
  
PROCEEDINGS OF THE 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Wednesday, February 8th, 2012 

Grand Forks City Hall Conference Room A101 
 
 

CALL TO ORDER 
 
Earl Haugen, Chairman, called the February 8th, 2012, meeting of the MPO Technical Advisory 
Committee to order at 1:36 p.m. 
 
CALL OF ROLL 
 
On a Call of Roll the following members were present:  Michael Johnson, NDDOT/Local 
Government Division; Nancy Ellis, East Grand Forks City Planning; Ryan Brooks (Proxy for 
Brad Gengler), Grand Forks City Planning; Rich Romness, Grand Forks City Engineering; Jane 
Williams, Grand Forks City Engineering; Joe McKinnon, MNDOT – Bemidji; Greg Boppre, 
East Grand Forks Consulting Engineer; Dale Bergman, Cities Area Transit; and Dustin Lang, 
NDDOT-Grand Forks. 
 
Guests present were:  Ali Rood, Cities Area Transit; Jon Markusen, KLJ; and Mark Bittner, KLJ. 
 
Staff present were:  Earl Haugen, GF/EGF MPO Executive Director; Teri Kouba, GF/EGF MPO 
Planner; Bryan McCoy, GF/EGF MPO Intern; and Peggy McNelis, GF/EGF MPO Office 
Manager. 
 
INTRODUCTIONS 
 
Haugen asked that everyone please state their name and the organization they represent. 
 
DETERMINATION OF A QUORUM 
 
A quorum was present. 
 
MATTER OF APPROVAL OF THE JANUARY 11TH, 2012, MINUTES OF THE 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
 
MOVED BY BROOKS, SECONDED BY ELLIS, TO APPROVE THE JANUARY 11TH, 2012, 
MINUTES OF THE TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE, AS SUBMITTED.  
 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 
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MATTER OF AMENDMENT TO THE 2012-2015 T.I.P. 
 
Haugen referred to the staff report, included in the packet, and pointed out that it discusses three 
proposed amendments to the 2012-2015 T.I.P.  
 
Haugen reported that the first amendment is involves FTA 5309 monies the City of Grand Forks 
received.  He explained that we have already taken some action on this, and are now looking at 
the final request for these funds.   
 
Haugen referred to the detailed spreadsheet in the packet, and explained that it identifies all the 
projects included in the requested amendment.  He pointed out that those projects include: two 
coaches, three demand response vehicles, and associated shop equipment.   
 
Haugen stated that the other part of the amendment is to reconcile some differences between the 
final MPO T.I.P. and the final North Dakota S.T.I.P.  He commented that there were a couple of 
projects that had changes to their scope-of-work. 
 
Haugen reported that one project specifically deals with U.S. Highway 2, from 55th Street west, 
and involves both the scope-of-work and the cost estimate; and the second one involves a request 
from the NDDOT to add in a district wide signage project that will touch the MPO study area. 
 
Haugen stated that staff finds that this amendment is consistent with their planning documents, 
and recommend that the Technical Advisory Committee forward a recommendation to the MPO 
Executive Policy Board that they approve the amendment.   
 
MOVED BY WILLIAMS, SECONDED BY BROOKS, TO FORWARD A 
RECOMMENDATION TO THE MPO EXECUTIVE POLICY BOARD THAT THEY 
APPROVE THE AMENDMENT TO THE FY2012-2015 T.I.P . 
 
Lang referred to the project list and commented that he sees that the signing project is 
highlighted, but doesn’t see that the other project is.  Haugen responded that the other project 
was not highlighted in the e-mail received from Mr. Johnson.  He added that it is included on a 
separate page, the second page of the S.T.I.P. document, and is an annual element, and is a 2012 
project; while the project that is highlighted is listed in the future years out list.  He stated that he 
included what he received from Mr. Johnson.  Johnson commented that is actually on there, but 
he just didn’t highlight it.  Lang referred to the list and asked which project it was.  Johnson 
responded that it is the fourth project down.   
 
Williams said she would like to amend her motion to include highlighting the second project as 
well. 
 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 
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MATTER OF APPROVAL OF THE NORTHWEST EAST GRAND FORKS TRAFFIC 
STUDY FINAL REPORT 
 
Ellis reported that she did go through this at last month’s meeting, however, after last month’s 
Technical Advisory Committee meeting they opened it up for more public comment, but did not 
receive any, so she is now requesting final approval of the study with the following 
recommendations: 
 
 1)    Consider the interconnect and the signal timing plan for Years 0-5. 

2) Consider reconfiguring River Road/17th/12th to include the 90-degree angle 
improvements. 

3) Move the 5th Avenue full-intersection to Years 5-25 for consideration and 
inclusion in the Long Range Transportation Plan if signal warrants or average 
daily traffic get to the point where it is necessary. 

4) Consider moving forward the Central Avenue Corridor Study recommended 
improvements for the intersections to Years 5-25. 

 
MOVED BY BOPPRE, SECONDED BY BROOKS, TO APPROVE FORWARDING A 
RECOMMENDATION TO THE MPO EXECUTIVE POLICY BOARD THAT THEY 
GRANT FINAL APPROVAL OF THE NORTHWEST EAST GRAND FORKS NETWORK 
STUDY REPORT. 
 
Williams asked about the interconnect, and whether or not there had been any discussion about 
having remote capability for  the State look at it with a modem, or something similar, and does 
the Technical Advisory Committee need to support that to give it more weight.  Ellis responded 
that they apparently have remote capabilities for Highway 2 and 220 already, so she would think 
that they can make sure it is considered.   
 
Williams recommended that the committee supports any type of remote capabilities, whether it is 
internet, or something else. 
 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
MATTER OF WASHINGTON STREET CORRIDOR/UNDERPASS STUDY 
 
Haugen reported that he included the Executive Summary document in the packet, and pointed 
out that consultants from KLJ are present today. 
 
Haugen stated that staff gave a presentation to the NDDOT upper management back in October, 
presented the report to the Grand Forks Service Safety Committee a couple weeks ago, and 
copies of the draft report were distributed to members of the Steering Committee for their review 
and comment.   
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Haugen added that the final report does include all comments received.  He stated that both the 
City and the NDDOT recognized that there were some bigger improvements that needed to be 
made between 8th Avenue North and South 17th Avenue, including improvements to the street 
pavement; that the underpass has some conditions that we were asked to look into and give a 
recommendation on; they asked that we look at the capacity problem at the intersection of 
DeMers Avenue and South Washington; and they asked that we look at multi-modal issues along 
the corridor. 
 
Haugen stated that, along with assistance from KLJ and their sub-team; a steering committee was 
formed with representatives from businesses along the corridor, the city council, the planning 
commission, BNSF, and DOT from both districts and Bismarck, they were able to draft up these 
recommendations. 
 
Haugen referred to a power point presentation and went over the recommendations briefly. 
 
Williams asked how the TIGER Grants work, what type of funding is it.  Haugen responded that 
a TIGER Grant is from the Department of Transportation, and it is more or less mode neutral, 
not mode specific, so a transit project can be submitted, a vehicle project can be submitted, any 
of the projects in this report could be submitted for funding.  He stated that there is a timeline of 
this month to have projects submitted, and NDDOT has indicated to the MPOs that they are 
submitting a TIGER Grant application for the Williston By-Pass, and that it is the State’s number 
one priority, so, although they acknowledge that other projects can be submitted, it would most 
likely not be prioritized above this one. 
 
Williams asked what the funding split is for TIGER Grants.  Haugen responded that it is the 
typical 80/20 type split, although he thinks some rural areas may be given 100% funding. 
 
Williams asked if there was sufficient information in this report to be able to submit projects for 
TIGER Grant funding.  Haugen responded that there is sufficient information to do so, however 
there is a very tight deadline so if it is a desire to apply it should be done very soon.   
 
MOVED BY ELLIS, SECONDED BY BERGMAN, TO APPROVE FORWARDING A 
RECOMMENDATION TO THE MPO EXECUTIVE POLICY BOARD THAT THEY 
GRANT FINAL APPROVAL OF THE WASHINGTON STREET AND UNDERPASS 
CORRIDOR STUDY REPORT.  
 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
MATTER OF MNDOT DRAFT STATEWIDE MULTI-MODAL PLAN 
 
Haugen reported that, as indicated via e-mails, Minnesota is updating their Multi-Modal 
Transportation Plan.  He stated that an open house was held in Crookston at the end of January, 
and Mr. McKinnon is present today to speak on this process. 
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McKinnon explained that this update is something that the Legislature requires they do.  He 
added that it was last done in 2009. 
 
McKinnon stated that this is the Broad-Range Twenty-Year Plan that will provide guidance and 
direction on transportation.  He said that they really want to make it a streamlined plan that is 
easy for the public to use and understand. 
 
McKinnon referred to a slide presentation (a copy of which is included in the file and available 
upon request), and explained that the objectives are:   
  

1) To make transportation system decisions through processes that are open and 
supported by data and analysis; provide for and support coordination, 
collaboration, and innovation; ensure efficient and effective use of public 
resources;  

2) Integrate land uses and transportation systems and enhance communities in ways 
that respect and complement cultural, social, fiscal, and natural contexts; 

3) Identify global, national, statewide, regional and local transportation connections 
essential for Minnesotans’ prosperity and quality of life; invest to maintain and 
improve those connections; support new connections when practical;  

4) Strategically maintain and operate transportation assets; rely on system data, 
partners,’ needs, and public expectation to inform decisions; put technology and 
innovation to work to improve efficiency and performance; recognize that the 
system should change over time; 

5) Safeguard travelers, transportation facilities, and services; apply proven strategies 
to reduce fatalities and serious injuries for all travel modes; reduce system 
vulnerability; ensure system redundancy to meet essential travel needs during 
emergencies. 

   
McKinnon pointed out that there was also some information about Stakeholder forums that were 
held.  He stated that a lot of transportation stakeholders and other governments participated, and 
more of these forums will be held in March.  He added that they also held some open houses, and 
two staff members from this MPO did attend, which was good.   
 
McKinnon commented that if you would like to make comments on this update you need to go to 
www.minnesotagoplan.org.  He stated you can comment on what you think about those five 
objective areas, maybe make some suggestions on some action plan on how, perhaps they can 
implement those specific things they can do in areas of communication or making connections.  
He said that they want to have a specific action plan, something that can be done with in the next 
four years, as well as on-going, and they don’t want a document that is hard to get anything out 
of, they really want it to be simple to understand and implement.  He stated that this should be 
completed in May, after which they will then get into the next round of doing more specific 
plans.  
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Haugen reported that the last couple sheets of the document are the actual comment forms that 
you can write out your comments on and mail to the address provided, or you can e-mail them to 
Kirby Becker at the e-mail address provided.   
 
McKinnon referred to the information on the packet, and commented that the text provided is 
Chapter 4 of the document, which they have been told is the main part of the plan, and includes 
the action plans.   
 
Haugen referred to slide that explains how this plan fits into the 50-year plan, as well as how the 
other family of plans all fit together with the Minnesota Go Plan.   
 
Haugen reported that last month the MPO released an RFP for it’s Long Range Transportation 
Plan Update.  He stated that we will work with both MNDOT and NDDOT, who is also updating 
their Statewide Transportation Plan, to ensure that our three documents are not conflicting with 
each other.   
 
Information only. 
 
MATTER OF RFP FOR AERIAL PHOTO UPDATE 
 
Haugen reported that Ms. Kouba drafted an RFP for the Aerial Photo update, and will give a 
brief overview of that document. 
 
Kouba stated that it’s basically the same RFP as 2009.  She said that they reduced it to just look 
at six-inch resolution, so it will be more comparable to what we had in 2006, but other than that 
it is basically what we’ve done pretty much every three years. 
 
Haugen said that the timeline is April 6th for submittals, and pointed out which departments have 
been identified to assist on the selection committee.  He added that the budget is $37,000, and 
they hope to have the fly over take place prior to the trees leafing out. 
 
Haugen referred to a photo illustrating the area to be flown and went over it briefly. 
 
Williams asked how this fits in with the other pavement pictures, and aerial photographs being 
done in the area.  Haugen responded that he doesn’t know, and asked what other photos are 
being taken.  Williams asked if there weren’t going to be some pavement management photos 
taken this year.  Haugen responded that no pavement management photos are planned for this 
year.  He added that they have not received any requests to do any, and the Long Range 
Transportation Plan Update being done this year would most likely preclude any additional work 
being done in any event.   
 
Brooks stated that he knows there has been some interest in pictometry, and was wondering if 
that is something that might be looked at in the next couple of weeks, or is has it gone away.  
Kouba responded that they did look into it, but it is price exclusive, and the MPO doesn’t have 
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the kind of budget necessary to do it.  Brooks asked if there was any way it could be included as 
an option, then we could see what the cost might actually be.  Kouba responded that the RFP 
would have to include their oblique angle otherwise they won’t even look at the RFP.  Brooks 
said that he knows there are some departments that would be interested in this, and maybe it 
could be done with funding assistance from them, but in any event it would be nice to coordinate 
it at the same time the aerial photo flight is being done.   
 
Haugen asked if the entire area would need to be included in the pictometry, or would we just 
need to focus on the urban area.  Brooks responded that he would think doing just the urban area 
would be sufficient.   
 
Ellis asked if it could be added as an alternative in the RFP so you can see what the difference in  
cost would be.  Haugen responded that what we should do as a Technical Advisory Committee is 
to have staff look into this, and work with the local agencies to see what interest there is, then at 
the Executive Policy Board meeting we could have it drafted in as a non-MPO funded option, 
and if there isn’t then we wouldn’t have to include in the RFP.  He stated that the Executive 
Policy Board meeting is scheduled for February 23rd, so that would give us a couple of weeks to 
look into this issue.   
 
Williams commented that she supports putting it into the RFP as an alternative to see how much 
it would cost.  Brooks agreed, adding that it could then be dropped if nobody is going to put forth 
anything, or the MPO can’t support it.   
 
Romness asked if any topography has been done in the past.  Haugen responded that the Corps of 
Engineers did it back in 1997. 
 
Discussion ensued. 
 
MOVED BY WILLIAMS, SECONDED BY BOPPRE, TO APPROVE STAFF WORK WITH 
THE MPO’S PARTNER AGENCIES TO DETERMINE WHETHER OR NOT THERE IS 
ANY INTERST IN ADDING OBLIQUE IMAGERY AS AN ALTERNATIVE/OPTION TO 
THE BASE BID OF THE RFP, WITH THE BASE BID BEING COVERED BY THE MPO, 
AND ONCE A DECISION IS REACHED, TO APPROVE THE RFP WITH OR WITHOUT 
THIS ALTERNATIVE/OPTION INCLUDED. 
 
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY. 
 
OTHER BUSINESS 
 
 1. FTA Discretionary Grants 
 
Haugen reported that FTA just released several of their discretionary grants; State of Good 
Repair, Livability, and Clean Fuels.  He stated that the State of Good Repair and Clean Fuels are 
pretty much mode specific, while Livability is more open to other modes. 
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Haugen commented that in the past, for the most part, there have been state-wide applications 
submitted for these funds.  He said that he thinks the transit area of the DOT is going to arrange a 
conference call to discuss whether or not there is any interest in submitting a state-wide 
application, or if agencies want to go on their own.    Bergman commented that the last 
discussion held on this indicated that they wanted us to go out on our own. 
 
Williams asked if the TIGER Grant was awarded annually.  Haugen responded that it has been 
awarded every year since the current administration has been in place.   
 
Information only. 
     
ADJOURNMENT 
 
MOVED BY BROOKS, SECONDED BY BOPPRE, TO ADJOURN THE FEBRUARY 8TH, 
2012, MEETING OF THE TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE AT 2:15 P.M. 
 
Respectfully submitted by, 
 
Peggy McNelis,  
Office Manager 
 

 


