
PROCEEDINGS OF THE 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Wednesday, April 13th, 2011 – 1:30 p.m. 
Grand Forks City Hall Conference Room A-101 

 
CALL TO ORDER 
 
Earl Haugen, Chairman, called the April 13th, 2011, meeting of the MPO Technical Advisory 
Committee to order at 1:32 p.m. 
 
CALL OF ROLL 
 
On a Call of Roll the following members were present:  Stacey Hanson, NDDOT/Local 
Government Division-Bismarck; Joe McKinnon, MNDOT-Bemidji; Nancy Ellis, East Grand 
Forks City Planning; Brad Gengler, Grand Forks City Planning; Dustin Lang, NDDOT-Grand 
Forks District; Jane Williams, Grand Forks Traffic Engineer; and Teri Kouba (Proxy for Dale 
Bergman), Cities Area Transit. 
 
Staff present were:  Earl Haugen, GF/EGF MPO Executive Director; Teri Kouba, GF/EGF MPO 
Planner; Matt Leal, GF/EGF Planning Technician; Drew Flanagin, GF/EGF MPO Intern; and 
Peggy McNelis, GF/EGF MPO Office Manager. 
 
Guest(s) present were:  Matt Settingren, KLJ Consulting Engineers. 
 
DETERMINATION OF A QUORUM 
 
A quorum was present. 
 
INTRODUCTIONS 
 
Haugen requested that everyone please state their names, and the organization they represent. 
 
MATTER OF APPROVAL OF THE FEBRUARY 9TH,  2011, MINUTES OF THE 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
 
Williams reported that the wrong minutes were posted on the web-site.  Consensus was to hold 
approval of the February 9th, 2011, minutes of the Technical Advisory Committee to the May 
11th, 2011, meeting of the Technical Advisory Committee. 

 
MATTER OF PRESENTATION OF TRAFFIC CHANGES 2000 TO 2010 
 
Haugen introduced Drew Flanagin, MPO Intern, and explained that he has been working on the 
MPO’s update to it’s Long Range Transportation Plan; and with the new census data, along with 
some traffic counts, he will be giving a brief presentation on traffic changes over the past decade.   
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Flanagin reported that because the GIS is not working at this time, he will have to rely on PDFs 
for his presentation today.  He commented that in looking back on this past decade we can see 
changes that have occurred in terms of traffic patterns throughout the Grand Forks and East 
Grand Forks area.  He stated that in addition to looking at the traffic pattern changes, we also 
looked at what factors may have influenced those changes; including both residential and 
commercial building permits, road improvements, and census data.   
 
Presentation ensued (A copy of which is included in the file and available upon request). 
 
Haugen commented that what they are seeing in East Grand Forks is that while there was an 
increase in traffic during the last ten years, during the latter part of that ten-year period, looking 
at Bygland Road in particular, traffic actually decreased.  He said that this same phenomenon 
occurred on the north end as well, and, in-fact, is a continuing pattern you will see throughout 
this presentation. 
 
Haugen reported that in North Dakota an additional count year took place, so while we had 
information for Fiscal Years 2000, 2005, 2008, and 2010 in North Dakota, we only had 
information for Fiscal Years 2000, 2005, and 2010 in Minnesota.  
 
Haugen stated that this is something that they are still working on, and gathering additional data 
for, so we may have a couple more presentations for this committee in the future. 
 
Information only. 

 
MATTER OF PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO FY 2011-2014 T.I.P. 
 
Ellis referred to Page 12 of the packets, and explained that it illustrates the City of East Grand 
Forks’ 2011 T.E. project.  She stated that it was originally a 2012 T.E. project that was moved to 
2011, however it was designed and approved back in 2008. 
 
Ellis reported that the project entails constructing a sidewalk along both sides of Central Avenue 
from approximately 6th Street to 14th Street N.W.  She explained that this has turned into a multi-
purpose trail within MnDOTs right-of-way, that mirrors the trail that is going to be built on the 
other side of the right-of-way. 
 
Ellis stated that the reason for the amendment is because there has been a change in the scope of 
work, as well as the cost estimates and funding sources.  She explained that between 2008 and 
now, MnDOT has been working on bringing all of their intersections into ADA compliance, so 
we did a design, and came to an agreement with MnDOT that we would make the intersection 
ADA compliant as part of this project so that we can do one bid for the whole entire project, and 
get it completed at one time rather than doing the improvements for the T.E. portion and then 
coming back and doing the intersection improvements. 
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Ellis pointed out that she included what the funding costs will be for the entire project, as well as 
what we will be receiving for the T.E. portion, what we will be receiving from the State for the 
intersection improvements, and the local match.  She stated, however, that she did not include 
the engineering soft costs, so the total project cost of $235,000 will go up to $294,000; the 
federal amount will remain at $116,000, which is what we received as a T.E. award; and the 
State amount will go up to $90,000 for the intersection improvements; and the local match will 
go up to $88,000 to $89,000. 
 
Haugen commented that, as indicted, the public hearing on this amendment is scheduled to occur 
at the MPO Executive Policy Board meeting next Wednesday.  He explained that we received 
the request too late to be able to hold it at today’s meeting, however we were able to get the 
public hearing notice published in time to hold it at the Executive Policy Board meeting next 
week. 
 
Ellis reported that this was presented to the East Grand Forks City Council at their work session 
last evening, and they were in favor of the changes requested.  She added that there a just a few 
construction easements that need to be worked out, but they are hoping to get the project 
completed as soon as possible, so we are anxious to move it forward to the Executive Policy 
Board for approval.     
  
MOVED BY HANSON, SECONDED BY KOUBA, TO FORWARD A RECOMMENDATION 
TO THE MPO EXECUTIVE POLICY BOARD THAT THEY APPROVE THE PROPOSED 
AMENDMENT TO THE FY2011-2014 T.I.P. SUBJECT TO INCLUSION OF THE 
UPDATED COSTS AND FUNDING SOURCES DISCUSSED. 
 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
MATTER OF DRAFT 2012-2015 T.I.P. 
 
Haugen reported that each year the T.I.P. cycle brings it own little nuances to the table; last year 
we had a separation of our Draft T.I.P. from the Minnesota side with North Dakota’s being due 
closer to July; but this year we are back to a more normal schedule with both T.I.P.s being 
drafted about the same time. 
 
Haugen commented that this year we have some Illustrative Projects, which are pending 
approval by different committees and task forces, and until a funding source is determined, will 
remain as such.  He explained that he labeled these projects as illustrative so that in the event 
they do get awarded funding, people have already been notified that they are projects that we 
want to do once the funding is in place. 
 
Haugen reported that back in December we reviewed all the projects, and at that time notified the 
committee and the public that projects were being adjusted to year of expenditure, so there were 
a lot of changes to the dollar amounts for projects that are even currently in the T.I.P. document, 
although their scope of works did not change.  
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Haugen commented that, for the most part projects that were already in the T.I.P. remained in the 
T.I.P., with just those adjustments to the costs and federal participation being made.  He added 
that there were no new projects added, nor were there any real projects dropped from the current 
T.I.P.   
 
Haugen pointed out that in 2015, which is a new year to the T.I.P. document, transit is doing 
what it usually does each year, and the only other project on the North Dakota side that is 
showing up for the first time is work on DeMers Avenue, from Washington Street to I-29.  He 
explained that the project entails work similar to that occurring on Gateway Drive this summer, 
which includes some concrete panel repair, some diamond grinding, etc., at a cost of $3,000,000, 
with $2,400,000 in federal funds.  
 
Haugen commented that there are several other urban road projects that were pursued, but were 
not funded through the North Dakota Cooperative T.I.P. Development Process.  
 
Haugen stated that on the Minnesota side there were little to no changes made to any project that 
was already programmed.  He reported that in 2015 we continue the transit projects, but there 
were no new street or roadway projects added.  He pointed out that there was a new project 
added in 2014, a state funded project that is part of a larger project description in the Draft 
A.T.I.P., in which work, again like that that will occur on DeMers Avneue, will be done on some 
portions of U.S. Highway 2 and 220 North.  He stated that, as shown in the “remarks” section, 
the Gateway portion was estimated at just under $600,000 and the 220 North portion just over 
$300,000; and those are all state funds with no federal participation anticipated at this time.  He 
added that this project was identified back in December as a 2015 project, with federal 
participation, but through the MnDOT process was moved to 2014 and was funded with state 
funds. 
 
Haugen reported that the Illustrative Projects are requests that the City of Grand Forks made; one 
being the T.E. project on DeMers Avenue, taking the multi-purpose trail westward to the 
Interstate and up to 55th Street, but we are still waiting for an announcement on North Dakota’s 
T.E. awards.  Hanson responded that the Director’s Task Force meets later this month, so an 
announcement should be forthcoming soon.  Haugen commented that the other illustrative 
project involved our seeking Safety funds to modify the left turn lanes on South Washington 
Street, which we were not awarded, so it will remain illustrative at this time. 
 
Williams referred to Grand Forks Project #12, and pointed out that the description states:  “The 
project will construct a multi-purpose trail, or commonly called a sidepath, along the west side of 
South Washington from 47th Avenue South to 55th Avenue South.”  She stated that there is no 
definition of sidepath in the MUTCD, although there are some other agencies using sidepath as a 
higher speed facility, and we don’t want to confuse the issue so we should just use the term 
multi-use trail.  She added that the FHWA says it sometimes can be called a sidepath, but it isn’t 
commonly called a sidepath, so that term needs to be stricken. 
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Haugen reported that there was one state system project that caught his attention; the I-29 CPR 
Grinding in both directions, and he did send an e-mail to Les Noehre, however he has not yet 
received a response.  He explained that in our T.I.P. document it is shown as a $900,000 project 
in both directions, but in the project guide sheet it appears to have blossomed into a $7,000,000 
project.  Lang asked which project this was.  Haugen responded it is Grand Forks Project #8.  He 
added that in the S.T.I.P. document it is listed as two separate projects, and they total just over 
$900,000, or roughly about $450,000 each, but he noticed on the most recent status report from 
NDDOT, the cost estimate was up to about $4,600,000 each.  Lang agreed that that doesn’t seem 
right.  Hanson stated that she will check on this and get back to Mr. Haugen. 
 
Haugen stated that the other appendix identifies what was actually obligated on projects, from 
the 2010 list of projects.  He said that they have not yet received the Grand Forks Public 
Transportation projects, but there weren’t any significant changes in what was programmed and 
what was obligated. 
 
Haugen commented that he knows that the City of Grand Forks is contemplating another project 
to be included in 2015, which we may need to address next month, and we still have a few 
awards out there that we are awaiting the outcome on, so between this draft and the final 
document there will probably be a few additional changes to be addressed, but for now this is 
what we have for the next four year transportation funding program. 
 
Haugen referred to a table, and pointed out that it shows that between the two sides of the river 
we are just under $50,000,000 in total project costs, which includes transit operations as well as 
construction costs, and, if broken down would indicate that Grand Forks is hovering around 
$10,000,000 a year, but on the East Grand Forks side there is a swing of around $5,000,000 one 
year and $500,000 another. 
 
Haugen opened the public hearing.  There was no one present for discussion, and no written 
comments were received prior to noon today.  Haugen closed the public hearing. 
 
MOVED BY GENGLER, SECONDED BY WILLIAMS, TO FORWARD A 
RECOMMENDATION TO THE MPO EXECUTIVE POLICY BOARD THAT THEY 
APPROVE THE DRAFT FY2012-2015 T.I.P. SUBJECT TO CHANGES AS DISCUSSED 
ABOVE. 
 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 
  
OTHER BUSINESS 
 

1. Congressional Budget Actions 
 
Haugen reported that Congressional action is occurring, and a shut-down has been averted for 
the time being.  He said that it is his understanding they approved a budget agreement that funds 
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all of the rest of Fiscal Year 2011, so, hopefully be the end of the week final action will have 
taken place so we know exactly what FY 2011 has in-store for us for the remainder of the year.   
 
Haugen added that FY 2012 is also under great debate, and as part of the 2012 budget Congress 
is laying out some of their reauthorization levels.  He stated that, in a nutshell, the Republicans 
are trying to take everything back to FY 2008 levels of funding, however the President has 
proposed a budget that has different numbers, and will be giving a speech today to explain how 
he would like to get the budget balanced, including a possible tax increase.   
 
Haugen commented that it is his understanding that the NDDOT has approved their budget, and 
for the most part all the new monies will be going to the oil producing counties.  Hanson 
responded that that is her understanding as well.   
 
Haugen asked if Minnesota was still working on their budget.  McKinnon responded that they 
were still working on their budget at this time. 

 
2. Mid-Year Review 

 
Hanson reported that they are planning on conducting the Mid-Year Review to coincide with the 
May Technical Advisory Committee meeting, which is May 11th.     
 

3. Traffic Counts 
 
Hanson reported that she talked to their traffic counting division, and they wanted her to share 
that the DOT recently purchased a Mio-Vision Traffic Data Collection System, which uses video 
capture technology in performing intersection and turning movement counts.  She stated that 
staff will be going through a demonstration and training session at the end of April, and she is 
currently coordinating, with Terry, to see if there would be room to open that up to the MPOs 
and Cities, and will have information to that effect by the end of the week in the event someone 
from the MPO and/or City want to participate. Haugen asked if there was just one set-up, or 
multiple set-ups.  Hanson responded that she doesn’t know the answer to that at this time, but 
does have a brochure that explains what the system does.  
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
MOVED BY WILLIAMS, SECONDED BY LANG, TO ADJOURN THE FEBRUARY 9TH, 
2011, MEETING OF THE TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE AT 2:34 P.M. 
 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
Respectfully submitted by, 
 
Peggy McNelis,  
Office Manager 
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