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MEETING MINUTES 
 

Des Moines Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) 
Transportation Technical Committee Planning Subcommittee 

10:00 a.m., Monday, August 15, 2016 
Des Moines Area MPO Meeting Mead Conference Room 

Des Moines, Iowa 
 

 
Members Present: 
Ethan Standard, DART 
Mike Ludwig, City of Des Moines 
David Wilwerding, City of Johnston 
Ben Champ, City of Pleasant Hill 
Bret VandeLune, Polk County  
Brad Deets, City of Waukee 
 
Members Absent: 
Kara Tragesser, City of West Des Moines 
 
Others Present:  
Juan Cadenillas, Polk County Health Department 
 
Staff Present: 
Dylan Mullenix, Assistant Director 
Zach Young, Principal Planner 
Teva Dawson, Senior Planner  
Mike Armstrong, Associate Planner 
Marcus Coenen, Associate Planner 
 

1.  Call to Order 
 
Brad Deets called the meeting to order at 10:08 a.m. 

 
2.  Approval of Agenda 

 
Subcommittee members voted to approve the meeting agenda. 
 

3.  Approval of Meeting Minutes 
 

Subcommittee members voted to approve the July 18, 2016, meeting minutes.   
  

4.  Street Design Comparison Document  
 

Staff provided an overview of the changes that were made to the Street Design Comparison 
document based on feedback from City of Des Moines and SUDAS.   
 
Bret VandeLune commented that the references included in the update to the document were a 
useful addition.  
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5.  2016 Environmental Justice Report 
 
Staff provided an overview of the 2016 Environmental Justice Report.   
 
David Wilwerding asked if all the interactive maps would be updated on the website.  Staff confirmed 
that the maps would be updated.     
 

6.  Complete Street Academy 
 

Staff introduced the idea of creating a complete streets academy to train local staff and policy 
makers on complete street development.  Staff asked if this kind of program would be useful.  
 
Juan Cadenillas noted that he believed the program would be beneficial.  Mr. Cadenillas went on 
to note that it might work better as a one day or half day workshop.     
 
Discussion ensued regarding the intensity of the program and the curriculum.  In general the 
committee felt that it would be challenging to get policy makers to participate in such a program.   
 
Staff asked if there would be more benefit for the technical staff.  Mr. Deets noted that this would 
be more beneficial but he still felt it would come down to time commitment and availability.  Mr. 
Ludwig agree that starting with staff would be more successful than trying to get policy makers.   
 
In general the committee agreed that the program was worth further discussion and 
consideration.   

 
7.  Major Projects Debriefing and Peer-Sharing 

 
Staff introduced the idea to have a peer-to-peer exchange for planners to reflect on what worked 
and what didn’t work on specific projects.  
 
Mr. VandeLune noted that he thought it would be useful and that the Planning Subcommittee 
might serve as a safe place to have these discussions.  
 
Mr. Ludwig noted that it is similar to what you might get at a conference.  Mr. Ludwig went on to 
note that the roundabout and stormwater presentations at the Transportation Technical 
Committee were very beneficial and he would like to see more of these kinds of presentations.   
 
Discussion ensued regarding how this peer-sharing program would work.  Staff noted that they 
would continue to work on this idea and would come back with more information at a later date.  
 

8.  Other Non-Action Items of Interest  
 

None.  
 

9.  Next Meeting Date 
 

September 19, 2016, at 10:00 a.m.  
 

 
10.  Adjournment 

 
The meeting adjourned at 10:51 a.m. 
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