
 
PROCEEDINGS OF THE 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Wednesday, February 9th, 2011 – 1:30 p.m. 

Grand Forks City Hall Conference Room A-101 
 
 
CALL TO ORDER 
 
Earl Haugen, Chairman, called the February 9th, 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:  Denny Johnson, NDDOT/Transit 
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; Rich Sanders, Polk County Engineer; 
Dale Bergman, Cities Area Transit; Dean Rau, Grand Forks City Assistant Engineer; and Les 
Noehre, NDDOT – Grand Forks District. 
 
Staff present were:  Earl Haugen, GF/EGF MPO Executive Director; Teri Kouba, GF/EGF MPO 
Planner; Matt Leal, GF/EGF Planning Technician; and Peggy McNelis, GF/EGF MPO Office 
Manager. 
 
Guest(s) present were:  Farshad Bigdeli, KLJ Consulting Engineers 
 
DETERMINATION OF A QUORUM 
 
A quorum was present. 
 
INTRODUCTIONS 
 
Haugen requested that everyone please state their names and which organization they represent. 
 
MATTER OF APPROVAL OF THE JANUARY 12TH, 2011, MINUTES OF THE 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
 
MOVED BY ELLIS, SECONDED BY LANG, TO APPROVE THE JANUARY 12TH, 2011, 
MINUTES OF THE TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE, AS SUBMITTED. 
 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Wednesday, February 9th, 2011 
 
 
MATTER OF URBAN ROADS MAP 
 
Haugen reminded the committee members that in 2010 we submitted changes to our North 
Dakota Urban Roads Map, however NDDOT denied approval, citing objections to the proposed 
treatment of the ramps for the Columbia Road Overpass and the DeMers Overpass.  He 
explained that in response, in November we agreed to approve a map that did not show the 
ramps, but did show the rest of the changes requested, and to continue to research and discuss 
how best to handle the ramp issue with NDDOT.   
 
Haugen reported that we just received a response from NDDOT to our second request.  He 
distributed copies of that response, and went over it briefly using a power point presentation (a 
copy of which is included in the file and available upon request).   
 
Presentation ensued. 
 
Haugen referred to the 2010 Urban Road System Map, and stated that there are a couple of areas 
the NDDOT questioned, pointing out that these areas are shown within the circles.  He explained 
that in order to be eligible for the Urban Roads program a roadway needs to be functionally 
classified.   
 
Haugen referred to a copy of the 2010 Functional Classification Map, and pointed out that it 
covers the just the basic urban area for Grand Forks, however, the map insert does show the 
whole MPO study area, and possibly some of the comments by North Dakota might be addressed 
via this insert.  He explained, again, that in order for a street to be classified with the Urban 
Program, i.e. making it eligible for federal funds, it needs to be functionally classified, so that is 
important to the Functional Classification map.  He then referred to an enhanced slide of the map 
insert, and pointed out that it shows that we have functionally classified roadways beyond the 
Urban Aid Boundary.   
 
Haugen commented that he would like to address some of the comments made regarding the fact 
that some of our Urban Road requests are for roadways that are not currently on our Functional 
Classification map.  He pointed out that Mill Road is one of the areas NDDOT identified, 
however if you look at the insert you will see that we have classified Mill Road all the way up to 
the Urban Limit, and beyond, just as we did with North Washington and with 62nd Avenue, so 
we believe that our map request was accurate to reflect that they are on our Urban Road System, 
because they do show up on the Functional Classification map. 
 
Haugen stated that there are some areas where non-functionally classified roads were included in 
our Urban Roads request, 27th Avenue was one of those areas.  He explained that one of the 
issues with this roadway is that 27th Avenue is classified as a “future roadway”, but it is not 
currently an existing functionally classified roadway, so the map that we would ask for 
consideration today would not include this stretch of 27th Avenue as an Urban Road.   
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Haugen reported that we also have some areas in the southwest part of Grand Forks, such as 47th 
Avenue and 62nd Avenue, which have similar issues as 27th Avenue.  He referred to a map, and 
pointed out that what is shown are the ends of the functionally classified roadways.  He stated 
that what we originally showed in the map, that we submitted to North Dakota, included the 
areas that are to be future functionally classified roadways.   
 
Williams asked, if a road isn’t shown on the Functional Classification map, how do we get 
federal aid to build them.  Haugen responded that you can get federal aid to build only the 
portion of those roadways that are shown on the Functional Classification map.  Williams asked, 
then, what the mechanism would be to build them past that point.  Haugen responded that it 
would require that we update our Functional Classification Map to show them as converting 
from future to existing, and then once they are built we would need to add them to our Urban 
Road System Map. 
 
Haugen referred to the Functional Classification map and pointed out that there are several roads, 
such as 47th and 62nd, that simply end on the Map, and he wonders why it was done that way.  He 
explained that they are really pretty much the same from where they end all the way to the 
Interstate, and are Township Section Line roads.  He added that they are shown on the Functional 
Classification map as future functionally roadways, to a point, and that point essentially is the 
extension of 38th Street south.  Sanders asked if Mr. Haugen was saying that there are roadways 
there now, but that they aren’t functionally classified.  Haugen responded that that is correct, that 
they are Township Section Line roads, gravel roads.  Sanders asked, however, if there was a 
similar road at 27th.  Haugen responded there was not. 
 
Haugen commented that the next area for discussion is 17th Avenue.  He stated that the original 
map we submitted in November included 17th Avenue as an Urban Road, and it shows up on the 
Functional Classification Map as a future collector, but there is a portion of 17th Avenue that 
exists as a Rural Township Section Line Road, that we should perhaps consider as an existing 
functionally classified roadway if we are considering 47th and 62nd similarly.  He added that the 
only real difference with 17th Avenue is that the right-of-way is within City Limits, while the 
right-of-way for 47th and 62nd is not. 
 
Haugen stated that, basically this means that we weren’t consistent with our functional class, we 
treated some roadways one way and others a different way, so what we need to decide is how we 
want to treat these section line roads, do we want to extend them as far as they go to I-29.  
Gengler asked if there would be any ramifications by doing that.  Haugen responded that the one 
small thing it may do would be to increase the number of road miles.  He explained that we try to 
stay within a certain percentage for each roadway classification, however, he doesn’t think it 
would be detrimental to the whole proposal.   
 
Consensus was that if there is a road there, it should be shown on the Functional Classification 
Map as such.  Haugen stated, then, that we should extend 62nd, 47th, and 17th out to 38th.   
 
Discussion ensued. 
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Haugen pointed out that the State is suggesting that we don’t try to make the Columbia Road and 
the DeMers Avenue Overpass Ramps regional, but instead identify them as Local Urban 
Roadways.  He reminded the committee that we were going to work with NDDOT to identify, 
state-wide, other cities that had this same issue, and it was found that there is only one, Minot.  
He stated that the ramp in Minot is similarly labeled as our ramps are on both our map, and the 
NDDOT map.  He asked Denny Johnson if they had had similar conversations with Minot as 
well.  Johnson responded that they had not.   
 
MOVED BY RAU, SECONDED BY GENGLER, TO FORWARD A RECOMMENDATION 
TO THE MPO EXECUTIVE POLICY BOARD THAT THEY APPROVE CLASSIFYING 
THE TWO RAMP SYSTEMS FOR COLUMBIA ROAD AND DEMERS AVENUE AS 
LOCAL URBAN ROADS; AND INCLUSION OF THE EXTENSION OF 47TH, 62ND AND 
17TH AVENUES OUT TO 38TH. 
 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 

 
MATTER OF DRAFT RFP FOR THE NORTHWEST EAST GRAND FORKS STREET 
NETWORK 
 
Ellis reported that, currently a full intersection is planned to occur at the intersection of 5th 
Avenue Northwest and Highway 2 in 2014, however the City of East Grand Forks is now 
questioning whether or not they still want this intersection constructed, therefore they have 
requested that the MPO conduct a study of the Northwest Street Network for East Grand Forks to 
help determine whether or not this project should remain in the Long Range Transportation Plan, 
and if it doesn’t, what improvements must be made to off-set the benefit it provided. 
 
Ellis stated that the study will review current street corridors and identify possible future 
transportation corridors in northwestern East Grand Forks that will enhance connectivity and 
movement for the people in the area, as well as provide a vision for future planning, parks and 
recreation, and development.   
 
Ellis said that they are hoping to hire a consultant to look at these different corridors to determine 
if there are improvements that would be necessary for existing and future roadways, as well as 
any multi-modal, bike/ped, improvements that might be necessary for that area.  She stated that 
this study will help with the update to our Long Range Transportation Plan, so it will be more 
detailed in order to provide us with the necessary information for that update.   
 
Ellis reported that there is currently a Transportation Enhancement project scheduled that was 
based on the full intersection being constructed at 5th and Highway 2.  She pointed out that there 
is an off-ramp that comes off Highway 2, goes north to 8th and back to 12, that is currently the 
second downtown access, so if you are traveling west, and miss the Central, or DeMers Avenue 
turn, your next access to the downtown area is this ramp, so the construction of the intersection 
at 5th would allow for another connection to the downtown area.   
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Ellis stated that they hope to put the RFP out after the MPO Executive Policy Board meeting 
next week; then advertise, interview, receive a draft document in October, and a final document 
in December.  She added that they will be using ATAC to do some of the travel demand, and 
will also have to get some turning movement counts. 
 
Bergman asked if there would be traffic lights at the intersection at 5th and Highway 2.  Ellis 
responded there would.  She added that there is currently only right-in/right-out movements at 
5th, but we have an Access Management Plan that allows for lights at that location. 
  
MOVED BY WILLIAMS, SECONDED BY SANDERS, TO FORWARD A 
RECOMMENDATION TO THE MPO EXECUTIVE POLICY BOARD THAT THEY 
APPROVE THE DRAFT RFP FOR THE NORTHWEST EAST GRAND FORKS STREET 
NETWORK. 
 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
MATTER OF BRIDGE CLOSURE TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT PLAN 
 
Haugen referred to the staff report, included in the packets, and reminded the board that we do 
have a Bridge Closure Traffic Management Plan in place.  He added that, in terms of the flood 
forecast this year, he did include the most recent predictions for various cities, including Grand 
Forks, and it appears, at this time, that we will be closing the Point and Sorlie Bridges. 
 
Discussion on bridge closure levels, etc., ensued. 
 
Haugen reported that a couple of changes were made to the document itself, and are shown on 
the next couple of pages in the packet.  He went over the changes briefly.  
 
Rau referred to the Bridge Closure Contact List and pointed out that there are a couple of 
changes needed to the phone numbers.  He stated that the City Engineer’s number should be 746-
2640 and the Public Works number should be 738-8740.  Lang asked if the public works number 
was for the emergency line.  Rau responded that it was not, that it is for the Public Works 
Department, but added that the emergency number may have changed as well.  He said that he 
would check into it and let Mr. Haugen know if there was indeed a change to that number. 
 
Noehre requested, as he did last year, that everyone please coordinate anything being done with 
the state highways, before it occurs, with him.  He said that he isn’t looking to get in the middle 
of the City’s flood fight, or to give approval, but would like to be made aware of what is going 
on.   
 
Sanders reported that the Thompson Bridge will close at 847.7 feet.     
 
Information only. 
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MATTER OF ANNUAL LISTING OF OBLIGATION FOR FY2010 
 
Haugen reported that at the start of the calendar year we now have to try to identify what the 
actual obligated funds were for each of the projects for which funding was programmed.  He said 
that he would e-mail everyone a spreadsheet on which they can identify the obligated funds for 
each of the projects listed.  He added that each project should be under contract, if not 
completed, and should have a federal total amount shown, as well as any State or local monies 
awarded the project.   
 
Williams commented that there was one Grand Forks project that she didn’t know what to do 
with, Project #16, as the $40,000 shown under State was not awarded.  Haugen responded that if 
the State didn’t contribute anything you need to put zero, and then show where the $40,000 was 
picked up by.   
 
Haugen referred to the tables included in the packet, and went over them briefly, pointing out 
that Grand Forks Project #7, Construction of 48th Street, is an example of a project identifying 
what the bike/ped provision will be for that facility, which is another thing we need to do in this 
Annual Listing of Obligation, specifically identify what bike/ped activity took place with each 
project, if any.   
 
Information only. 
  
OTHER BUSINESS 
 

1. South Washington Street Corridor Study Public Meeting 
 
Ellis reported that a Public Open House is scheduled for February 23rd in the Grand Forks City 
Council Chambers, beginning at 6:30, with a presentation at 7:00, for the South Washington 
Street Corridor Study. 

 
2. Columbia Road Reconstruction Project 

 
Rau reported that they are in the process of getting the engineering estimate for the Columbia 
Road Reconstruction project.   
 

3. Transportation Program Update 
 
Haugen reported that by our next meeting Congress will have had to have done something with 
the Transportation Program, which is set to expire March 4th.  He stated that he will try to keep 
everyone updated on what is happening with this as soon as he hears anything. 
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ADJOURNMENT 
 
MOVED BY ELLIS, SECONDED BY BERGMAN, 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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