGES:
• Several buildings would be de-
molished, including Mille Lacs Oil 
Company, Cambridge Eye Clinic, 
Stake Insurance, People's Bank, and 
Cambridge Cleaners. A section of 
Cambridge True Value would be torn 
down. The jury is out on the impact 
to the Cambridge Health Care Center. 
Other buildings would lose their 
parking lots (Anderson Drug,Auto Val-
ues Part Store)
• More might be affected if the 
roadway needs to be wider to install a 
center median.
• Traffic would be forced back to two 
lanes before reaching the Rum River 
bridge. (There are 20 years left in the 
life of that bridge built in the 1960s.)
• Traffic volumes will grow because 
the road is better.

WEIGH IN ON HIGHWAY 95 DISCUSSION

ATTEND
Open house at city hall, Tuesday, Oct. 16, 5:30 - 7:30 p.m. Presentation at 
6:30 p.m.

TALK TO
Highway 95 Task Force members include: Jerry Schleicher, Susan Morris, 
George Larson, Bob Voss, Dale Anderson, Don Hansen, Michael Seymour, 
Lynda Woulfe, Dave Carlberg, Marlys Palmer, Chris Caulk, Bill Carlson, Mike 
Nelson, Nicki Klanderud, Jon Ward, Lynn Leibfried, Bob Guetschoff, Grant 
Wilsey, Greg Carlson, Tim Bliss, Jon Tatting, Tesha Christensen, George John-
son, Kevin Schluck, Alana Peterson, Glen Van Wormer and Todd Blank

EMAIL
Cambridge Development Director Dave Carlberg at dcarlberg@ci.cambridge.
mn.us



Elevated roadway

Concept: 
To provide an elevated structure 
above the existing Highway 95 
roadway. The elevated structure 
would have limited access and be 
designed primarily to carry through 
traffic. Traffic traveling through 
would not be stopped by intersec-
tion traffic, turning traffic or pedes-
trian crossings.

COST:
• $26M (not including right-of-way acqui-
sition or utility relocation)

ADVANTAGES: 
• Portion of traffic on Highway 
95 would be removed from each 
intersection.
• Volumes of east/west traffic would 
be lowered.
• Most truck traffic would be gone.

DISADVANTAGES:
• A bridge over the railroad would 
require 23 feet of clearance and ad-
ditional structure so that the bridge 
would be 29 feet in the air.
• The bridge over Highway 65 over 
the existing Highway 95 would be 
42 feet high.
• Access to the through lanes 
would be difficult to design.
• There would be limited, if any, 
adjacent property access near the 
ramps.

Highway 95 bridge over railroad

Concept: 
A bridge would carry Highway 95 traffic 
over the railroad tracks. The railroad track 
would remain in place and open during 
construction. The bridge would carry four 
lanes of traffic. 

COST:
• $6.2M - $4.5M for bridge construction, 
$1.7 for retaining walls and roadway.
(Fee does not include right-of-way acquisition, cost 
of adjusting Buchanan and Adams, access charges, 
utility relocation or temporary connections.)

ADVANTAGES: 
• The grade separation would eliminate all 
train-related traffic delays.
• No changes to the railroad tracks, in-
cluding the spur, are necessary.
• Railroad would remain open during 
construction.
• Bridge can be wide enough to increase 
Highway 95 to four or more lanes with a 
sidewalk.
• Emergency vehicles would not be de-
layed by trains.

DISADVANTAGES:
•The grade change to Highway 95 would 
require reconstruction from Emerson to 
Main Street. 
• Highway 95 would be elevated from 
just east of Main to between Emerson and 
Davis.
• There would be no direct property access 
across the elevated portion.
• Intersections of Highway 95 with Adams, 
Buchanan, Cleveland and Davis Streets 
would be eliminated.
• Thus traffic at the intersection of Main 
and Highway 95 would go up.
• Traffic at Emerson and Highway 95 
would also increase and require a signal at 
the intersection, which would throw off the 

timing coordination.
• Motorists on Adams or Buchanan would 
have to travel west of Main to reach High-
way 95.
• Right-of-way would be required, includ-
ing a triangular area in all four quadrants. 
This would require a "take" of Casey's, The 
Movie Gallery, Anderson Drug, People's 
Bank and others, including homes.
• Part of the highway would need to close 
during construction.
• The bridge would rise 29 feet above the 
track in the center of town and there would 
be embankments of varying heights from 
Adams to Davis.

Railroad overpass at Hwy. 95

Concept: 
A bridge would carry trains over Highway 
95. Highway 95 would be left at current 
grade or lowered by no more than four 
feet. No intersections would be affected, 
and property access to Highway 95 would 
remain the same. 

COST:
• $20M - $10M for track, $6M for retaining 
walls, $4M for bridge construction.
(Fee does not include right-of-way acquisition, cost of 
adjusting other street crossings, reconstruction of High-
way 95, or reconstruction of Highway 65 bridge.)

ADVANTAGES: 
• All train-related delays for traffic are 
eliminated.
• No physical changes to intersections or 
driveways needed.
• Bridge can be wide enough to increase 
Highway 95 to four or more lanes with a 
sidewalk.
• Emergency vehicles would not be delayed 
by trains.

DISADVANTAGES:
•The grade change would require recon-
struction of track one mile to south and 
nearly two miles to the north.
• The crossings at Emerson and 343rd Av-
enue would be closed.
• The crossing at 11th Avenue South would 
remain only if the grade could be slightly 
steeper at 0.55%.
• The Highway 65 bridge crossing the rail-
road tracks at County Road 33 will need to 
go up by six feet.
• There would be a 20 to 24-foot high 
embankment in the center of the city with 
a lesser embankment stretching two and 
one-half miles.
• Track would essentially be built twice, as 
it could never be closed during construc-
tion. A track to one side would be built for 
use during the project.



Improve siding

Concept: 
Improving the siding so that higher 
speeds could be obtained more 
quickly, and trains will travel 
through town faster.

COST:
• $300,000

ADVANTAGES: 
• Trains would reach higher speeds 
faster.
• Trains would move through town 
more quickly, causing shorter delays 
at crossings.

Remove the spur track
Concept: 
Remove the spur track and related busi-
nesses that use the track (right now Feder-
ated Co-op). This would eliminate long 
delays while trains are loading and unload-
ing.

COST:
• Not yet estimated

ADVANTAGES: 
• If Federated was gone, trains would not 
stop in town to load and unload. Right 
now, this is causing a 12-minute train dur-
ing the noon peak hour. (The trains cannot 
come at a different time because of when 
they must deliver to the Coon Rapids Bud-
weiser plant.)
• Federated could remain in the county by 
moving to an industrial park Isanti County 
intends to build between Cambridge and 
Isanti. This large park will include a spur 
track.
• A propane business which may not be 
suited for downtown would be relocated to 
a better place.

DISADVANTAGES:
• The taxes Federated pays would not go to 
the city.

Additional railroad crossing

Concept: 
An at-grade crossing of the railroad 
would be added somewhere in the 
downtown area, possibly at Second 
or Fourth. The crossing would provide 
local traffic with another option to 
Highway 95. It would reduce the time 
to "recover" after a train closes the 
crossings and creates back-up.

COST:
• $450,000 - $300,000 for construc-
tion, $150,000 for warning equip-
ment
(not including right-of-way acquisition)

ADVANTAGES: 
• The crossing would service the traf-
fic heading towards places along the 
Highway 95 corridor.
• It takes advantage of four lanes 
planned for Highway 95 east of Emer-
son Street
• A second crossing and connection 
at Garfield or Emerson would extend 
the additional road capacity across 
the railroad.
• Following the closure of crossings 
when a train passes, the return to nor-
mal operations would be faster.

DISADVANTAGES:
• The new crossing only provides 
additional capacity from Main to Gar-
field Street.
• Additional turning movements at 
Highway 95 and Garfield would 
hamper traffic at that intersection.
• Any new railroad crossing is op-
posed by the Burlington-Northern 
Sante Fe Railroad, Minnesota Depart-
ment of Transportation and the Fed-
eral Rail Administration. Their policy 
is to reduce the number of crossings 
to make the remaining ones as safe as 
possible.
• New crossings are usually only ap-
proved when another one is closed. 
The city could consider closing the 
crossing at 343rd, as it has a steep 
grade and is not safe. The city plans 
to have a better crossing at 349th.
• The process is long and tedious, 
with constant opposition and is sel-
dom successful.



by Tesha M. Christensen
STAR Assistant Editor

Editor's note: This is the first in 
a series of two taking a look at the 
options being discussed to solve the 
congestion along Highway 95 in 
Cambridge.

About 15 trains travel through 
Cambridge each day, the majority 
blocking traffic for under four min-
utes. 

However, 10% halt traffic for 
more than five minutes, some as 
long as 16.

The longer a train is stopped, the 
bigger the effect on traffic, explains  
Glen Van Wormer of Short Eliot and 
Hendrickson. Van Wormer has spent 
much of his life evaluating the idio-
syncrasies of traffic. Longer stops 
cause the traffic build-up to grow 
exponentially, said Van Wormer.

How to handle the tracks is one 
part of the solution Highway 95 
Task Force members are evaluating 
as they press towards solving con-
gestion.

The group is considering sev-
eral options to deal with the train 
problem, from going up and over 
to eliminating the longest waits by 
relocating the business that causes 
most of the problem.

Details of each option, including 
positives and negatives, was pre-
sented to a task force charged with 
finding solutions on Wednesday 
night, Oct. 3, 2007. The task force 
members will evaluate these options. 
Input from the community will be 

garnered during a public meeting on 
Tuesday night, Oct. 16 at city hall. A 
presentation will begin at 6:30 p.m. 
sandwiched on both sides by a one-
hour open house.

VanWormer doesn't expect that 
any of the solutions being presented 
now will wind up solving the prob-
lem on its own. As the community 
continues its discussion, he envisions 
that pieces of several will be used.

"It will end up like a Chinese 
menu," noted VanWormer. "It's all 
going to fit together because there's 
no one thing you can do to fix the 
problem."

~ Tesha M. Christensen, 

 news@cambridgemn.com.

What's to be done about the rail-
road?
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Highway 95 Task Force considers options to eliminate conges-
tion caused by train delays.

BATTLING CONGESTIONS
Options:
1) Elevate roadway through town
2) Railroad bridge over Highway 
95
3) Highway 95 bridge over rail-
road
4) Additional railroad crossing
5) Remove spur track and associ-
ated businesses from downtown
6) Improve siding speed
7) Widen Highway 95 to four 
lanes
8) One-way pair: Highway 95 
and Second Avenue
9) Bypass 95
*Options are listed in no particular 
order.
**Options 1 to 6 are discussed in 
this edition. Look for information on 
options 7 to 9 in the Weekend STAR.

WEIGH IN ON HIGHWAY 
95 DISCUSSION

ATTEND
Open house at city hall, Tues-
day, Oct. 16, 5:30 - 7:30 p.m. 
Presentation at 6:30 p.m.

TALK TO
Highway 95 Task Force members 
include: Jerry Schleicher, Susan 
Morris, George Larson, Bob 
Voss, Dale Anderson, Don Han-
sen, Michael Seymour, Lynda 
Woulfe, Dave Carlberg, Marlys 
Palmer, Chris Caulk, Bill Carlson, 
Mike Nelson, Nicki Klanderud, 
Jon Ward, Lynn Leibfried, Bob 
Guetschoff, Grant Wilsey, Greg 
Carlson, Tim Bliss, Jon Tatting, 
Tesha Christensen, George 
Johnson, Kevin Schluck, Alana 
Peterson, Glen Van Wormer and 
Todd Blank

EMAIL
Cambridge Development 
Director Dave Carlberg at dcarl-
berg@ci.cambridge.mn.us



Highway 95 solution: make it four 
lanes

by Benjamin Sobieck
Staff writer

CAMBRIDGE – Widen 
Highway 95.

The results of an exhaus-
tive eight-month report to find 
ways to relieve traffic on the 
congested artery of Cambridge 
can be summed up in one brief 
sentence.

Glen Van Wormer, a senior 
transportation engineer with 
Short Elliot Hendrickson, Inc., 
presented this information dur-
ing the Cambridge City Coun-
cil’s regular meeting the evening 
of Tuesday, Jan. 22, 2008.

The council approved the 
study, sending it along to the 
Minnesota Department of Trans-
portation (MnDOT). However, 
no funds have been designated 
as of yet to finance any of the 
recommendations. As Council 
Member John Schlagel put it, 
the project is still conceptual.

“The recommendation is to 
widen Highway 95 to provide 
four lanes from the Rum River 
Bridge – or further west in the 
future – all the way to County 
Road 2 in the east,” Wormer said 
before a full council and packed 
public gallery.

This bodes well with some 
projects already underway. A 

MnDOT plan to widen Highway 
95 to four lanes on the east part 
of Emerson Street was previ-
ously underway.
Retooling

Wormer also said there are 
three parts of the highway that 
will need to be reworked to ac-
commodate the change.

In the section of 95 west of 
Main Street, the report recom-
mends:

• a median to help driv-
ers safely turn left, pedestrians 
cross the road and reduce vehi-
cles turning onto roads near the 
middle of the block.

• north- and southbound left 
turn lanes on Fern Street and 
Dellwood Street.

• an extended median across 
Elm Street, so as to only allow 
right turns.

In the center section of 95, 
between Main Street and Em-
erson Street, the report recom-
mends:

• a raised median.
• more left turn lanes in ad-

dition to those already there.
For the third part of the 

highway, the easternly branch 
between Emerson Street and 
County Road 2, the report makes 
these suggestions:

• stick with the MnDOT 
plan to widen the highway near 
Emerson Street. This will only 
require adding paint and signs, 
as there is already room to ex-
pand there. “MnDOT showed a 
lot of foresight,” Wormer said.

• a northbound right turn 
lane on Garfield Street.

• more right turn lanes, es-
pecially around Opportunity 
Boulevard and Flanders Street.

• reconstruct the medi-
an between North McKinley 

Street and Opportunity Boule-
vard. Closing the existing me-
dian there while lengthening the 
eastbound left turn lane was also 
listed as an option.
Other recommendations

Although expanding the 
highway was the focal point of 
Wormer’s presentation, it was 
not the only change the report 
suggested. 

“There’s a lot to it that pulls 
from other concepts,” he said, 
referring to the other ideas pre-
sented to relieve congestion.

Some of those other recom-
mendations include:

• creating a bypass by con-
necting Garfield Street and Em-
erson Street north of Highway 
95.

• realigning Flanders Street 
South south of 16th Avenue, 
connecting it to Opportunity 
Boulevard at a place different 
than where it currently does. 

• reworking, in the future, 
Paul’s Lake Road to accommo-
date increased traffic. Drivers 
are using that passage more fre-
quently as an alternative to get-
ting onto Highway 65.

• building more roads on the 
north end of town in anticipation 
of development there.

• extending Opportunity 
Boulevard and Flanders Street 
north, so as to be a “collector” 
street for 349th Avenue.

• create more crossings 
across the Rum River that con-
nect to north/south and east/
west roads.
Consequences

Converting to four lanes 
means bringing the total right-
of-way to 100 feet, or more in 
some places. This could spell 
dire straights for several homes, 

Recommendations follow eight months of research

“There’s no shortage 
of opinions,” says 

engineer.
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businesses and structures that lie 
in the path of this new develop-
ment.

For example, lines on a map 
indicating where the proposed 
right-of-way will be run straight 
through the middle of a home 
near the intersection of 95 and 
South Cypress Street.

Another area that will be 
impacted is between Dellwood 
Street and Buchanan Street. 
Wormer’s report did not have 
enough information to state 
where the road will travel 
through this developed stretch.

People’s Bank near South 
Buchanan Street will be clipped. 
Wormer said the round building 
will likely resemble a flat tire 
from the aerial view.
Traffic lights

Besides roads, traffic lights 
dictate much of the flow of traf-
fic as well, a point not missed by 
Wormer.

According to the report, 
“Even with the four-lane system 
fully in place, traffic signal co-
ordination will be a critical ele-
ment in the success of the move-
ment of traffic.”

Having someone with 
knowledge of traffic signals on 
hand at the city was recommend-
ed, as well as securing federal or 
state dollars geared toward de-
velopment of traffic signals. 
Trains

The issue of congestion 
caused by trains on railroad 
tracks was also discussed in the 
report.

The recommendations for 
this issue were:

• relocate the spur track, 
which would reduce the amount 
of time the trains block roads.

• decrease time the trains 
spend at the rail siding.

• work with the railroad to 
reduce the delay to drivers.
One report, many ideas

Wormer emphasized repeat-
edly that the recommendations 
were the culmination of the 
many ideas put forth by  govern-
ment, the Technical Committee, 
the Advisory Committee and 
citizens.

“What we’re trying to do is 
mold all those and pick out the 
best of the opinions and shape 
them into one, well-supported, 
documented suggestion or rec-
ommendation,” he said.

He also acknowledged that 
some people will continue to 
have their opinions.

“When we say widen High-
way 95, I’m sure some people 
are saying, ‘I knew that all 
along, I could’ve told you that 
10 years ago,’ etc,” Wormer said. 
“But there’s also people who are 
just as adamant about a railroad 
bridge, a highway bridge, a one-
way pair, etc. There’s no short-
age of opinions.”
Public input

As far as the public’s opin-
ion goes, only one citizen came 
forward to speak on the issue.

Said Barbara Bergwall, 
“The four-lane is the way to 
go.”

~Benjamin Sobieck
bsobieck@cambridgemn.com



City OKs Hwy. 95 traffic study
Wednesday, 21 March 2007

Plans are moving forward to improve traffic issues along Highway 95 through Cambridge.






By Jon Tatting


editor.countynews@ecm-inc.com





Plans are moving forward to improve traffic issues along Highway 95 through Cambridge.





The Cambridge City Council on March 19 agreed to spend $53,730 for a professional services proposal and work
program—Highway 95 Corridor Study, with the city’s engineering firm.





Glen Van Wormer, senior transportation engineer for SEH, Inc., acknowledged that coordinating traffic signals  and
increasing part of the corridor to four lanes (with the possibility of more turning lanes) have been items of discussion
since 2004. 





In addition to technical and advisory committees, Wormer said the Hwy. 95 work program emphasizes the importance of
gaining public support through public input meetings, which will be scheduled throughout the year.





The Hwy. 95 work program developed after two months of discussions by Councilman John Schlagel, Mayor Marlys
Palmer, city and SEH staff and MnDOT. 





City engineer Todd Blank noted the approved corridor study will help define solutions for potential funding considerations
down the road.





Said Councilman Schlagel, “We want to be a regional center and (want) commercial development, so traffic flow is
important through this corridor.”





Transportation funding





The council passed a resolution, requesting the state Legislature and Gov. Tim Pawlenty this year to pass a
comprehensive transportation funding package that permanently increases dedicated funding for transportation.





Councilman Bob Shogren solely voted no, since the resolution specifies tax increases, such as the gas tax and vehicle
registration taxes (license tab fees).





The resolution further supports a funding request to “correct serious traffic congestion occurring on Highway 95 in
Cambridge.”
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Other funding options, under the resolution, involve trunk highway bonding, general obligation bonding and sales tax
exemptions in part for local roads, bridges and transportation construction projects.





In other action, the council:





• In an attempt to avoid the closure of Cambridge Metal and Plastics and retain the 100 jobs there, the council authorized
staff to apply for a loan of up to $500,000 for the buy-out of CMP and scheduled a public hearing on the business
subsidy at the April 2 meeting.





• Approved support for three Department of Employment and Economic Development (DEED) programs and share this
backing to local legislators.





The programs, included in the governor’s budget, involve: JOBZ benefits available for a 10-year-period; one time funding
of $7 million from the Minnesota Investment Fund; and one-time income tax credit capped at $6 million. 





• Authorized city staff to apply for Assistance to Firefighters Grant Program funds this year for the Cambridge Fire
Department. Items include a CO detector, valued at $1,500; JAWS of Life, $35,000; and basic animal rescue training,
$3,500. 
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Cambridge green lights Hwy. 95 study
Wednesday, 23 January 2008

In the beginning, it fit in Glen Van Wormer’s briefcase. Eight months later, he needed a cardboard box.





The Highway 95 Corridor Study is complete and received final approval

by the Cambridge City Council at its Jan. 22 meeting. It will now be forwarded to the Minnesota Department of

Transportation.




By Jon Tatting


editor.countynews@ecm-inc.com





In the beginning, it fit in Glen Van Wormer’s briefcase. Eight months later, he needed a cardboard box.





The Highway 95 Corridor Study is complete and received final approval by the Cambridge City Council at its Tuesday,
Jan. 22 meeting. The study will now be forwarded to the Minnesota Department of Transportation.





The action comes after a series of numerous advisory and technical committee meetings, public hearings and in-depth
analysis as headed by Van Wormer, a senior transportation engineer with the city’s engineering firm, SEH, Inc.





With several in attendance, only one resident spoke at the final public hearing Tuesday night. “It’s going to be a journey,”
said resident Barbara Bergwall, relieved the one-way pair option is now off the table and pleased that all sides were
heard through the process.





Emphasizing the council’s action does not pass a specific project, but a concept in progress, Van Wormer said the
process revealed the best option in alleviating traffic congestion along the Hwy. 95 Corridor through Cambridge.





That option is widening the highway, also referred to 1st Avenue, to four lanes—from the Rum River bridge, through
downtown, to Highway 2 east of town. Next, the city and Van Wormer will look at right-of-way impacts on residential and
business property and  aligning an expanded 95.






“This (concept) should keep us in good operating condition,” said Van Wormer of future concerns along the Hwy. 95
corridor.





In his presentation to the council, Van Wormer noted the eight-month process will be most helpful in getting federal
funding attention as the city now has the documentation to prove it looked at a variety of concepts while involving
multiple experts and the public.





Also, while construction could take up to 20 years, he added the city is in “good shape” with state and federal funding
cycles, which simply take time. “We’re now a few steps ahead,” he said.
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Added Mayor Marlys Palmer, “The goal has always been to get people through Cambridge safely and efficiently.”





The concept





Highway 95 is currently a two-lane roadway with a two-way left turn lane west of Emerson Street and a raised median
and left turn lanes east of Emerson.





West of Fern Street and east of Flanders Avenue, the highway reverts to a simple two lane roadway. MnDOT and
Cambridge have plans in 2009 to convert and/or widen Hwy. 95 from Emerson to east of Hwy. 2 to provide four travel
lanes, a raised median and left turn lanes.





Under what’s now been considered the best concept, Hwy. 95 would be widened from Emerson to Co. Rd. 14/70,
providing a similar section with a median and left turn lanes. 





Advantages





According to the study, the concept would increase traffic capacity along the corridor by adding a second lane in each
direction through the intersections with traffic signals. 





The additional lane would also reduce the impact that slower vehicles, such as trucks, have on capacity. Further, an
extra lane across the railroad tracks and throughout the system would allow traffic to quickly return to normal flow
conditions.





Disadvantages





However, right-of-way will be required to make the concept a go. Several buildings will be impacted, with several
removals, and some with reduced sizes and new walls.





For instance, residential front yards will be impacted. The Abbey Carpet parking area, adjacent to the railroad tracks, will
no longer be used. Parking for Anderson Drug at Buchanan Street will probably have to be accessed from property to the
north. 





The 1st Avenue Auto Sales property on the southeast corner of Buchanan will likely be a “total take” since the property is
already small and would leave room for future expansion of Buchanan Street.





Widening the section between Buchanan and Cypress Street would also affect adjacent properties. By shifting the
alignment of Hwy. 95 west of the railroad tracks to the north, all property needed can be taken from the north side of the
street. 
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For example, People’s Bank at Buchanan may be damaged enough to require a total take. The auto parts building west
of the bank would either be damaged or have a setback. The buildings between Adams and Main streets, such as the
eye clinic and insurance agency, would likely be removed.





West of Main, Cornerstone Fireplace—the first building north—would be on the right-of-way line, but the building at Ashland
Street (Federated Coop) would be removed.





True Value Hardware would lose about 24 feet of its south side. West of Birch Street, Inn Town Apartments would be at
the lot line, while Cambridge Cleaners would be at least partially removed.





For more on the impacts of this concept, call city hall at 763-689-3211.





Other concepts out





A number of other concepts that were looked at included:





1) An elevated roadway, designed to carry through traffic above the existing Hwy. 95 roadway.





2) A railroad overpass at Hwy. 95 involving construction of a bridge to carry railroad track over the highway.





3) A four-lane bridge, with sidewalk and trail, to carry Hwy. 95 over the BNSF railroad tracks.





4) An additional railroad crossing in the downtown area, designed to provide local traffic an option to using Hwy. 95 to
travel from one side of the tracks to the other.





5) Turning Hwy. 95 and Second Avenue South (likely between Fern and Buchanan streets) into a pair of one-way
streets, each with two lanes in one direction.





6) Hwy. 95 bypass around Cambridge. 
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What to do about Hwy. 95?
Thursday, 18 October 2007



Public hearing gives people a voice and update on Cambridge's  pursuit toward improving the Highway 95 Corridor 






Concerned citizens and business owners packed Cambridge City Hall on

Tuesday, Oct. 16, to ask questions and get an update on a number of

concepts drawn up for improving the Highway 95 Corridor through

Cambridge.







By Jon Tatting


editor.countynews@ecm-inc.com





Concerned citizens and business owners packed Cambridge City Hall on Tuesday, Oct. 16, to ask questions and get an
update on a number of concepts drawn up for improving the Highway 95 Corridor through Cambridge.





Of the concepts presented, what would be the single best solution or plan to alleviate traffic congestion at downtown and
surrounding intersections and delays caused by train crossings?






Pictured: A westbound look at Hwy. 95 traffic, around the busy Garfield Street intersection in Cambridge. Photo by Jon
Tatting






Senior transportation engineer Glen Van Wormer of the city’s engineering firm, SEH, Inc., presented the following
concepts that are being regularly discussed by technical and advisory committees:





Elevated roadway structure, for through traffic, above the existing Hwy. 95 roadway; railroad overpass at Hwy. 95; Hwy.
95 bridge over the railroad; additional railroad crossing in the downtown area; one-way pair with Hwy. 95 and Second
Avenue SW; widen Hwy. 95 to four lanes; bypass Hwy. 95 around Cambridge.





— The Isanti County News will provide a full report from Tuesday’s meeting in the Oct. 24 edition and later this week via
www.isanticountynews.com
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Residents criticize one-way pair option
Wednesday, 24 October 2007



Highway 95 Corridor in Cambridge 






John Wheelock has personally watched the city of Cambridge grow since he and wife Jan purchased their historic, west
side home, 641 Second Ave. SW, in 1979.






By Jon Tatting


jon.tatting@ecm-inc.com





John Wheelock has personally watched the city of Cambridge grow since he and wife Jan purchased their historic, west
side home, 641 Second Ave. SW, in 1979.





He has also witnessed heavier traffic and increased speeds in his “old Cambridge” neighborhood — specifically on Second
Avenue SW and especially Fern Street, a thoroughfare used often by school buses and traffic associated with
Cambridge Medical Center and the college. 





As many residents who live on Second Avenue SW, the Wheelocks are concerned over one of several options the city is
considering in improving traffic congestion on the Highway 95 Corridor through Cambridge.





That option is turning Hwy. 95 and Second Avenue South (likely between Fern and Buchanan streets) into a pair of one-
way streets, each with two lanes in one direction.





This particular draft, as presented Oct. 16 by city transportation engineer Glen Van Wormer, says that eastbound traffic
on Hwy. 95 may be required to turn south on Fern, en route to Second on east to Buchanan, where traffic can gain
eastbound access back on Hwy. 95.  





Meanwhile, westbound motorists through this area of the Hwy. 95 Corridor will have exclusive access.





However, residents argue the one-way pair option would create a residential median for those who live between Main
and Second. They argue the option disturbs the integrity and history of the neighborhood.





Meanwhile, “What would happen to property values?” asked Wheelock in his prepared speech before a packed crowd last
week at Cambridge City Hall.





After the meeting, another resident, whose Second Avenue SW home is up for sale, said she’s lost out on two offers due
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to the news that’s been exposed regarding the one-way pair concept.





Pro’s and con’s via study





According to the Hwy. 95 Corridor Study, prepared by the city’s engineering firm, SEH, Inc., major advantages indicate a
one way pair will generally increase the corridor’s overall capacity. A street with traffic traveling in only one direction can
have an effective coordinated traffic signal system.





Further, the study says, the signals can be set to turn green as a group of traffic arrives without concern over traffic from
the opposite direction.






And pedestrians crossing the “near side” of an intersection on a one way street have only two lanes of traffic from one
direction to cross and no concerns about traffic turning from the cross street.





In 2006, Highway 95 had a daily traffic volume of 18,000 at Main Street, but it dropped off to less than 10,000 at the Rum
River bridge. The daily volume on Second Avenue South is about 3,000, in the downtown area, less to the west,
according to the study.





Van Wormer has also said that only 11 percent of traffic entering town from the west, actually reach the Flanders Street
area on the city’s east side — a case in point that may conclude the Hwy. 95 bypass option is not feasible.





Major disadvantages of the one-way pair concept, the study adds, is it can convert one busy street into two busy streets,
while speeds on a two lane, one way street can increase. 
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Exploring options over improving Hwy. 95 Corridor
Wednesday, 24 October 2007



Public hearing addresses several options toward remedying traffic delays through Cambridge






Concerned citizens and business owners packed Cambridge City Hall on Tuesday, Oct. 16, to ask questions and get an
update on a number of concepts drawn up for improving the Highway 95 Corridor through Cambridge.






Also see:    • Residents criticize one-way pair option  / • A means to an end 







By Jon Tatting


jon.tatting@ecm-inc.com





Concerned citizens and business owners packed Cambridge City Hall on Tuesday, Oct. 16, to ask questions and get an
update on a number of concepts drawn up for improving the Highway 95 Corridor through Cambridge.





Of the concepts presented, what would be the single best solution or plan to alleviate traffic congestion at downtown and
surrounding intersections and delays caused by train crossings?





Senior transportation engineer Glen Van Wormer of the city’s engineering firm, SEH, Inc., presented the following draft
concepts that are being regularly discussed by technical and advisory committees (presented are abbreviated plans; a
more detailed draft can be found at Cambridge City Hall):





1) An elevated roadway, a limited access structure, is designed to carry through traffic above the existing Hwy. 95
roadway. 





Advantages: Traffic without a destination in Cambridge would not be stopped by intersection traffic, turning traffic or
pedestrians crossing. A portion of the traffic on Hwy. 95 would be removed from each intersection reducing the volumes
of east/west traffic that needs to be accommodated. Removal of through truck traffic from the intersections is especially
beneficial.





Disadvantages: A bridge over the railroad would need 23 feet of clearance and additional structure height so that the
bridge would be about 29 feet into the air. The bridge over the Hwy. 65 Bridge over the existing Hwy. 95 would be about
40-42 feet in the air. 





Estimated cost of an elevated bridge between Fern and Hwy. 65: $26 million, not including any right of way or likely utility
relocations.
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2) The concept behind a railroad overpass at Hwy. 95 entails constructing a bridge to carry railroad track over the
highway. It also involves leaving the highway at about the current grade or lowering it a maximum of 4 feet — depending on
elevation of utilities. 





Advantages: All train-related delays for traffic are eliminated. No physical changes to intersections or driveways are
needed. Bridge can be wide enough so four or more lanes on Hwy. 95 as well as a sidewalk and trail can be
accommodated. Emergency vehicles would not be delayed by trains.





Disadvantages: The grade change to the railroad track will require reconstruction of track almost 1 mile to the south. Only
with a slightly steeper grade than desirable can the crossing at 11th Avenue South stay at the existing grade. This grade
change to the north would require closing railroad crossing at Emerson Street and 343rd Avenue NE.





Estimated cost for track: $10 million. Retaining walls add about another $6 million. A rough estimate of cost of the bridge
alone is almost $4 million.





3) A third concept is constructing a four-lane bridge, with sidewalk and trail, to carry Hwy. 95 over the BNSF railroad
tracks.





Advantages: All train-related delays for traffic are eliminated. No changes to the railroad tracks, including the spur track,
are needed. The railroad would remain open during construction except for a few short time periods for bridge span
placement. Emergency vehicles would not be delayed by trains.





Disadvantages: The grade change to Hwy. 95 will require reconstruction from Emerson Street to Main Street. Highway
95 would be elevated from just east of Main to between Emerson and Davis Street. There would be no direct property
access in the elevated portion. 





Intersections of Hwy. 95 with Adams, Buchanan, Cleveland and Davis streets would be eliminated. Motorists on Adams
or Buchanan would have to travel west to Main Street to reach Hwy. 95. 






Buchanan could be relocated so it could also pass under the new Hwy. 95 bridge.





Right of Way would be required to build the bridge. This would “take” a number of properties including Casey’s, the video
store, Anderson Drug, Peoples Bank and several other businesses and some residential units along Hwy. 95.





Estimated cost of this bridge: $4.5 million.





4) An additional railroad crossing in the downtown area is designed to provide local traffic an option to using Hwy. 95 to
travel from one side of the tracks to the other. 
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Advantages: With four lanes planned for Hwy. 95 from Emerson east, a second crossing and connection at Garfield or
Emerson would extend the additional roadway capacity across the railroad. Following the closing of crossings when a
train passes, the return to normal operation would be quicker with added lanes across the tracks.





Disadvantages: The new crossing only provides additional capacity from Main to Garfield. It would create additional
turning movements at Hwy. 95 and Garfield reducing the capacity of that intersection.





Further, any new railroad crossing will be opposed by the BNSF Railroad, MnDOT and the Federal Railroad
Administration, due to efforts to keep existing crossings as safe as possible. And property would need to be required for
the new crossing.





Estimated cost: $300,000, with an additional $150,000 for protection and equipment. 





5) Another concept is turning Hwy. 95 and Second Avenue South (likely between Fern and Buchanan streets) into a pair
of one-way streets, each with two lanes in one direction.





Advantages: A one-way pair, often a less expensive option to widening an urban roadway where right of way is needed,
generally increases the overall capacity of a major corridor. The pair may also better accommodate an effective traffic
signal system and pedestrians attempting to cross a one-way setting.





Disadvantages: The one-way pair can convert one busy street to two busy streets, even more if connecting streets
currently are not busy. Speeds on a two lane, one-way street tend to increase.





Further, an additional traffic signal would be needed at Second and Main, while a control would be evaluated at Second’s
intersection with Dellwood Street. The system also adds mileage to certain trips, as traffic would be required to make
several turns to get back on Hwy. 95.





Estimated cost for the one-way pair: $1.25 million.





Other options





Van Wormer also presented  concepts on widening Hwy. 95 to four lanes, from the Rum River bridge, through downtown,
to possibly Hwy. 2 east of town; a Hwy. 95 bypass  around Cambridge; modify railroad operations by, in part, removing
the spur track that serves downtown business; and other smaller concepts. 
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A means to an end
Wednesday, 24 October 2007



Highway 95 Corridor in Cambridge






Back at the Oct. 16 public hearing, city transportation engineer Glen Van Wormer noted the primary goal is to develop a
single plan for improving Highway 95. Once achieved, he added, what must be done to implement the plan and how is it
funded?




By Jon Tatting


editor.countynews@ecm-inc.com





Back at the Oct. 16 public hearing, city transportation engineer Glen Van Wormer noted the primary goal is to develop a
single plan for improving Highway 95. Once achieved, he added, what must be done to implement the plan and how is it
funded?





In addressing the different concepts — where the public could view and ask questions with Hwy. 95 technical and advisory
committee members — Van Wormer identified problems, concerns and advantages through his hour-long presentation. 





In light of congestion caused by the railroad, he noted an average of 15 train passings occur on a daily basis in
Cambridge. Of those, at 80 percent of the time, the tracks remain blocked for only four to five minutes, though it can
seem an eternity, he said.





Local businessman Bob Guetschoff urged the people to remember this is a long-term plan, which depends on a number
of funding sources before MnDOT would consider any improvement in its 15-20 year plan. 





In other words, by not acting now, the city could lose out on MnDOT’s schedule and any potential funding for another 30
years because of the state department’s project and funding cycle. 





Sen. Rick Olseen also attended the public meeting and noted his willingness to work with Congressman Jim Oberstar,
MnDOT and the state Legislature on an improvement plan backed by the Cambridge community. 





It was agreed by many that deciding on a solution shouldn’t involve dividing the community. 





For further information, call Cambridge City Hall at 763-689-3211. Highway 95 advisory and technical committees are
expected to continue to meet and digest the public’s feedback at scheduled meetings throughout this fall and winter.
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